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would extend the effort involved without the potential to gain additional information on the 
source areas, and thus cannot technically be supported. 

Reviewing the data on the whole, there is no technical basis to conclude that DNAPL exists on 
the site from prior site operations or to support extending additional borings down to a depth of 
80' bgs. There is similarly no technical data to suggest that the contamination discovered in the 
groundwater arose as a result of a gasoline service station operation from 1925 to 1928, or from a 
former dry cleaner operation conducted from 1955 to 1970, which is located largely cross - 
gradient from the area on the site where the Regional Board is requesting the four MIP /CPT 
borings be placed. On the contrary, the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater data gathered from 30 
prior borings on the Fountain -Vine site point to the source of the PCE contamination in question 
migrating from an up- gradient offsite source or sources. 

Additionally, Geosyntec believes that if the upcoming four borings show no evidence of DNAPL 
from onsite sources, then there is no reason for ALCA to install MW -4, 
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ESCONO Q. BROWN 
aeVGiwoa ' ,,qg MA*rNnv Roonlovax \ ¡ aNVIMHN¢NiNL paOVLL+iCN 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

February 28, 2013 

Mr, Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SITE ASSESSMENT 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (STYE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE 1D NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality. Control Board, Tics Angeles Region (Regional Board), is the 
public agency with the primary responsibility for the protection of ground and surfaée water quality for all 
beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties, including the above 
referenced site. To accomplish this goal, the Regional Board has been requiring site cleanup and 
groundwater monitoring reports to mitigate and monitor the contamination that has occurred at the site. . 

The Regional Board has received the work plan titled Confirmation Site Assessment Work Plan, dated 
February 12, 2013, which Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. has prepared on your behalf. The work plan 
proposes fourteen soil borings within the vicinity of the former dry cleaning area and the former. service 
station (Figure 3). At each boring, soils will be sampled every five feet until groundwater is reached; soil 
gas will be sampled at five, fifteen, and twenty five feet below the ground surface, and groundwater will 
be sampled with a grab sample. Three groundwater monitoring wells have been proposed at the site to 
monitor groundwater; And a human health risk assessment will be completed based on the newly 
acquired data. The proposed site assessment activities are being conducted to further assess. 
contamination at the site. 

Based on the information submitted, and on the information in the case file, we concur with the proposed 
work plan. A technical report shall be submitted to the Regional Board documenting the site assessment 
activities by June 1, 2013, We will consider all technical information'rvith respect to your request for a 
no further action/non- cdntributor letter. 

If you have any 'questions regarding this project, please contact Mr. Henry Jónes at (213) 576 -6697 or 
hj fines @waterboar ds.ca. gov 

Sincerely, 

Kwang -il Lee, Ph. D., P.E. 
Site Cleanup Program Unit W Chief 

MARIA MEFPiANIAN, CHAIR SAMUEL. UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

320 Wost 4th St.. suits 200, Los Angeles, CA 9001$ www .waterboards.oe.gov /losangslss 

GieEoVek[aPgPq 



Mr. Carl Van Quatbem 
ALSA Properties, Ltd,, 

Attachment: 
Figure 3, Proposed Sampling Locations 

- 2 - February 28, 2013 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia@amiadini.com) 
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R U TA N. 
iRUTAN G TUCKER, LLP 

()Gibber 10, 2014 

Rithard Montevtdco 
Direct Dial;. (7.14) 5624642 

,F,nmil: rmontevideo(egrutnncom 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL & 
OVERNITE EXPRESS 

Samuel Unger 
Executive Officer 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board. 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles; CA 90013 
sunger@wáterboards.ea.gov 

Re: 1253 N. Vine Street,. Hollywood, CA (Fountain -Vine Plaza) Request for No 
Further Action/Closure 

Dear Mr. Unger: 

This letter is be written on behalf of,, ALCA Properties, Ltd.; ',á Calif:Mila limited 
partnership ( "ALGA''), and the owner of,the Fountain Vine Plaza property located at the above 
referenced address ( "Fountain -Vine Property" or "Site"). The purpose of this letter is three -fold: 
(1) to object to two recent invoices provided by your staff to ALCA' for oversight of the 
Fountain -Vine Property (for the first and second quarters of 2014); (2) to bring to your attention 
ALCA concerns with the arbitrary demands and positions of your staff as reflected in'two recent 
letters from your office; and (3) to once again request that a no further.action/closure ( "NFA ") 
letter he issued at this time for the entire. Site, i.e., a determination ALCA believes is long 
overdue: 

A. Background.. 

Initially, it is important to recogniiethat ALCA has been attempting to work with your 
office since 2006 'on obtaining an NFA, letter for the Fountain -Vine. Property. For your 
information,.over the past eight. years,: ALCA has literally spent hundreds of thousands of dollars 
striving to address the Los Angeles Regional. Water Quality Contiol Board's ("Regional Board ") 
concerns in order tö obtain the NFA letter for the 'Site, and has, until now, agreed to address 
every request for additional investigations at,the Site; 

It is futtherhoteworthy that, over the past.eight years, your staff has never suggested that 
any soil cleanup work be conducted; nor that prior Site operations justified the need for any 
rernediation of the groundwater beneath.. the Siteby ÄLCA. To the contrary;. your staff has 
consistently indicated it was prepared to at least issue a soil -only NFA. letter (which, 
unfortunately, would not enable ALGA to proceed. with the necessary refinancing of its 

.5,11 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400, Costa Mesa, CA 92628. 
Po Box 1950, Costa Mesa, CA 92628 -1950 I 714,641,5100 I Fax 714.546.9035 2111029466-oo0i 
Orange County I Palo Alto I www.rutan.com 7591737.2 a10n0f14 
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- Property'), and that it simpl}' needed,.mgre information on, the, Site. cönditi..ons before it amid 
issue an NFA letter that would cover the groundwater cöiïtaminátion (which. i "s kriöwn tó. be 
migrating from the upgradient Paragon Cleaners site). 

ALGA lias been requesting a site -wide .NFA/Closttre letter since. September of 2006. 
(See Exhibit "1,',a letter 'dated .September 20, 2006 from ALCA to:the Regional Board j "it is 
apparent that -the groundwater 'contatnination encountered at .the subject site 's far NE corner is ,a 
direr( result Of the up- streain contamination encountered at Paragon. Cleaners on 1310 Vine 
Street (1 believe; 'SLIC.ÍJI86): ....Please cause whatever board action is necessary to clear our 
site").) . Regional Board staff never responded to this request, ;and to date, approximately thirty 
`bore holes have been installed On the Property, and numëróus soil, soil vapor and groundwater 
samples' have, been taken, all showing the lack of any appreciable soil or groundwater impacts 
from Site Operations. 

Aceórdingly, it is apparentthat the contamination that is now the subjectOf the Regional. 
,Board'a continued scrutiny as .reflected. in your. two most recent letters dated idly 11 and, 
September 17, 2014 (Exhibits "2" and "3 "heret(i), i.e., in the northeast corner of the Fountain- 
:Vino Property, is contamination that; has 'been known. for over eight years. to, be migrating from 
the up- gradient Paragon Cleaners ..-,site at 1310 Vine Street, Furthermore; since that tinie;.ALCA 
hasrepeatedly requested that the Regional Board " clear" th'e.sïte (by issuing an'NFA latter),, but 
the Regional Board stall has;,failed, to do so, albeit it has never provided any sound justification 
for réfusingto do so. 

B. Recent RegionalBoard Invoices Are Obicettànablét: 

In the meantime; Throughout all these discussions, the, Regional Board has continued to 
bill. ALCA for oversight' costs. Enclosed herewith and :Marked as Exhibit "4" is a copy of the 
oversight agreement that'was signed by a representative of ALCA on February 10, 2006, 
authorizing the Regional Board to conduct its oversight of the Property. Also enclosed please 
find two quarterly invoices for time expended by your staff for the that two quartets of this year, 
the 6rstdated July 10, 2014 (EzhibitY5 '), reflecting total payments made to, date to the Regional 
Board in the amount of $47,539:99, and additional charges for the first quarter of 2014 totaling 
$13,801.62. the second recent invoice is dated September 29, 2014 (for the second quarter of 
this: year), and shows additional charges in the amount' of $19,880.28 for this one quarter alone, 
bringing the total oversight charges tò .date to an amount that is in .excess of $81, 000. (See 
Exhibit' 6 " :) 

As you know from Mu prier disctissións, ALCA has á loan on the Property which came 'due 
in October of 2013, but has been unable to re- finance and pay -off: this loan because of the 
Regional Board's delays in issuing the NFA letter. 

227(029966-01103 
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7vlöreQVer; a.review .of the second: patter. invoice shows .some .alarming charges. In. 
parttiçülar, the new case worker assigned to thë.pioject, M. 'Mohammad Zaidi, reportedly billed 
95 hours of time from April l through June 30, ¿e during a period, :of time when no workplans 
had been submitted and. no work. had been concluçted. on the Site No description of either Mr- 
Zaidi's work;, not any other Regional Board staff members work, is ,provided i.n the second 
quarter invoice (or any of the invoices). 

Given the; extensive charges for the first 'and `iSeCÓnd. qüàrters óf this Year (totaling in 
excess of.$32,000), but. without there being any corresponding productive work involving the; 
Site, and given the simultaneous arbitrary demándslpositions taken by Regional Board staff in 
connection with the Site as reflected In yüúr letters 'of July 11 arid September 17., 2014, ALCA 
must respectfully pbjject.tothese two invoices on the grounds that the work was win. nnecessary and 
arbitriry, and that the time expended was excessive ALCA also objects to the invoices on the 
grounds, that the invoices lack sufficient ,detail for ALCA to understand the. nature of the: 
oversight. provided. 

C. Thé Regional Boatd's.Recent Actions Are Arbitrary. 

In addition to the Regional Board, excessive oversight billings, ALCA. has .otherwise 
already expended hundreds of thousands of dollars in. an effort.to "clear" this.'site, ï. e.; to obtain a 
no further action letter from your office, Yet; in spite of these efforts. and the extensive data 
accumulated over the; years from the 30 bore holes and. the 3 monitoring wells installed on the 
Site, and the clear case that has now been made that the past Site operations have not resulted in 
any releases to justify further action at the Site, overlie past year anda half your staff appears io 
have been working overtime to justify having .ALCA conduct additional work at the Site, without 
any technical basis.förtequiring such work. 

The.issuesof closure and the need, or 1ác1 thereof, for any additional 'assessment work at 
the Site were discussed; y.ith your staff and yourself at two meetings in September of 2013. At 
the second :meeting on September 19, 20.13, you agreed that if ALCA would to proceed forward 
and install additional groundwater monitoring wells. at locations to be worked out with,your staff, 
that if the rostilta óf the sampling Of these wells further showed the Site was not adding 
appreciable levels of contaminants of concem to justify further action at. the Site; that your office 
would issue the NFA- .letter. The objective of the work was to conduct sufficient additional 
assessrnent sons to putthe Board in a position to.firtally issue an NEA/closure letter for the Site, 
assuming the result showed that, in fact sufficient levels of contamination did not exist in 
groundwater as a result dfprior Operations On theSite. 

Thereafter, .ÀL.CÄ's consultants met with: Regional Board staff and a 'workplan dated, 
December 9, 201.3 was submitted to your off ce reflecting the agreed upon .(three) well locations:, 
all on the adjacent Villa Elaine property located at 1245: Vine Street,: Hollywood; CA. The 

227/029466-O04 
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workplan al,sú included länguägethat:provided that an N.EAl.Çtosure letter would beassuedtf the. 
results of the work did not,indicate' that prior operations on the Fountain -Vine Property had added sufficient contaminants of concern' to justify further action. The workplan was approved 
'by :your staff by letter dated DeeeMber,f 8,, 201'3. (Exhibit 

Because of coneerns raised by the owner of the Villa. Elaine próperty, however; Over the. 
well locations, the. December. 9, '2013 workplan was never `implemented, and the three wells 
proposed therein were never installed, Further discussions with'the Villa Elaine property owner then ensued, this :time with the'participation of your staff. An agreement: was then. reached with the Villa Elaine owner representative; and à new "Revised Workplan" was prepared and subntitted to the Regional Board dated January 21; 2014 for its consideration; This Revised 
Workplan again provided for the installation of three monitoring wells, all 'on the Villa Elaine próperty, and again 'contained language that it the results of the work did not indicate the Fountain-Vine Property had added sufficient contaminants of concern to. justify further action, the NFA, letter would be issued for the Property: The Revised Workplan and the scope of work therein was:appròved by your stäff.bÿ.tetter:dated Feb'rua'ry, 6, 20.14. (Exhibit 

Yet, the., work proposed. in the 'Revised Workplan also did- not proceed, in light of additional concerns raised by, the owner of the Villa Elaine property, 'Father discussions with 
representatives Of the owner of that property then occurred ät a second's'te Visit. Two members of your staff were in attendance at..this second site visit, As á result óf this second: site visit ;.a. third set of monitoring well locations was negotiated, with. á total of two wells tó be :installed,. one, on the Villa Elaine. property (proposed .MW4), and one:to: the. east.ánd. cross- gradientof the Fountain- .Vine.Property (proposed MW5). 

A third workplan was then prepared;..Le., the. "Further RevisedWorkplan" dated February 
12, 2014. This workplan reflected die locations of the.two agreed upgn, weft locations referenced. as MW4 and MW5, and included similar language to that contained in ;the two prior approved 
workplans; that an NFA /Closure letter would be issued if the results of the investigation Showed the Property had not added appreciable.levels of coritaminatioa:to justify further action. 

However, unlike the priortwo.wórkpláns, although the Regiónál Board staff approved the scope of work and well locations in the Further Revised Workplan (by a letter dated March 3,. 2014. - .Exhibit "9 "),, it did dot ápproVe: the workplan itself. (Seg..Ekhibit "9" [ "During the site visit staff agreed with the re- locations of two groundwater monitoring wells:."].) 

Because of the concerns over your staffs unwillingness to approve the entire February 12, 2014 Workplan as it had done with the two prior workpláns, a letter dated April22, 
2014 was prepared and directed to.. your attention requesting that your office approve the Further Revised ' Workplan. As a consequence.of the April 22 letter, a meeting, was held with your staff, yourself attd,ALCA representatives; òn May 22, 2014, in your offices, 

227/029966A001 
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At the 'May 22.meeting you confirmed that, a.pri.ór understanding 'had 'been reached.. 
(during, our Septet-liber '2013 meetings), °that the Objective of the requested Additional 
groundwater investigation 'was to provide further idea-nation to enable the Regional Board to 
make an NFA detenüination for ihe Site, and that the Regional Board was agreeable to including 
language in its approval letter for the work/Man to the effect that, lithe results of the workplan 
showed the Site had not 'contributed appreciable pntámination to the groundwater so as to 
justify further actipn,.the NFA letter would be issued, 

'Von also agreed Mille May 22,2014.meeting that you would llave the Regional Board's 
Counsel contact this of'fice,to work: out the precise language to be included in'the Regional, 
Board's approval letter for the workplan For your information, I did -subsequently discuss the 
matter with your counsel, Frances McChesney; and Ms. Maèhesneyexplained that:she:needed to 
confer further with your staff on what was to be provided to AI.CA. regarding the language of the 
approval letter lot the workplan. 

Thereailer, however,,and unfortunately; rather Chan ihe,lawyers working out the :language, 
for the approval of the korkplan, your Office Sent 'Ma á letter dated July 11, 2014 (attached as 
Exhibit "2 ") requesting a' completely different scope of work than the scope óf work that had 
.previously been requested and- approved, in'the three prior submitted workplans of December9, 
2013,.'Janua y 21., 2014, and February 12, 20f4. (See Exhibits "7," "8" and "9 ", representing 
your staff's prior two.approval letters of the 'first and.second workplans, and' its approval of the 
well locations in the third WOrkplan.) 

R is important to note thàtthe :July 11, 2014 lettercontains none of the language that we, 
agreed would be needed in an.approvál letter for any additional. assessment work to proceed. In. 
point Of fact, we bad .met twice in September ó.f'2013, and again on May 22, 2014, for the 
'specific purpose of reaching agreement on language that:,allowed.for an.hlFA /Closure letter to be 
issued,, in the event the results of the assessment. showed (Once again) that the Site was not an 
appreciable source of contamination to groundwater. Incredibly, the July 11 letter from your 
office, was :issued as .if none of our meetings with yo,u and your staff had occurred, and 
importantly, without any recognition of the agreements reached in the meetings, Le:, it 
included .no language that would suggest that :if the results of 'the assessment from the new 
workplan further showed the subject Site was'not causing an appreciable threat to groundwater 
that the Régional Board would.issue the requested NFA letter. 

In short, the agreement reached with you and your staff in your office on September 19, 
2013, and again on May 22, 2014, was entirely. ignored. The Regional. Board staff has acted 
arbitrary in doing so. 

In addition, the new scope of work demanded in your letter of July 11, 2014 is by itself 
arbitrary. The stated objective Of the work in your July Metter is for ALCA to now conduct a 

227412i;96610001 
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further ássessrrient on the Site to çónfirth ",(tie presençe ör absence.' of ä ,P. CE squrçe. such gs 
.dense non- aqueous phased liquid (DNAPL) at óraund and in the area between the former PCE 
borings AÉI>B3 and B32." Your July 11 létter then requests that ALGA "screen the area. ai a 
10 foot grid ló the'top of the first lay layer en the saturated zone with Pr h gh'resoluriön vertical 
profiling tool such as membrane interface probe (M1P.) and cone pentrometer testing (ÇP.T)." 
(See; Exhibit `2; "' July 1.1,.2014 letter).. 

To say the least, after all this timeárid the back and forth with yotir office 'Mier the opear 
eight years,:and..fhe many meetings that'have;occurred between ALCA representatives and your 
staff on'both technical. issues''and closure issues, the premise that staff now beli.eves:there maybe 
"DNAPL" on the,Site, and that ALCA must thus proceed in an entirely different'direction than. 
was previously demanded by Regional Board :staff, has come as á complete surprise to ALCA 
and its consultants; arid is entirely arbitrary. 

You should know that at no time.. from :2006 until .,May of this year, including.:any. time 
during which the scope of work was being negotiated for the 2013 assessment. work'that lead to 
the May 15, 2011 Assessment Report, not during, the time the scope of work was being 
negotiated Ieading.up.tó the submittals of the 'three tnost recent proposed workplans, did anyone 
within your office ever' suggest that DNAPL may exist on this Site. Nor- was there any 
justification for this assertion included anywhere in the Jtily 11 letter. 

Your July 11, 2014 letter was :föllowed by a second letter from your office dated 
September 17, 2014. (Exhibit "3, ") This letter reiterated the Regional Board's request for the, 
installation of M1P /CPT borings on the Site (rather than the two monitoring wells. the.. egion4 
Board staff previotislÿ agreed to in its March 3, 2014 letter - Exhibit "9 "), but now was 
suggesting that the MiP /CPT borings were to be placed down to either one foot within the. clay 
layer, or $Q feet belowthe ground surfaçe ( "bgs "), .Açcording to your: September 17 letter, "two 
borings, up to 10 feet apart, will he cohipleted to ci. depth of at least 80 feet bgs or to a depth of 
one foot .intoa clay layer al AEI-B3 and two' borings, up to 10 feet apart, will be completed to a. 
depth Of ca least 80 féëti bgs or to g depth of one foot into a'clày layer. .at 8 -32." (_Exhibit "3, ") 

Hirwéver, and. similar to the. July .11 letter, the September 17 letter also contained, no 
justification to. support the, assertion that DNAPL may exist at the Site.. Nor does it provide any 
justification for re. quiring :the installation of four borings down to a depth aa:cleep as 80 feet bgs. 

Attached hereto as Exhibit "10", please find a 'copy Of G.eósyntec's Technical. 
Memorandum discussing the .propriety of. yó.ur staffs conclusion that: a further investigation 
should be conducted into the potential existence of "DNAPL" at the Site; and. the propriety of 
installing four borings down to 80 -feet bgs. 

227J0299664100I 
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Accordingto deosyntec: 

Reviewing the: data on the .whole,. there is no technical basis to 
Conclude that DNAPL exists on the site from.prior site operations 
or to support extending additional. borings down to a depth .of 80' 
bgs. There .iS similarly no technical data to suggest that the 
contamination discgvered in the groundwater arose as a result of a 
gasoline service station operation from l925 to. 1.928, or from a 
former .dry cleaner operation conducted from 1955 to. 1970, which 
is located in area largely cross -gradient: froth thè area on tNé Site 
where the.Regional Board is requesting the fqur.MJP /.ÇPT borings 
be placed. On the conttaty, the soil, soil vapor,, and groundwater 
data gathered from 30 prior borings on the Fountain =Vine Site 
point. to Sóuree of the PÇE contamination in:. qúestiön migrating 
from an'upgradient offsite,source orsources. 

(Exhibit 10 ", October 10, '201.4 Gepsynfec: Technical. Memorandum, Subject: "Purpose of Additional Investigation Fountain -Vine' Plaza," pp, 7-8.). 

Accordingly, the is nol to hnical basis for the Regional Board to have requested an 
investigation for "1)NAPL" contamination qn the 'subject, property. Similarly, there is no technical basis.for'regùiríng an inóesti'gátion on the Site:down tö 80 fret bgs. The. .demands bÿ 
Regional Board to. conduct such an, investigation, both for "NAPE and down to 80 feet bgs, are 
entirely arbitrary. 

Furthermore, the investigations that have been conducted to date on the Site have. been 
extensive, resulting in roughly 30 borings being installed, and three monitoring wells having 
being developed, and with the''Regiönal Boaid having never once suggested that any soil 
remediation work wotild be necessary for the Site. In fact, as reflected in the May 15, 2013 
Assessment Report (reflecting the results of the work proposed. in the February 12, 201.3 
Workplan) 14 soil borings were.iristálled down to 30 feet b'elbw the 'ground surface, with soil 
samples being collected at every fire féet, soil gas.samplesbeing collected at five and fifteen feet 
BGS and groundwater being sampled in each boring. Additionally, three groundwater, wells 
were installed. 

Moreover, the February 12, 2013 Workplan indicated that "on the condition that the 
evidence iS proven conclusive, it is understood that the LARWQCB Will recognize the Site as a 
non -contributor and issue a no Ñrf ber action (NFA) letter to the owners." In the Regional 
Board's approval of.Ami Adini and Associiates,.1nc.'S February. 12, 201.3 Workplan, your staff 

227/029966-06O1 
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Stated. as foIlpws "We: will consider all lechniçäl infornzplión with'respecl r'q pòurrequesi fir n 
rio further äc(ioronoh -cónU (butbr letter.." (Exhibit "11." .February 28, 2013,Approval letter:) 

The cover page to the May 15'; 2013 Environmental Site Assessment Report then 
provides, in relevant part, as.follows: 

The objective Of this investigation was to evaluate if previously 
identified soil,and groundwater contamination at the site could be 
attributed to an on- site, sourçe. .Based on the results of this Site 
investigation and analytical data review, no significant ón -site 
source of contamination Cpuld be identified. AA &A therefore 
concluded that the soil and groundwater èóntaminatión present at 
the site cannot be attributed,to Any on -site historical release,and 
reçommends that the case bé granted regulatory case -closure: 

(See Exhibit "12 ",. Cover page to Environmental Site Assessment Report, Fountain -Vine Plaza, 
dated May 1.5,,2013 by Ami Adini & Assoçiates,.,Ine.) 

To date,. 'the Regional. Board's. staff has not identified; any results, in. the May t5, 2013 
Report that ..would technically justify requiring any.furt}ier investigations attheSite. The scope, óf work.that was proposed in the three prior workplans submitted in December of 2013, and in 
January and February oí2014 (with all such scopes being approved by yourstäff) was proposed 
simply because the Regional Board had arbitrarily determined it desired additional work. to, be 
conducted before it.would issue an.NFA for the Site,.but without your staff everhaving:provided 
a reasonable or rational basis for requiring any such additional work. 

ALCA Agreed to the additional work described M. the various workplans: simply because 
it Was more expeditious. and cost effective to perforrh the work than to. tight City: Hall, and 
because it hadpersonal assurances from you :that your staff would work with ALGA on the scope' 
of.the work and language tó achieve the objective of :obtaining iheNFAletter. 

The refusal of the Regiotiál Beard to provide any clear objective for the additional work 
it is now requiring (pursuanttó your. July I l andSep'tember 17 letters), i:e., to obtain information 
to enable the Regional Board to issue'an,NFA letter, in spite of staff's prior assurances" it would 
review the results of the scope of work in 2013 with an eye towards issuing such an NFA.letter 
.(see February 28, 20.13 Exhibit "I 1 "), and in spite of yoursubsequent commitments in meetings 
on September 19, 2013 and May22, 2014, tó include such an Objective, is 'entirely arbitrary, 

Refusing/failing to provide ALGA with 'á path forward that would lead to the obtaining of 
the NFA letter, suggests that the Regional Board has either forgotten. the ,prior 
bo.mmitments /assurances it made on working with,ALCA towards issuing such an NFA letter, or 

229 ?029966.0001 
502866,3 010!70/19 



RUTAN 
UTAH S TucncF, UP 

Samuel Unger 
October 10.2014 
Page 9 

thát'ït tins consciously decided tb. bock out of such comm. ments, (witho 
'basis' for doing so). 

D: An NFA LetterShould :Be Issued,A't This:Time:1'orThe Site,. 

After eight years:and hundreds,gf thet'sands of dollars' expended in working with your 
Staff tó öbtain the1NFA letter, and given thé above and previously described history involving the 
Regional Board'.s oversight for this Property,, your staff s ,recent positions, as set .forth in your 
letters of July 11 -and September 1,7;. reflects :' actions' that are entirely arbitrary and capricious, if 
.not.punitive. 

At this time, ALGA respectfully requests (based on, the extensive data/evidence that has 
been generated over the past eight years plainly showing that prior operations at this Site have not restated in the. release:of any contaminants of concern that would. justify fúrtheraction at the 
Site), that NFAJClosure letter be issued at this time 

Please dó not hesitate tó contact the undersigned`shóuld yóu.have.any questioris ar need 
any, additional information with respect tothe.above or'the enclosed. 

,Respectfit4 submitted, 

RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP 

Richard Montevideo 

any iechgiçal,or legal 

RM:paj 
Enclösures 
cc: Frances McChesney, Esc,, 

Mr, Cad' Van Qüathem, ALGA Properties, Ltd,. 
Ami Ad.ini, Ami Adini &`,Associates., Inc. 
Ravi Arulanantham,.Ph.D, i'rincipal, Geosynteç Consultants 

227/02906{x701 
59022664 n 0/1011,1 



Exhibit List 
To Rutan & Tucker letter to Samuel Unger 

October 10, 2014 

1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood, CA (Fountain -Vine Plaza - Request for No 
Further Action Letter For Fountain -Vine Plaza 

Exhibit 
No. 

Document Date 

1. ALCA Letter to Regional Board Requesting Site Clearance 09/20/2006 

2. Regional Board Letter to ALCA 07/11/2014 

3. Regional Board Letter to ALCA 09/17/2014 

4. Oversight Agreement 02/07/2006 

5. Regional Board Invoice - First Quarter 2014 07/11/2014 

6. Regional Board Invoice - Second Quarter 2014 .09/29/2014 

7. Regional Board Approval Letter of Workplan 12/18/2013 

8. Regional Board Approval Letter of Revised Workplan 02/06/2014 

9. Regional Board Letter Approving Well Locations of Further 
Revised Workplan 

03/03/2014 

10. Geosyntec Technical Memorandum 10/10/2014 

11. Regional Board Approval of 2013 Workplan 02/28/2013 

12. Cover Letter to 2013 Environmental Site Assessment Report - 
Ami Adini & Associates 

05/15/2013 
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CONSOLI ATE® 
EQUITIES, Is 'C® 

REALTY ADVISORS INVESTMENT CAPR'A6 GROUP. PROPERTYMANAG8WNr 

September 20, 2006 

Mr. Paul Cho 
Regional Water Quality Contol Board 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

RE: SLIC # 1196 - Fountain -Vine Plaza, 1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood 

Dear Mr. Oho; 

Please find enclosed a copy of a "Phase Ill Subsurface Investigation" report dated 7/31/06, conducted at and adjacent to the above -referenced site: 
It is apparent that the groundwater contamination encountered at the subject site's far IVE corner is a direct result of the up- stream contamination encountered at Paragon Cleaners on 1310 Vine Street (I believe; SLIC # 1186). 

Please cause whatever board action necessary to clear our site. 

Awaiting your earliest response, I remain, 

Sincerely Yours, 

Consolidated Equities, Inc. 
ALCA Properties, LTD 

Carl A.H. Van Quathém 

11356 Nutmeg Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90066 -6002 
Tel (310) 390 -5000 Fax (310) 391 -0435 
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Water Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

July 11,2014 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

M;.rnieW Ra>mouxi 
,r M,.. ,,.:011,1t.7.111:11 

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO A REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF THE FURTHER REVISED 
WORK PLAN BATED ON FEBRUARY 12, 2014 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles (Regional Board) is the lead agency with primary responsibility for the protection of groundwater and surface water quality 
within major portions of Los. Angeles and Ventura counties. To accomplish this, The Regional 
Board oversees the investigation and cleanup of discharges of waste that may affect the quality 

-- of- .waters.of the state -as authorized.bythe Porter -Cologne WaterQuality- Control- Act -(California Water Code, Division 7). 

Regional Board staff have reviewed the report titled Further Revised Down -Gradient 
Assessment Work Plan (Work Plan), dated February 12, 2014, in response'to a request made during a meeting with you and your representatives on May 22, 2014. Please note that a 
response to the Work Plan had been provided on March 3, 2014 (attached), This letter replaces 
that letter, In response to your request for a further review, we have the following comments 
and revisions to the Work Plan: 

1. 5'" Paragraph, Page 2: The proposed well screen diameter is one inch, Taking into 
consideration well integrity and sampling practices, well casing and the screen inner 
diameter must be at least 2- inches to assure that the well functions properly. 

2. 6(" Paragraph, Page 2: The proposed well development procedure (3`d bullet) indicates 
that turbidity would be visually observed. Newly constructed wells must be developed 
until turbidity is stabilized at 10 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTUs). Groundwater 
samples must be collected at 10 feet below the water table. 

3. 3fd and 5`" Paragraphs, Page 3: Regarding MW4, you stated, "As indicated in the work 
plan dated January 21, 2014, It is understood that if the PCE concentrations in MW4 are 
not appreciably higher than the concentrations found in the up- gradient groundwater 
beneath the site as encountered in MW2, the Board will determine that the Fountain - Vine Plaza site is not a continuous source of PCE to the groundwater found under and in 

(:11Fnllì^ 5iTrullCIif,. raw 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties. Ltd. 

- 2 - July 11, 2014 

the immediate vicinity of the Fountain -Vine Plaza site 'or adjacent properties, and will therefore issue a "No Further Action" or "NFA" letter to the Fountain -Vine Plaza owner for that property,.. If elevated concentrations of PCE are observed in proposed well no. MW4 indicating the potential existence of a separate plume coming off the Fountain -Vine site of such significance that would justify the need for any further action on the Fountain -Vine site, AA&A requests further discussion with the LARWQCB staff before any additional decisions regarding the site are made," 

Response: Your Work Plan proposes that the Regional Board use the results of monitoring the newly proposed well MW4 to make a final determination as to whether 
the Regional Board should issue an NFA letter. It may be likely that the plume beneath and downgradient of the Fountain -Vine Plaza site consists of commingled discharges from that site and the Paragon Cleaners site. There are not sufficient data currently available regarding PCE in the groundwater found under and in the immediate vicinity of the Fountain -Vine Plaza site and adjacent properties to determine whether the Fountain - Vine Plaza site is a continuing source of PCE to the groundwater. The Regional Board agrees that data from MW4 will be helpful in further characterizing the PCE plume. However, such data are not likely to be sufficient themselves to make an NFA 
determination. Additional data may be needed to better evaluate your NFA request. The Regional Board will use water quality data from MW4 and other information available regarding the site, including the existing data, the joint monitoring you propose, and data suggested in the response in Paragraph 4 below to determine a no further action is 
appropriate. 

It is not clear what you mean by "potential existence of a separate plume ... of such 
significance ". The Regional Board is certainly willing to further discuss the site with AA &A following Ovaluätfo'h ofthe-data eollected'from MW4 

.4. 4th 
Paragraph, Page 3: You stated, The only purpose 'of MW5 is to look for PCE and compare the concentration to the levels found at the up- gradient Paragon Cleaners site and for the Board staff to make future cleanup dedisions regarding the Paragon 

Cleaners site. The newly proposed MW5 well location is not believed to be down- gradient from the Fountain -Vine site, and for this reason, the sampling results from this proposed well Will not affect any decision on closure or the issuance of a NFA letter involving the Fountain -Vine site. Therefore, any detection of PCE reported in samples collected from well MW5 will not affect a case closure decision for the Fountain -Vine Plaza case," 

Response: Regional Board staff does not agree that the data from the newly proposed 
MW5 will not affect a decision on the need for further action at the Fountain -Vine Plaza site. The proposed well MW5 is about 90 feet cross -gradient from the locations of the April 2013 boring B32 and existing well MW3. The boring B32 and the well MW3 detected the highest PCE concentration in groundwater of 7,790 ug /L and 1,460 pg /L, 
respectively. The lateral delineation of the plume at the boring B32 and the well MW3 
has not been fully assessed. We do not have sufficient Information to decide at this time whether any chemical detection from MW5 is not related to the FVP site. 

Regional Board staff re- evaluated the purpose of MWS, and recommend that you not install MW5 because installation of MW5 will only serve to further delineate the 
downgradient portion of the contaminated groundwater plume. Instead of installing 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem - 3 - July 11, 2014 
ALCA Properties, Ltd. 

MW5, we request that you perform a soil and groundwater investigation to confirm the 
presence or absence' of a PCE source such as dense non -aqueous phase liquid 
(DNAPL) at, around, and In the area between the former PCE borings AEI -B3 and B32, 
We suggest that you may first screen the area at a 10 -foot grid to the top of the first clay 
layer in the saturated zone with a high resolution vertical profiling tool such as 
Membrane Interface Probe (MIP) and cone penetrometer testing (CPT). The 2005 AEI 
report also reported the detection of 27.2 micrograms per kilogram (pg /kg) of PCE in soil 
at 5 feet below ground surface (bas) In boring B4 in the former gas station area which 
decreased to 6.3 pg /kg at 20 feet bgs. This vertical profile of PCE concentrations in the 
vadose zone soil may suggest an historical release of PCE at the Fountain -Vine Plaza 
site. 

5. 5'h Paragraph, Page 3: You stated, "Upon your review, if acceptable, we ask that an 
approval letter approving this Revised Work Plan be provided. Such approval will be 
confirmation of the objectives stated above, ....will be issued." 

Response: The Work Plan is approved as modified with the above comments and 
revisions and with the clarifications regarding the objectives discussed above. 

You are required to submit a technical report of the results of investigations proposed in 
the Work Plan to the Regional Board by August 31, 2014. 

Please notify the Regional Board at least 72 hours before any field work is commenced. If you 
have any questions regarding this project, please contact the project manager Mr, Mohammad 
Zaidi at (213) 576 -6732, mzaidifcr,waterboards.ca.gov, or Dr. Kwang -il Lee at (213)576 -6734 or 
klee @waterbo a rds, ca.g ov. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel Unger, P. 
Executive Officer 

Attachment: Regional Board letter dated March 3, 2014 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia(aamiadini.com) 
Mr. Richard Montevideo, Rutan & Tucker, LLP (Montevideo @rutan,com) 



Water Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

March 3, 2014 

Mr, Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

Eu Jx, 

RaOmMlny 

,rorsc w 

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO A REQUEST FOR THE FURTHER REVISED WORK PLAN 
EMAILED ON FEBRUARY 18, 2014 

CASEISITE; FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

On February 6; 2014, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles- Region 
(Regional Board) staff approved your revised work plan titled Revised Down -Gradient. 
Assessment Work Alon, dated January 21, 2014, which Ami Adini & Associates, Inc, has 
prepared on your behalf. The. revised work plan is intended to change a down -gradient 
groundwater monitoring plan -specified, in your original work plan dated December 9, 2013; 
Regional Board staff approved the original work plan on December 18, 2013, 

"However; you informed us that:there is ä püysicai äcce s pröblem` for the propösed hvo'wëll 
locations. On February 11, 2014, Regional Board staff, Mr. Henry Jones and Dr. Kwang Lee, 
made a site, visit and met with yeti, your consultants Including Dr. Ravi Arulanantham of Geosyntec, and Ms. Julia Jones Patten of the Villa Elaine Apartments. During the site visit, staff agreed with the re- locations of two groundwater monitoring wells. 

On February 18, 201.4, your consultant, Ami Adini &.Associates.,'Ine, emailed another revised work plan titled Further Revised Down -Gradient Assessment Work Fran, dated February 12, 2014, to me, and asserted that -on February 13, 2014; the revised work plan was uploaded to GeoTracker per a direction of staff although staff only,requested a figure shoving relocated well positions. 

As of, March 3, 2014, we do not find evidence showing that your consultant uploaded the February 12, 2014, work plan to GeoTracker. Based on information submitted, and on the 
information in the case tile, we have determined that another review of the February 12, 2014, work plan Is not necessary. 

A technical report documenting implementation of the work plan (as we approved on February 
6, 2014) and a figure showing two newly relocated wells shall be submitted to the Regional 
Board by April 30,'2014; the due: date for the report was April 15, 2014. The report shall include 
an analysis of the data obtained from the eight groundwater monitoring wells, 
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Mr. Carl Van Quathem - 2 - March 3, 2014 ALSA Properties, Ltd. 

li you have any questions regarding this project, please contact me at (213) 576-6734 or klee©waterboards,ca.gov 

Sincerefy, 

Kwang-il Lee, Ph. D., PE. 
Site. Cleanup Program Unit IV Chief 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia@amfadin(.com) 
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Wáter Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

September 17, 2014 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: SUMMARY OF THE AUGUST 13, 2014 MEETING REGARDING REGIONAL 
BOARD REQUIREMENTS FOR SOIL AND GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION TO CONFIRM THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE OF PCE SOURCE IN 
EASTERN PORTION OF FOUNTAIN VINE PLAZA SITE 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

In a letter to you, dated July 11, 2014, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles (Regional Board) approved your proposed work plan, with some modifications, and requested that you complete certain additional tasks to investigate soil and groundwater at the above -referenced site and submit a technical report containing the results of the investigation by August 31, 2014. The Regional Board has, to date, not received the technical report. 
Regional Board staff members - Mr. Mohammad Zaidi and Mr. Jeff Brooks - had a meeting on August 13, 2014 with Mr. Ravi Arulanaritham and Mr. Syed Rehan of your consultant Geosyntec. On your behalf as the responsible party for the Fountain Vine Plaza (FVP) site, Mr, Arulanantham had requested the meeting to discuss the details of the work requested in the Regional Board's July 11, 2014 letter and requested reductions in the number and locations of the Membrane Interface Probe (MIP) borings and collection and analysis of verification soil samples. As explained at the August 13 meeting, these MIP borings should be completed through the vadose and saturated zone to the top' of the first clay layer in the 'saturated zone and should be used along with the analytical results of verification soil samples to confirm the presence or absence of the tetrachloroethylene (PCE) source in the area between former borings AEI -83 and 532 at. the Fountain -Vine Plaza site. 

Following is a summary and clarification of the agreement reached in the August 13, 2014 meeting: 

1. You, the responsible party, will complete two borings, up to 10 feet apart, through the 
vadose zone and first saturated zone to a total depth of at least 80 feet below ground 
surface (bgs), at each of two groundwater volatile organic compound (VOC) hot spots, 
first at AEI -B3 [PCE 4,700 micrograms per liter (ug1L)j and second at B -32 [PCE 7,790 
ug1Lj, by using a cone penetrometer testing (CPT) equipment to define the soil Iithology 

0I;nv3L¢n Srnnmcen, 011prn SAMUEL Nlaen, exrou+rve UFFIOEO 
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Mr. Carl Van Quathem - 2 - September 17, 2014 
ALCA Properties 

and the MIP to identify any volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in the soil. Of the four 
borings, each will terminate at a total depth of at least 80 feet bgs or at the top of and 
one foot into a clay layer (below the water table for the first saturated zone). To reiterate, 
two borings, up to 10 feet apart, will be completed to a depth of at least 80 feet bgs or to 
a depth of one foot into a day layer at AEI -B3, and two borings, up to 10 feet apart, will 
be completed to a depth of at least 80 feet bgs or to a depth of one foot into a clay layer 
at B -32. After review of each of the four MIP logs (one from each of the four boreholes), 
depths at which VOC peaks are identified in each of the MIP logs completed in both the 
vadose and saturated zones will be marked, and verification soil matrix samples will be 
collected from those depths for laboratory analysis using USEPA Method 8260B. 

2. The Regional Board requests that you submit to the Regional Board the technical report 
addressing Item 1 and other actions set forth in the Regional Board's July 11, 2014 
letter by October 30, 2014. 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact the project manager Mr. 
Mohammad Zaidi at (213) 576 -6732, mzaidi(o?waterboards.ca.gov, or Dr. Kwang -il Lee at 
(213) 576 -6734 or klee @waterboards.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel Unger, P 

Executive Officer 

Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amiá (ahamiadini.com) 
Mr. Richard Montevideo, Rutan & Tucker, LLP (Montevideo(còrutan.com) 
Mr. Ravi Arulanantham, Geosyntec 
Mr, Syed Rehan 
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 California 

Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. 
Agency Secretary 

Tonal Water Quality of ntrol Board 
Los Angeles Region 

Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California Beautiful 

320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013 
Phone (213) 576 -6600 FAX (213) 576 -6640 - Internet Address: http:// www .waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles 

February 7, 2006 

Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties, Ltd. 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
cei-realtors@comeast.net 

SPILLS, LEAKS, INVESTIGATIONS AND CLEANUPS (SLIC) OVERSIGHT COST 
REIMBURSEMENT ACCOUNT - FOUNTAIN-VINE PLAZA AT 1253 NORTH VLNE STREET, 
HOLLYWOOD, CALIFORNIA 90038 (SLIC NO.1196) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Water Code (CWC), Section 13304, allows the Regional Board to recover reasonable 
expenses from the responsible party to oversee cleanup of unregulated releases which adversely affect 
the State's waters. You are responsible for the oversight cost of site assessment and cleanup based on the 
record maintained in the case file. 

Based on the submitted reports, up to 4,730 micrograms per (µg /1) of tetrachloroethene, 6.5 µg/ of 
trichloroethene, and 3,760 ng/l of total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline were detected in groundwater. 
The release of chemicals has degraded the groundwater quality and beneficial uses of the State's waters. 

Estimate of Work to be Performed 

The Regional Board staff estimates the following work will be done for your site during the Regional 
Board's 2005/2006 fiscal year (July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2006): 

I. Review environmental assessment reports; 
2. Request and review workplans for additional delineation of the soil and groundwater /surface water 

contamination; 
3. Request and review soil and water corrective action plan; 
4. Conduct site inspections, collect split samples, and communicate findings to responsible parties; and 
5. Conduct internal and external communications (i.e. meetings, memos) about the site. 

Statement of Expected Outcome 

The expected outcome of work that will be performed includes providing written comments on the 
submitted reports and workplans, verifying the adequacy of reports, and determining the need to further 
investigate the impact to soil and water. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

%á Recycled Paper 
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's wafer resources for the benefit of present and fitntre generations. 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem -2 - February 7, 2006 
ALCA Properties, Ltd. 

Billing Rates 

Attached are the Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (SLIC) Program, Monthly Salary Scales by Job Classification (Attachment 1) for employees expected to perform the work and the Reimbursement 
Process for Regulatory Oversight (Attachment 2). The names and classifications of employees that 
charge time to this site will be listed on the invoices. The average billing rate is about $110.00 per hour. 

Estimation of Expected Charges 

Regional Board staff expects to charge about 80 hours for work related to this site during fiscal year 
2005/2006. Based on the average billing rate of $110 per hour, the estimated billing charge for this site 
during this fiscal year is about $8,800. Please note that this is neither a commitment nor a contract 
for regulatory oversight. It is only an estimate of the work, which may be performed. 
Furthermore, we anticipate that there may be possible delays in Regional Board staffs review of reports submitted. 

Landowner Notification and Participation Requirements 

Pursuant to Division 7 of the Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act under section 13307.1, the 
Regional Board is required to notify all current fee title holders for the subject site prior to considering 
corrective action 4r granting case closure. Therefore, you are required to provide the name, mailing address and telephone number for all record fee title holders for the site together with a copy of county 
record of current ownership, available from the County Recorder's Office, or complete the attached 
Certification Declaration Form (Attachment 3) and submit it to our office. 

Please sign and return the enclosed landowner's information (Attachment 3) and "Acknowledgment of 
Receipt of Cleanup and Abatement Cost Recovery Letter" (Attachment 4) to the Regional Board by March 7, 2006. 

New Requirements 

I. Change of Ownership 

You must notify the Executive Officer, in writing at least 30 days in advance of any proposed transfer of 
this cost reimbursement account's responsibility to a new owner containing a specific date for the 

. transfer. In addition, you shall notify the succeeding owner of the existence of this cost reimbursement 
account by letter, copy of which shall be forwarded to the Board. 

E. Public Participation 

With increased public interest in our programs and the public knowledge of threat to human health and 
the environment, the Regional Boards are increasing our effort in getting the public more involved in our 
decision making process. The Regional Boards are also required to involve the public in site cleanup 
decisions under State law (including Health & Safety Code section 25356.1). You may be required to 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

' J Recycled Paper ' 
Our mission IS to preserve and enhance the quality of California's wafer resources for the benefit of present and future generations. 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem -3 - February 7, 2006 
ALCA Properties, Ltd. 

prepare and implement a public participation plan. Regional Board staff will provide you with additional guidance as appropriate. 

III. Electronic Submittal of Information 

Please see attached July 1, 2005 memo (Attachment 5) regarding new regulations requiring the electronic 
submittal of information (ES », which went into effect on January 1, 2005. The new regulations stated 
that beginning on July 1, 2005, a paper copy of reports will no longer be required upon submittal of the 
electronic copy unless the Regional Board specifically requires the paper copy to be submitted. 

The Los Angeles Regional Board does not have the resources to acquire hardware to allow 
caseworkers to appropriately review documents in electronic form. Therefore, for the foreseeable 
future we rermest that you continue to submit hard copies of all documents and data submittals. 

If you bave any questions, please contact Dr. Rebecca Chou at (213) 576 -6733. 

Sincerely, 

y onathan Bishop 
Executive Officer 

Attachments: 
1. Monthly Salary Scales by Job Classification 
2. Reimbursement Process for Regulatory Oversight 
3_ Certification Declaration Form 
4. Acknowledgement of Receipt of Cleanup and Abatement Cost Recovery Letter 
5. New Regulations - Electronic Submittal of Information 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
or, 

&t9 Recycled Paper 
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's water resources for the benefit of present and future generations. 



ATTACHMENT 1 

SPILLS, LEAKS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND CLEANUPS (SLIC) PROGRAM 
BILLING COST EXPLANATION 

Employee Salary and Benefits by Classification } ABR 

Associate Governmental Program Analyst 
Engineering Geologist 
Environmental Scientist 
Office Assistant 
Office Technician 
Principal Water Resources Control Engineer 
Sanitary Engineering Associate 
Sanitary Engineering Technician 
Senior Engineering Geologist 
Senior Environmental Scientist 
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer 
Staff Counsel 
Staff Counsel III 
Staff Counsel IV 
Staff Environmental Scientist 
Student Assistant 
Student Assistant Engineer 
Supervising Water Resources Control Engineer 
Water Resources Control Engineer 

Indirect Cl arges' 

Indirect costs 
Accounting administrative costs 
Regional Board administrative costs 

Billing Example 

Water Resources Control Engineer 
Salary: 
Overhead (indirect. costs): 
Admin.: State Board 

Regional Board 
Total Cost per month 

$ 8,298 
$ 8,298 
$ 1,245 
$ 1,660 
$ 19,501 

AGPA 
EG 
ES 
OA 
OT 
PWRCE 
SEA 
SET 
SEG 
SRES 
SWRCE 
STCOUN 
STCOUNIII 
STCOÜNIV 
SES 
SA 
SAE 
SUWRCE 
WRCE 

SALARY SCALE 

5,468 - 6,646 
4,753 - 8,316 
3,824 - 7,097 
2,578 - 3,442 
3,338 - 4,056 
9,476 - 10,451 
6,165 - 7,491 
4,245 - 5,922 
7,650 - 9,297 
6,774 - 9,823 
7,650 - 9,297 
5,099 - 9,823 
9,185 - 11,334 

10,141-12,522 
6,767 - 8,172 
1,812 - 2,413 
2,488 - 3,723 
8,622 - 10,206 
4,753 - 8,298 

100% of salaries and benefits 
15% of salaries and benefits 
20% of salaries and benefits 

Divided by 176 hours per month equals per hour: $ 110,80 
(Due to the various classifications that expend SLIC resources. An average of $ 110.00 
per hour can be used for projection purposes.) 

I The name and classification of employees performing oversight work will be listed on the invoice you receive, 
2 The examples are estimates based on recent billings. Actual charges may be slightly higher or lower. 

9/21/05 



ATTACHMENT 2 

REIMBURSEMENT PROCESS FOR REGULATORY OVERSIGHT 

We have identified your facility or property as requiring regulatory cleanup oversight. Pursuant 
to the Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act, reasonable costs for such oversight can be 
recovered by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) from the responsible party. 
The purpose of the enclosure is to explain the oversight billing process structure. 

INTRODUCTION 
The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act authorizes the State Water Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) to set up Cost Recovery Programs. The Budget Act of 1993 authorized the 
SWRCB to establish a Cost Recovery Program for Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups 
(SLIC). The program is set up so that reasonable expenses incurred by the SWRCB and 
RWQCBs in overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other 
unregulated releases adversely impacting the State's waters can be reimbursed by the responsible 
party. Reasonable expenses will be billed to responsible parties and collected by the Fee 
Coordinator at the SWRCB in the Division of Clean Water Programs (DCWP). 

THE BILLING SYSTEM 
Each cost recovery account has a unique charge number assigned to it. Whenever any oversight 
work is done, the hours are billed to the account number on the employee's time sheet. The cost 
of the staff hours is calculated by the State Accounting System based on the employee's salary 
and benefit rate and the SWRCB overhead rate. 

SWRCB and RWQCB Administrative charges for work such as accounting, billing preparation, 
general program meetings and program specific training cannot be charged directly to an account. 
This work will be charged to Administrative accounting codes. The Accounting Office totals 

these administrative charges for die billing period and distributes them back to all of the accounts 
based on the number of hours charged to each account during that billing period. These charges 
show as SWRCB Program Administrative Charges and RWQCB Program Administrative 
Charges on the Invoice. 

The overhead charges are based on the number of labor hours charged to the account. The 
overhead charges consist of rent, utilities, travel, supplies, training, and accounting services. 
Most of these. charges are paid in arrears. Therefore, if there is no labor charged during the 
billing period, there still may be overhead charges associated with previous months services. The 
Accounting Office keeps track of these charges and distributes them back monthly to all of the 
accounts based on the number of hours charged to each account. Therefore, the quarterly 
statements could show no labor hours charged for that billing period, but some overhead costs 
could be charged to the account. 

Invoices are issued quarterly, one quarter in arrears. If a balance is owed, a check is to be 
remitted to the SWRCB with the invoice remittance stub within 30 days after receipt of the 
invoice. The Accounting Office sends a report of payments to the Fee Coordinator on a quarterly 
basis. 



ATTACHMENT 2 
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Copies of the invoices are sent to the appropriate RWQCBs so that they are aware of the oversight work 
invoiced. Questions regarding the work performed should be directed toward your RWQCB case 
worker. If the responsible party becomes delinquent in their quarterly payments, oversight work will 
cease immediately. Work will not begin again unless the payments are brought up -to -daté. 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
If a dispute regarding oversight charges cannot be resolved with the RWQCB, Section 13320 of the 
California Water Code provides a process whereby persons may petition the SWRCB for review of 
RWQCB decisions. Regulations implementing Water Code Section 13320 are found in Title 23 of the 
California Code of Regulations, Section 2050. 

DAILY LOGS 
A detailed description,(daily log) of the actual work being done at each specific site is kept by each 
employee in the RWQCB who works on the cleanup oversight at the property. This information is 
provided on the quarterly invoice using standardized work activity codes to describe the work 
performed. Upon request, a more detailed description of the work performed is available from the 
RWQCB staff. 

REMOVAL FROM THE BILLING SYSTEM 
After the cleanup is complete the RWQCB will submit a closure form to the SWRCB to close the 
account. If a balance is due, the Fee Coordinator will send a final billing for the balance owed. The 
responsible party should then submit a check to the SWRCB to close the account. 

AGREEMENT 
No cleanup oversight will be performed unless the responsible party of the property has agreed in 
writing to reimburse the State for appropriate cleanup oversight costs. You may wish to consult an 
attorney in this matter. As soon as the letter is received, the account will be added to the active SLIC 
Cost Recovery billing list and oversight work will begin. 



e California ec-;,ónnai Water Quality C xntroi Board 
Los Angeles Region 

Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California Beautiful 
Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. 

Agency Secretary 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013 

Phone (213) 576 -6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Internet Address: htt p:// www .waterboards.ca.gov /losangeles 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 

CERTIFICATION DECLARATION FOR COMPLIANCE WITH FEE TITLE HOLDER 
NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS (California Water Code Section 13307.1) 

Please Print or Type 

Fee Title Holder(s): At-e4 /wig t/6S' G rid 

Mailing Address: / /it /1/1/7-/M 'S AbS. /Ps' /Iil/!öá'6S, C/ ADgg- 
Contact Person: 61,4,t u. 1/.4?n/ 4 ¿M t//á'ß, .671'44 A.2-Alec 

Telephone Number / Fax Number: 3/0- 39D- S &d 0 >e SS' / 2/O-3 l/ Dir e S` 

Site Name: ,Fc /J v t./t/rv. - ViAte PL42// 
Address: j.8 ,Y? jt/ LK/x' s-r ,Y&zZ;Y/, ©40 L'fI 9ePto R 

Contact Person: ,",9,Q ¿ 09A. r'Y J.40242e/} 

Telephone Number I Fax Number: 3/C7 -3gGV-;`Jrs'0 ,>c 5-s-- /,3/0.37 /-D 3.5` 
File Number: SLIC No. 1196 

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction 
or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather 
and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of-the person or persons who manage the 
system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, 
to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are 
significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment 
for knowing violations." (See attached page for who shall sign the Certification Declaration). 

¿,9r4 L V/JN 4 4,9 7-,v,7/9 
Printed Name of Person Signing Official Title 

Z/ìo,Bc 
Date Signed 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

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



California R tonal Water Quality ( »ntrol Board 
Los Angeles Region 

¡tan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. 
Agency Secretary 

Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California Beautiful 

320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013 
Phone (213) 576á6O0 FAX (213) 576 -6640 - Internet Address: http:/l www .waterboards.oa.gov/losangeles 

Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 

ATTACHMENT 4 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF 
OVERSIGHT COST REIMBURSEMENT ACCOUNT LETTER 

I, cAez AN (011,4 IWA/tr , acting within the authority vested in me as an 
authorized representative of //Led AA' 0 P44 ?às . 

¿rte J 67,./X 2;44 N/Á t / ' 7- AY) //9A -7- /sg, 12,äi3 , a- eefper iax, acknowledge that I have received and read 
a copy of the attached REIMBURSEMENT' PROCESS FOR REGULATORY OVERSIGHT and the cover 
letter dated February 7, 2006 concerning cost reimbursement for Regional Board staff costs involved 
with oversight of cleanup and abatement efforts at Fountain-Vine Plaza, Los Angeles County. The 
address for the site is 1253 North Vine Street, Hollywood and its Los Angeles County Assessor's Parcel 

'Number is 33'33 per On Or (9690 

I understand the reimbursement process and billing procedures as explained in the letter. Our company is 
willing to participate in the cost recovery program and pay all subsequent billings in accordance with the 
terms in your letter and its attachments, and to the extent required by law. I also understand that signing 
this form does not constitute any admission of liability, but rather only an intent to pay for costs 
associated with oversight, as set forth above, and to the extent required by law. Billings for payment of 
oversight costs should be mailed to the following individual and address: 

BILLING CONTACT GWtez ¿49v 411,477441/2- 

BILLING ADDRESS //35X 'Wig-Agra' , t/À . 

GfX C.9 9 too F 
TELEPHONE NO. 3/0 -3n2 S-OOo > Ç FAX NO. 

RESPONSIBLE PARTY'S SIGNA 

DATE: -1//a/e6- 

?i() -39/ -(99.5 S- 

Signature) 

(Title) Cd,v G PT.Al.Q 

SLIC NO. 1196 SITE ID NO. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

0 Recycled Paper 
Our missiat is fo preserve and enhance file quality of California's water resonates for the benefit of present and future generations. 



Califori,ia 1 r Iona' Water Quality I nntroi tioara 
Los Angeles Region 

Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California Beautiful 
Alan C. Lloyd, Ph,D. 

Agency Secretary 

July 1, 2005 

320 W. 4th S0'eet, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013 
Phone (213)576 -6600 FAX (213) 576 -6640 - Internet Address: hup:// www .waterboards.ca.gov /losungeles 

Arnold sea warzeuegger 
Governor 

ATTACHMENT 5 

Notice to Interested Parties 

NEW REGULATIONS - ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF INFORMATION 

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) recently adopted regulations requiring the 
electronictsubmittal of information (ESI); over the interact, for cleanup programs overseen by the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Water Boards), starting January 1, 2005. 

Parties responsible for cleanup of pollution at sites overseen by the Regional Water Board's Department 
of Defense (DoD), Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups Program (SLIC), and Land Disposal 
Programs are required to submit over the interne, the following information electronically: 

groundwater analytical data, 
surveyed locations of monitoring wells, 
boring logs describing monitoring well construction, and. 
portable data format (PDP) copies of all reports. 

The text of the regulations is attached, and can be found at the following URL: 

httt: / /www .waterboards.ca.gov /ust/cleanup /electronic reportineldocs/final electronic regs dec04.pdf 

The State Water Board GeoTracker data management system is capable of accepting this electronic 
information. GeoTracker is a geographic information system providing online access to environmental 
and regulatory data. Currently, Geotracker has information submitted by responsible parties for over 
10,000 Leaking Underground Storage Tank sites statewide. This information is available to the public at: 

http://www.oeotracker.swrcb.ca.gov 

Beginning July 1, 2005, a paper copy of reports will no longer be required for the DoD, SLIC, or Land 
Disposal Programs upon submittal of the electronic copy unless the Regional Water Board specifically 
requires the paper copy to be submitted. The electronic reports are intended to replace the need for a 
paper report, and will be used for all public information requests, regulatory review, and 
compliance /enforcement activities. 

The Regional Water Board does not have the résources to acquire hardware to allow caseworkers 
to appropriately review documents in electronic form. Therefore, for the foreseeable future, we 
request that you continue to submit hard copies of all documents and data submittals. 

You will need a GeoTracker password for submitting data and reports. To obtain instructions for 
receiving a GeoTracker password please go to our ESI website: 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
ou c Recycled Paper 

Our ntisslan is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's waterr resources for the benefit of present and fitture generations. 



Electronic Submittal of Information - 2 - July 1, 2005 

httpi/www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cleantmielectronic reporting /index.html 

Our ESI website has an on -line tutorial to aid your transition to electronic data and reporting submittal. 
You can access information on how to upload electronic data at the following ESI website: 

http://www.swrcb.ca.goviust/eleanup/electronic reporting /docs /ab2SE6 _primer.pdf 

If you have any questions or need additional information on reporting electronic data, please contact 
Hamid Foolad at: hfoolad @waterboard's.ca.aov. 

s- 

Training and Outreach 
User outreach meetings will be arranged in both Northern and Southern California based upon. demand. 
The GeoTracker system will be announcing future sessions to all regulators, consultants and responsible 
parties who hold a GeoTracker password. 

cQIiJÜ,f:rl,591Ftfif,4tlrrFSFerfs,riv 
tllFécel° Paper Orbrúïñ 

ssóilris ° vi:éçvñ rl éññiié Wngÿ e i&ëdSrgfR ßsN4d%Fy6/lg8ártNions. 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 03/31/14 

Date: 07/10/2014 Account Number: 2040235 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Region Invoice Number: 86650 

Responsible Party #: 2030 Site Location: 
Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 
ATTEN: Carl Van Quathem 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 07/10114: $47,539.99 

Balance Forward: 
$0.00 ** New Charges - Billing Period 01/01724-03/31/14: $13,801.62 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
$13,801.62 ** See itemized list of new charges on reverse or subsequent page(s) 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of Illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters, When your site was put In the cost recovery program, you received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board, 

For information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or DFA- SCP @waterboards.ca,gov 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP it: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoice Number: 86650 Amount Due: 513,801.62 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 2040235 
INVOICE NUMBER: 86650 

URS 01/02/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 01/03/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 01/08/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 01/08/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 01/08/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2 01109/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 01/09/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 01/09/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 01/10/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 01/10/14 Jones, H L EG RR 4 01/10(14 Jones, H L EG SI 4 01/22/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 01/24/14 Jones, H L EG RR 4 01/24/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 01/24/14 Jonés, H L EG WC 4 01/28/14 Jones, H L EG WC 3 01/31/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 02/05/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 02/06/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 02/06/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 02/06/14 Jonés, H L EG TC 1 02/06/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 02/07/14 Jones, H L EG TC 2 02/11/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 02/11/14 Jones, H L EG SI 3 02/11/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE SI 2 02/18/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE TC 1 03/10/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP o 03/11/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 03/24/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 3.5 03/28/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 

TOTAL HOURS: 56 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
86650 

TOTAL LABOR CHARGES: $3,531.00 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 
CONTRACT CHARGES: $6,381.50 

OVERHEAD: $3,188,38 
STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: -$201,56 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $902.30 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $13,801.62 
Please be advised that the billing period for this invoice may not reflect all hourly charges due to time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to pending adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS (ACT) 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plan, site assessment, remedlation and monitoring reports) SI - Site inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or representative) EC) - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative 
IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sites, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
AD} - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 06/30/14 

Date; 09/29/2014 Account Number; 2040235 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Région Invoice Number: 87966 

Responsible Party it 2030 Site Location: 

Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 
ATTEN; Cari Van Quathem 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 
11356 Nutmeg Ave, HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 09/29/14: $47,539.99 

Balance Forward: 
$13,801.62 ** New Charges - Billing Period 04/01/14 -06/30/14: $19,880.28 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
"* See itemized list of new charges on reverse or subsequent page(s) 
The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put In the cost recovery program, you received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

$33,681.90 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

1W #: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoice Number: 87966 Amount Due: $33,681,90 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 

B' 

PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 2040235 
INVOICE NUMBER: 87966 

0 
04/09/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP O 
04/17/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 04/29/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 05/01/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 05(01/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 9 05/05/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 10 05/06/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 8 05/07/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG RR 8 05/12/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 2 05/14/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 4 
05/15/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG TC 8.5 05/19/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 3 
05/20/14 Lee, Kwañgll SWRCE IC 3 05/20/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG TC 6 05/21/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 5.5 
05/22/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE TC 4 05/22/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 9 05/30/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2.5 
06/03/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 5 
06/05/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 3 06/09/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC ' 1.5 06/09/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 4 06/11/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2.5 06/11/14 Mcchesney, Frances $FCOUNIV IC 2 06/12/14 Zaldi, Mohammad EG WC 1 
06/24/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 06/26/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2 
06/26/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG WC 8 06/30/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 1 

TOTAL HOURS: 117 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
87966 

TOTAL LABOR CHARGES: $8,401.42 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 
CONTRACT CHARGES: $202.50 

OVERHEAD. $7,625.53 
STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $1,843.38 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $1,807,45 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $19,880.28 

Please be advised that the billing period for this invoice may not reflect all hourly charges due to time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to pending adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS (ACT) 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plan, site assessment, remediation and monitoring reports) 
SI - Site inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or representative) 
EO - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative 
IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sites, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. 
ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
AD) - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

December 18, 2013 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL GROUNDWATER ASSESSMENT 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr, Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board; Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), is the public agency with the primary respònsibility for the protection of ground and surface water quality for all beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties. The above referenced site is within the Regional Board Boundaries, 

The. Regional Board has received the work plan titled Down-Gradient Assessment Work Plan, dated December 9, 2013, which Ami Adini. & Associates, Inc. has prepared on your behalf. The work plan is intended to assess groundwater impacts down-gradient of the site, 

The work plan proposes the installation of three (3) groundwater monitoring wells (MW -4, MW- 5, and MW -6) located within the Villa Elaine apartment complex, immediately south of the site (Figure l). Groundwater will then be sampled from nine (9) groundwater monitoring wells located at thesite, at the Villa Elaine apartments, and at Paragon Cleaners (located northeast of the site). Groundwater samples will be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and total petroleum hydrocarbons - gasoline range (TPHg). 

Based on information. submitted, and on the information in the case file, we concur with the proposed work plan. A technical report shall be submitted to the Regional Board documenting the installation of the groundwater monitoring wells by March 15, 2014, A groundwater monitoring report shall be submitted to the Regional Board by April 15, 2014, The groundwater monitoring report shall include an analysis of the data obtained from the nine groundwater monitoring wells, 

MASC. MEMHANIAlt, CAWS I SAMUEL UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

O Nlesl Alb St., Sullo 20O Lou Antolst, GA 80013 I www,wn n,boertls.oa.pov /losonyelea 

Cd. °RevnL.)I ' nren 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties, Ltd. 

- 2 - December 18, 2013 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact Mr. Henry Jones at (213) 576- 
6697 or hjones @waterboards.ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

Kwang -il Lee, r. D., P. 
Site Cleanup Program Unit W Chief 

Attachment: 
Figure 1, Proposed Monitoring Well Location Map 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Mini & Associates (arnia @amiadini.com) 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

December 18, 2013 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL GROUNDWATER 
ASSESSMENT 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), is the public agency with the primary responsibility for the protection of ground and surface water quality for all beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties, The above referenced site is within 'the Regional Board Boundaries, 

The Regional Board has received the work plan titled Down- Gradient Assessment Work Pion, dated December 9, 2013, which Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. has prepared on your behalf. The work plan is intended to assess groundwater impacts down-gradient of the site. 

The work plan proposes the installation of three (3) groundwater monitoring wells (MW -4, MW- 5, and MW -6) located within the Villa Elaine apartment complex, immediately south of the site (Figure 1), Groundwater will then be sampled from nine (9) groundwater monitoring wells located at the site, at the Villa Elaine apartments, and at Paragon Cleaners (located northeast of 
the site). Groundwater samples will be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and total petroleum hydrocarbons - gasoline range (TPHg). 

Based on information. submitted, and ou the information in the case file, we concur with the proposed work plan. A technical report shall be submitted to the Regional Board documenting 
the installation of the groundwater monitoring wells by March 15, 201.4, A groundwater 
monitoring report shall be submitted to the Regional Board by April 15, 2014. The groundwater 
monitoring report shall include an analysis of the data obtained. front the nine groundwater 
monitoring wells. 

MARIA MF.HRAFIVJJ, O1-Alp I $AMUeI. UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

320 West 4th 9t., Butte 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013 f wt,w .w,terbomvs.cn.Oov /IOsnngeles 

Ci etevsleo nemo! 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties, Ltd. 

- 2 - December l8, 2013 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact Mr. Henry Jones at (213) 576- 
6697 or hjones @waterboards,ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

Kwang -il Lee, 1. D., 
Site Cleanup Program Unit IV Chief 

Attachment: 
Figure 1, Proposed Monitoring Well Location Map 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia @amiadini.com) 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

February 6, 2.014 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF REVISED WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL 
GROUNDWATER ASSESSMENT 

. 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), is the public agency with the primary responsibility for the protection of ground and surface water quality for all beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties. The above referenced site is within the Regional Board Boundaries. 

On December 18, 2013, the Regional Board approved a work plan for additional groundwater assessment to assess groundwater impacts down -gradient of the site, And on December 24, 2013, the Regional Board requested access to 1245 Vine Street in the City of Los Angeles (the Villa Elaine Apartments) for a groundwater investigation. The Regional Board met with Ms. Julia Jones Patten of the Villa Elaine Apartments and Ami Adini of Ami Adini & Assòciates on January 10, 2014, to discuss the installation of groundwater monitoring wells at the Villa Elaine Apartments. 

During the January 10, 2014 meeting, Ms. Patten raised concerns over the myriad of unmapped 
subsurface utilities crisscrossing the central courtyard, where the groundwater monitoring wells had been proposed, She further indicated that the building had a historical site designation (City of Los Angeles Designated Historic - Cultural Monument No. 675). Since the building dates back to the early 1900's, and is constructed of bricks and mortar, it is highly sensitive to vibrations. In addition, Ms. Patten indicated that the tenants were largely comprised of elderly long -term residents, scriptwriters who work or sleep in their domiciles during the day, and a pregnant woman, whom she believes are all highly sensitive to noise, fumes, and disturbances, 
Based on Ms. Patten's concerns, a consensus was made that the groundwater, monitoring wells would be relocated to the northern alley, as the northern alley would reduce the amount of tenants affected by the proposed field operations and that data obtained from groundwater in the northern alley would still be valid for the investigation. Shape the northern alley was closer to the source area, and since two of the groundwater monitoring wells could be located, less than 
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an Quathem February 6, 2014 
ALSA Properties, Ltd. 

forty feet apart, Mr. Adini proposed the installation of two groundwater monitoring wells, as 
opposed to the initial three, to reduce a possible duplication of work and data. As a result of this 
meeting, a revised work plan (Revised Down -Gradient Assessment Work Plan, dated January 21, 
2014) was submitted to the Regional Board. 

The work plan proposes the installation of two (2) groundwater monitoring wells (MW -4 and 
MW -5) located within the Villa Elaine apartment complex, immediately south of the site (Figure 
1). Groundwater will then be sampled from eight (8) groundwater monitoring wells located at 
the site, at the Villa Elaine apartments, and at Paragon Cleaners (located northeast of the site). 
Groundwater samples will be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and total 
petroleum hydrocarbons - gasoline range (TPHg). 

On January 28, 2014, Mr. Ami Adini informed the Regional Board that the work plan may be 
further revised based on structural information that is being provided to him by Ms. Patten. 
Since the Villa Elaine Apartments is á historical site, there are some restrictions to drilling. If 
the location of the groundwater monitoring wells, or the number of the groundwater monitoring 
wells are modified beyond what has been indicated in the work plan, then you shall inform the 
Regional Board and get written approval from the Regional Board before you begin installing the 
groundwater monitoring wells. 

Based on information submitted, and on the information in the case file, we concur with the 
proposed work plan. A technical report shall be submitted electronically to the Regional Board 
documenting the installation of the groundwater monitoring wells by April 15, 2014. A 
groundwater monitoring report shall be submitted with the technical report and shall include an 
analysis of the data obtained from the eight groundwater monitoring wells. 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact Mr, Henry Jones at (213) 576- 
6697 or hjones @waterboards.ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

1 X6,-0 
Q 

Kwang -il Leé Ph. D., P.E. 
Site Cleanup Program Unit W Chief 

Attachment: 
Figure 1, Proposed Monitoring Well Location Map 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia@amiadini.com) 
Ms. Julie Jones Patten, Villa Elaine Apartments (juliejonespatten @hotmail.com) 
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Los Angeles Regional Wate 

March 3, 2014 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: 

CASE /SITE: 

Quality Control Board 

mn Pomnuucz 

RESPONSE TO A REQUEST FOR THE FURTHER REVISED WORK PLAN 
EMAILED ON FEBRUARY 18, 2014 

FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

On February 6, 2014, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) staff approved your revised work plan titled Revised Down -Gradient Assessment Work Plan, dated January 21, 2014, which Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. has prepared on your behalf. The revised work plan is intended to change a down -gradient 
groundwater monitoring plan specified in your original work plan dated December 9, 2013; Regional Board staff approved the original work plan on December 18, 2013. 

However, you informed us that there is a physical access problem for the proposed two well 
locations. On February 11, 2014, Regional Board staff, Mr. Henry Jones and Dr. Kwang Lee, made a site visit and met with you, your consultants including Dr, Ravi Arulanantham of Geosyntec, and Ms. Julia Jones Patten of the Villa Elaine Apartments. During the site visit, staff 
agreed with the re- locations of two groundwater monitoring wells. 

On February 18, 2014, your consultant, Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. emailed another revised work plan titled Further Revised Down- Gradient Assessment Work Plan, dated February 12, 2014, tome, and asserted that on February 13, 2014, the revised work plan was uploaded to GeoTracker per a direction of staff although staff only requested a figure showing relocated well positions. 

As of March 3, 2014, we do not find evidence showing that your consultant uploaded the February 12, 2014, work plan to GeoTracker. Based on information submitted, and on the 
information in the case file, we have determined that another review of the February 12, 2014, work plan is not necessary. 

A technical report documenting implementation of the work plan (as we approved on February 
6, 2014) and a figure showing two newly relocated wells shall be submitted to the Regional 
Board. by April 30, 2014; the due date for the report was April 15, 2014. The report shall include 
an analysis of the data obtained from the eight groundwater monitoring wells. 
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Mr. Carl Van Quathem - 2 - March 3, 2014 ALSA Properties, Ltd. 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact me at (213) 576 -6734 or klee @waterboards,ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

/Ai fv-e7 
Kwang -il Lee, Ph. D., P.E. 
Site Cleanup Program Unit IV Chief 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adirai, Ami Adini & Associates (amia @amiadini,com) 
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Geosyntec 
consultants 

Memorandum 

Date: 10 October 2014 

To: Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Ltd. 

Copies td: Richard Montevideo, Rutan & Tucker, LLP 

From: Ravi Arulanantham, Syed Rehan, P.E., and Karina Navarro, P.E, 
Geosyntec Consultants 

Subject: Purpose of Additional Investigation 
Fountain -Vine Plaza 
1253 Vine Street, Los Angeles, California, 90028 
LARWQCB Case No. 1196 

11 11 Broadway, 6th Floor 
Oakland, California 94607 

PH 510.836.3034 
FAX 510.836,3036 

www.geosvntec,corn 

s c n 1 
??CiF GAL1/4' 

ALCA Properties, Ltd. (ALCA) has been working with the Regional Board since 2006 to obtain 
closure for the above referenced Fountain -Vine Plaza property. Each investigation effort has 
yielded information on the distribution of PCE in the site area. The results of these 
investigations have reflected an insignificant release of PCE from the former dry -cleaner on the 
property, which ceased operations in or about 1970 [AEI, 2005 }. Despite the detailed 
information already collected for the site, the Regional Board has continued to request additional 
costly investigations. In this Technical Memorandum, we discuss the information that site 
investigations have yielded to date and the technical purpose of the most recently requested 
additional investigation, as reflected in the Regional Board's letters of July 11 and September 17, 
2014 (requesting four MIP /CPT borings down to 80' below the ground surface (bgs)). 

1. BACKGROUND 

The stated primary objective in the Regional Board's July 11, 2014 letter was for ALCA to 
conduct further work to confirm "the presence or absence of a PCE source such as dense non - 
aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) at, around, and in the area between the former PCE borings 
AEI -B3 and B32." Because of the Regional Board's newly, asserted concerns with the 
possibility of DNAPL from prior operations on the property, ALCA is now being asked to 
"screen the area at a 10 foot grid to the top of the first clay layer in the saturated zone with a 
high resolution vertical profiling tool such as Membrane Interface Probe (MIP) and cone 
penetrometer testing (CPT). The 2005 AEI report also reported the detection of 27.2 
micrograms per kilogram (pg/kg) of PCE in soil at 5 feet below ground surface (bgs) in boring 
FYMemo.docx 
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Purpose of Additional Investigation 
10 October2014 
Page 2 

B4 in the former gas station area which decreased to 6.3 pg/kg at 20 feet bgs. This vertical profile of PCE concentrations in the vadose zone soil may suggest an historical release of PCE at the Fountain -Vine Plaza site." 

In light of the Regional Board's stated concerns with DNAPL, in its September 17 letter it requested that "two borings, up to 10 feet apart, will be completed to a depth of at least 80 feet bgs or to a depth of one foot into a clay layer at AEI -B3, and two borings, up to 10 feet apart, will be completed to a depth of at least 80 feet bgs or to a depth of one foot into a clay layer at B- 32. After review of each of the four MIP logs (one from each of the four boreholes), depths at which VOC peaks are identified in each of the MIP logs completed in both the vadose and saturated zones will be marked, and verification soil matrix samples will collected from those depths for laboratory analysis using USEPA Method 8260B." 

2. SOIL AND SOIL VAPOR DATA 

We reviewed the borings results, including the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater results in an attempt to identify the cause for. the Regional Board's suggestion that DNAPL or other PCE source is present at the site. Both the concentration values themselves and their concentrations relative to samples at other depths were evaluated, as discussed below. 

Based on our review of the data generated to date involving the site, including the prior approximately 30 borings, it is Geosyntec's conclusion that the PCE concentrations in soil and soil vapor and their depth profile show no indication of the existence of DNAPL from prior operations at the site, 

The Regional Board has never previously suggested that DNAPL may be present at the site until recently, even though they have been overseeing the site work since 2006. To the contrary, it has been reported to Geosyntec that Regional Board staff has repeatedly advised ALCA that, at a minimum, the Regional Board is prepared to issue a soil -only no further action letter for the site. The Regional Board's change of plan does not appear to be based on recent data collected for the site. As explained below, the evidence does not support the existence of DNAPL at the Fountain -Vine site, 

The profile of soil vapor PCE concentrations is an indicator of the source of PCE. Because PCE is highly volatile, high concentrations are typically present in the air around a liquid or sorbed source. Expected PCE profiles in soil vapor caused by continuous sources would be as follows: 

Source in soil: highest concentrations at depths near the source in the soil, possibly 
maintaining high concentrations for some distance below the source due to vertical migration. 

FV Merno.docz 
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Source at ground surface: highest concentrations near the ground surface, with the 
concentrations decreasing with depth. As in sources in soil, PCE concentrations may 
remain elevated for some distance below the source due to migration. 

Source in groundwater: highest concentrations in the soil vapor immediately above the 
groundwater, with concentrations increasing from the surface to the water table, 

The tables below summarize the soil vapor PCE concentrations at the Fountain -Vine site and, for 
comparison, the Paragon Cleaners site, At the Fountain -Vine site, the highest PCE 
concentrations consistently occur close to groundwater (27.5 to 30 ft bgs). The PCE 
concentrations increase with depth, such that the PCE concentrations near the water table are orders of magnitude higher than at shallower depths. The profile of PCE beneath the Fountain - Vine site is consistent with PCE volatilizing from the groundwater. In contrast, concentrations of PCE at the Paragon Cleaners site is typically the same order of magnitude across borehole depths, and in some cases decreases with depth. This PCE profile is more consistent with a source at the ground surface. The high concentrations of PCE in the sub -slab samples at the Paragon Cleaners site further indicate a surface source at Paragon Cleaners. 

FV Memo.docx 
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Fountain -Vine Site t 

Borehole Depth 
PCE 

ßµE /L) 

[PCE]/ 
[PCE, 

shallow] 
5 3.19 

B -22 15 7.96 2 

25 29.4 9 

5 0.684 
B -24 15 29.4 43 

25 208 304 
5 0.01 

B -28 15 10.6 1,060 
25 24,1 2,410 
5 0.01 

B -31 15 16 1,600 
25 21.1 2,110 
5 2.1 

B -32 15 18.3 9 

25 74.2 35 
5 0.02 

B -33 15 16.1 805 
25 289 14,450 

Paragon Cleaners Site 2 

PCE [PCE]/ 
Borehole Depth 

(IWO 
[PCE, 

shallow] 

SG -1 
5 140 
25 290 2 

SG -2 
sub -slab 
5 

2600 
2100 0.8 

SG -3 
sub -slab 
5 

1500 
920 0.6 

SG -4 
5 1600 
25 180 0.1 

SG -5 
5 

25 
37 

330 9 

SG -6 
sub -slab 29 
5 190 7 

SG -7 
5 

25 
22 
81 4 

SG -8 
sub -slab 16 

5 37 2 

Similar to soil vapor, the profile of PCE concentrations in soil is an indicator of the source of 
PCE. For soil contamination to be a source to groundwater; very high concentrations of the 
contaminant must be present. A moderate -to- highly hydrophobic contaminant like PCE tends to 
sorb strongly to the soil, particularly where there is a high fraction of fines. This reduces the 
tendency of PCE to move downward through the soil. If a surface source were currently present, 
there would be PCE concentrations in the range of thousands of micrograms per kilogram (1 
ppm or higher). If the surface source at the subject site had stopped adding to the contamination 
decades ago, the highest concentrations of PCE would be further down in the soil, but there 
would continue to be a trail of elevated concentrations from the surface to the hot spot and a 
leading edge of the contamination below the hot spot. In the silty soil present in the upper soil at 
the Fountain -Vine site, we would expect to see at least hundreds of micrograms of PCE per 
kilogram still in the surface soil if there had been a significant PCE surface release. 

Data from AA &A, 2013. Only boreholes with at least 20 µg/L PCE at one or more depths is shown to provide a 
concentration profile. 
Z Data from Iris Environmental, 2008, 
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As shown below, none of the boreholes for the Fountain -Vine site have the very high PCE 
concentrations that would be indicative of a significant source area. The data do indicate that 
there was some low PCE concentrations discovered at the surface in the former gas station area. 
These low PCE concentrations decrease quickly with depth, however, which suggests that little, 
if any, PCE reached groundwater at 30 ft bgs from onsite sources. 

The highest concentrations in borings B -24 and B -32 were at 25 ft bgs, which is most likely 
within the range of groundwater fluctuation in the site area. Because of how PCE sorbs, this 
profile would not occur if the source had been present at the surface of the borehole. 
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Dry Cleaning Area3 

Borehole Depth 
PCE 

(Ng /kg) 
5 3,3J 

10 <1 

B -23 15 GI 

20 <1 

25 <1 

5 2J 

10 <1 

B -25 15 <1 

20 <1 

25 <1 

5 5.5 
B -27 15 <1 

25 <1 

5 8.2 

10 3.6J 
B -29 15 <l 

20 <1 

25 <1 

Gas Station Area 

Borehole Depth 
PCE 

(lag /kg) 

AEI -B3 
2 12.6 

10 7.4 

5 27.2 
10 11.7 

AEI -B4 
15 5.9 

20 6.3 

5 5.9 

10 <1 

B -24 15 <1 

20 <1 

25 11 

5 <1 

10 2.8J 
B -28 15 <1 

20 <1 

25 <1 

5 3.3J 

10 <1 

13-32 15 <1 

20 <1 

25 <1 

Other Areas Onsite 

Borehole Depth 
PCE 

(ILg /kg) 
5 8.9 

10 <1 

B -26 15 <l 

20 <1 

25 <1 

5 <1 

10 <1 

B -32 15 <1 

20 <1 

25 13.9 

As evident from the attached soil sampling results, the Fountain -Vine site has been sampled with 
a high density of soil borings, with depths from 5 to 25 feet bgs, No soil sample results carne 
close to the Industrial Screening Level (110,000.tg /kg) in the numerous soil sample borings, nor 
the Residential Screening Level (22,000 sg /kg). If there were a significant PCE source at the 
ground surface or in the soil onsite, there would be evidence of it in the fine- grained shallow soil, 
Instead, approximately 30 boreholes have shown no indication of a PCE source of any 
significance onsite. For these reasons, Geosyntec does not believe there is a technical basis to 
conclude that DNAPL exists as a result of prior operations on the Fountain -Vine site. 

3 Data from AEI, 2005 and AA &A; 2013. Only boreholes with POE concentrations above the detection limit are shown. Data from the other boreholes are attached. 
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3. UPCOMING INVESTIGATION 

As described briefly above, the Regional Board recently directed ALCA to install four additional 
borings at the Fountain -Vine site. These borings are to "terminate at a total depth of at least 80 
feet bgs or at the top of and one foot into a clay layer (below the water table for the first saturated 
zone)" [RWQCB, 2014]. However, despite the many borings installed to date, Geosyntec has 
not seen evidence of a well -articulated clay layer in the vicinity of the site. Nor has Geosyntec 
seen technical bases to conduct an investigation on the site to a depth of 80 feet bgs. 

Boring logs from various sites in the vicinity of the subject property indicate the presence of 
fines from approximately zero to ten feet bgs [AEI, 2005; AA &A, 2013; Iris Environmental, 
2008; KCE Matrix, 2009] and at variable depths below, as summarized in the following table. 
Out of the 26 boring logs examined for the Fountain -Vine and Paragon Cleaners sites, there was 
no evidence of a clear clay layer. Using GeoTracker to expand the search to a 3500 -ft radius 
around the Fountain -Vine site generated boring logs for three additional sites. Those 21 boring 
togs also failed to provide evidence of a clay layer. However, most of the boring logs 
summarized below indicated the presence of some type of fines near 30 feet bgs. 

While silt is more permeable than clay, it also acts to impede the movement of contaminants. At sites where NAPL migrates through soil with a significant fraction of fines, residual 
contaminants persist in the fines. We would therefore expect to see high concentrations of the 
VOCs in those layers, even though a layer of NAPL would not be perched on top. Therefore, 
boring to 80 feet would be well beyond what would be necessary to discover potential NAPL, in 
the unlikely event that it were present onsite. 
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Site # Boring 
Logs 

Deepest 
Borehole 

Depth of Silt or Clay Source 

Fountain -Vine Plaza 9 30 ft bgs Silt, some clay, near the 
surface. Silty sand/sandy 
silt in the range of 10 to 30 
ft bgs. 

AEI, 2005 

Fountain -Vine Plaza 13 32 ft bgs 11 of the logs indicated a 4 
to 9 ft thick layer of silty 
sand in the range of 20 and 
30 ft. 

AA &A, 2013 

Paragon Cleaners 
(directly upgradient/ 
NW of site) 

3 45 it bgs Clay, clayey sand, or silt 
in the range of and 32 -37 
ft bgs. 

Iris 

Environmental, 
2008 

Snow White Cleaners 
(directly E of the site) 

1 34.5 ft bgs Clayey sand 32 -34.5 ft. ICCE Matrix, 
2009 

Mole -Richardson 
(1000 ft 

downgradient/SW) 

15 26 ft bgs Lean clay in the range of 
15 to 27 ft bgs. 

Remediation 
Sciences, 2010 

Pacific Tile (1600 ft S) 3 27.5 ft bgs Clay at approximately 16 
to 20 ft bgs, one to four ft 
thick. . 

GeoTracker, 
2008 

ExxonMobil (3300 ft 
WSW) 

3 40 ft bgs Clay or sandy clay 
identified from 
approximately 32 to 38 ft 
bgs. 

Cardo, ERI, 
2011. 

Ft bgs = feet below ground surface 
E, SW, S, and WSW are cardinal directions from the Fountain -Vine site. 
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4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Geosyntec has examined the data provided by past site investigations, and finds no evidence to 
suggest that DNAPL is present at the Fountain -Vine site from prior site operations. The PCE 
distribution in the soil and soil gas at the Fountain -Vine site has been well defined by samples 
extending from near the surface to near groundwater. These past investigations have not shown 
evidence of a significant PCE source in the onsite soil, and therefore no evidence of DNAPL. 

It would be very odd to find a significant PCE source from a gas station operation. Although gas 
stations may use minimal quantities of degreasers, it would not have been enough to produce a 
DNAPL plume. Additionally, the gas station on site reportedly operated from 1925 to 1928 
[AA &A, 2012], and PCE was first produced in the United States in only 1925 [ASTDR, 20111 

The former dry -cleaner operations on the site (reportedly operating from 1955 to 1970), is not in 
the area of where the Regional Board is currently requesting an investigation of the site for 
purposes of determining the existence of DNAPL on the site. Both the Sanborn, 1957 and the 
AEI, 2006 maps place the former dry cleaning facility approximately 35 feet west of the former 
gas station area, and therefore, cross -gradient from the area in question for the requested four 
MIP /CPT locations, and cross -gradient from the Paragon Cleaner's site. 

The collective data from the site and the upgradient Paragon Cleaner's site indicates that the 
most likely source of the PCE detected in the groundwater and soil /soil vapor above the 
groundwater on the Fountain -Vine site is the Paragon Cleaner's site, and not the former gas 
station or dry cleaner operations on the Fountain -Vine site. The soil vapor concentration profile, 
which increases with depth, is consistent with the onsite PCE contamination coming up from the 
groundwater due to an upgradient offsite source. 

To the extent any further borings can be shown to be warranted at the site, depths for the 
Regional Board requested borings should be based on where fines are present or the depth to 
groundwater. Residual DNAPL would persist in fine soil like silt and clay, and so would be 
reflected by high PCE concentrations in those layers. Below groundwater, the source of the PCE 
would become less clear, but, given the, existing data, it would be much more likely to have 
migrated to the Fountain -Vine site from an upgradient source area such as the Paragon Cleaner's 
site. Layers of fines have been indicated near the ground surface and at approximately 20 to 30 
feet bgs at the Fountain -Vine site, and groundwater has been measured between 27.5 and 30 feet 
bgs. Therefore, there is no reason to extend the boreholes significantly beyond 30 feet bgs. 

We recommend that, assuming ALCA is agreeable, to proceed with further investigation on the 
site, the boreholes be advanced no deeper than 50 feet bgs. This depth would capture any layers 
of fines around 30 feet, and proceed 20 feet into the groundwater. Anything deeper than 50 feet 
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would extend the effort involved without the potential to gain additional information on the 
source areas, and thus cannot technically be supported. 

Reviewing the data on the whole, there is no technical basis to conclude that DNAPL exists on 
the site from prior site operations or to support extending additional borings down to a depth of 
80' bgs. There is similarly no technical data to suggest that the contamination discovered in the 
groundwater arose as a result of a gasoline service station operation from 1925 to 1928, or from a 
former dry cleaner operation conducted from 1955 to 1970, which is located largely cross - 
gradient from the area on the site where the Regional Board is requesting the four MIP /CPT 
borings be placed. On the contrary, the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater data gathered from 30 
prior borings on the Fountain -Vine site point to the source of the PCE contamination in question 
migrating from an up- gradient offsite source or sources.- 

Additionally, Geosyntec believes that if the upcoming four borings show no evidence of DNAPL 
from onsite sources, then there is no reason for ALCA to install MW -4. 
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Water Boards 

EeYUNP 3. Baown Jn, 
oavEPROR 

1/441000 
M eATmEw R09a@V6a 

nAm FeA 
134YIPWMfiN1AL pPei6PfiieN 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

Februany 28, 2013 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALSA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SITE ASSESSMENT 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN-VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem: 

The California Regional Water Quality. Control Board, tos Angeles Region (Regional Board), is the 
public agency with the primary responsibility for the protection of ground and surface water quality for all 
beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties, including the above 
referenced site. To accomplish this goal, the Regional Board has been requiring site cleanup and 
groundwater monitoring reports to mitigate and monitor the contamination that has occurred at the site. 

The Regional Board has received the work plan titled Confirmation Site Assessment Work Plan, dated 
February 12, 2013, which Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. has prepared on your behalf. Thè work plan 
proposes fourteen soil borings within the vicinity of the former dry cleaning area and the former service 
station (Figure 3). At each boring, soils will be sampled every five feet until groundwater is reached; soil 
gas will be sampled at five, fifteen, and twenty five feet below the ground surface, and groundwater will 
be sampled with a grab sample. Three groundwater monitoring wells have been proposed at the site to 
monitor groundwater. And a human health risk assessment will be completed based on the newly 
acquired data. The proposed site assessment activities are being conducted to further assess. 
contamination at the site. 

Based on the information submitted, and on the information in the case file, we concur with the proposed 
work plan. A technical report shall be submitted to the Regional Board documenting the site assessment 
activities by June 1, 2013. We will consider all technical informationwith respect to your request for a 
no further action/non -contributor letter. 

. 

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact Mr. Henry 'Mlles at (213) 576 -6697 or 
lrj ones @waterboards,ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

l. vj J 
ICwang -il Lee, Ph. D., P.E. 
Site Cleanup Program Unit IV Chief 

MARIA MEHRANIAN, CHAIR I SAMUEL UN3ER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

320 Wen 4th St Suite 200, Loa Angeles, CA 90013 1 wwW .watorboards.aa.govflasangsIos 

o PEarouo PAPER 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem - 2 - February 28, 2013 
ALSA Properties, Ltd.. 

Attachment: 
Figure 3, Proposed Sampling Locations 

Electronic Copies: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia @amiadini.com) ' 
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Exhibit "12" 



Arno 'ksdina 
& Associates, inc. 

Mr. Henry Jones 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

May 15, 2013 
Project No. Fountain- Vine.p01 

Via PDF 

Re: Environmental Site Assessment Report, Fountain -Vine Plaza, 1253 Vine Street, Los Angeles, 
California 90028, LARWQCB Case #1196, Global ID SL0603734628 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. (AA&A), has prepared this Emdrormiental Site Assessment Report to present the 
work performed and findings of an environmental site assessment to evaluate the presence of contaminants in the 
subsurface at the Fountain Vine Plaza in Los Angeles, California. Previous site assessments indicated the 
presence of on -site tetrachioroethene (PCE) in soil and groundwater; however, concentrations detected in up- 
gradient and off -site sample locations to the northeast exceeded those on -site. The objective of this investigation 
was to evaluate if previously identified soil and groundwater contamination at the site could be attributed to an 
on -site source. Based on the results of this site investigation and analytical data review, no significant on -site 
source of contamination could be identified.'AA &A therefore concluded that the soil and groundwater 
contamination present at the site cannot be attributed to any on -site historical release and recommends that the 
case be granted regulatory case closure. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (818) 824 -8102 or by email at gabi rr amiadini.com. Your attention 
to this matter will be deeply appreciated. 

Respectfully submitted, 

AMI ADINI & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

GABRIELE E. BAAOER 

NO. 7015 
UR APR. 30, 2014 

Gabriele Baader, PG ©M CALIF, Director of Environmental Engineering 
Professional Geologist No. 7015, Expiration Aprii 30, 2014 

GB:inrd 

cc: Addressee (PDF K Hard Copy) 
Mr. Cad Vau Qadxm (Hard Copy) 

4130 Cahuenga Blvd., Ste, 113 Los Angeles, CA 91602 Phone 818.824.8102 Fax 818.824.8112 
www.amiadini.com s mail©amiadìni.com 
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RUTAN 
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP 

November 25, 2014 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL & 
OVERNITE EXPRESS 

Samuel Unger 
Executive Officer 
Los Angeles Regional Watet Quality Control Board 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
sunger@waterboards.çä. goy 

Richard Montevideo 
Direct Dial (714)662-4642 

E :mail: montcvideo(rutan.cant 

Re: 1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood, CA (Fountain -Vine Plaza) - Objections to 
Additional Oversight, Costs and Further Demand for No Further Action/Closure 

Dear Mr. Unger: 

As you know from prior correspondence involving the above referenced property, This office representa ALGA Properties, Ltd. ( "ALCA "),, the owner of the Fountain Vine Plaza property located at 1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood., CA ( "Fountain -Vine Property" or "Site "). The purpose of this letter is to (1) object to a recent invoice for oversight costs, received from your office and .dated November 6, 2014; (2) follow -up on my correspondence to your office dated October 10, 2014 and again request the issuance of a No Further Action /Closure Letter ( "NFA Letter") for the. subject Site without further delay; and (3) request the issuance of a Cleanup and Abatement Order under Water Code section 13304 against the responsible parties for the Paragon Cleaners property located at 1'300 -1310 Vine Street, Hollywood, CA., in light of the ongoing impacts the contamination front that property has, and..is having on the groundwater at that Fountain -Vine Property. 

Attached. hereto as Exhibit "1" is an additional, invoice for oversight costs from your office dated Noveniber 6, 2014, This- invoice was, ofcotirse, sent to and received by ALCA after my recent correspondence to you of October 10, 201.4. The invoice purports to represent oversight billings for the. period of time from '7/1/14 to. 9/30/14, in the amount of $8,167,90. The invoice shows that thirty -nine (39) of the 55.75 hours billed by your staff during the third quarter of this year were again by Mr: Mòhainmad Zaidi. These 39 hours ate on top of the ninety -five (95) hours billed by'Mr. Zaidi from April '1 - June 30, 20:14,,bringing the total number of bouts spent by Mi. Zaidi on.this Site for the last two quarters alone to 1.34. hours. 

As it did with the invoices for the first two quarters of this year, ALCA hereby objects to the third quarter invoice for 20.1:4, bn the grounds that the Regional, Board is seeking to collect oversight Costs for work that Was unnecessary and improper, and thus, that the invoice is arbitrary and capricious. In addition, the invoice is objectionable because the]lours billed therein 

611 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400, Costa Mese, CA 92626 
PO Box 1950, Costa Mesa, CA 02628 -1950 I '714,641.5100 I Fax 714,546.9035 
Orange County I Palo Alto i www.rutan.com 
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are excessive, given the lack of, any actual work at tire. Site and the fact that no reports or 
submittals were being reviewed.by your, staff during this tine period. 

Further ALCA objects to this 'third quarter inveiee,.along with the first two quarter 
invoices; on the grounds that said, invoices fail to contain sufficient detail of the work conducted, 
as required by law, in particular, ALGA objects to each of these three invoices pursuant to 
Water Code section 13365(c)(2)(C), which section requires that all such invoices "provide ce 

daily detail of work performed and time :spent by each employee and contractor employee:" 
(Water .Code § I3365(c)(2)(C),) Neither the third quarter invoice, nor the first and second 
quarter invoices. for 2014, contain the required "daily detail" of the work actually. performed. 
Accordingly, the invoices are contrary to law for this reason as well. 

Moreover, it appears that a majority of time reflected in the two most recent invoices, i.e., 
from April 1 thin September 30, 2014, 'was expended by a new project manager (134 hours 
during this time period) apparently reviewing the file for purposes of developing a new and 
different scope of work to be impleinented by ALCA, i.e., ern entirely hew and different scope. of 
work from. the three prior negotiated scopes of work. approved by the Regional Board in 
December of last year and earlier this year. (ALCA begrudgingly agreed to implement these 
prior scopes of work,. based on prior representations from you and your staff, that your office 
would issue án .NFA Letter for the Site if the - results of this work again showed that the prior 
operations at the Site did not pause sufficient contamination to. justify further action: at the Site.). 

Unfortunately, however, this new project manager has failed to honor prior commitments 
from your office that the Regional.Board would issue an NFA Letter for the Site if the additional 
previously agreed -upon testing showed there was no appreciable contribution from the Site to 
groundwater to justify further action, specifically including the. commitments made by you in 
meetings in September of 2013 and May of 2014 (as reflected in my letter of October 10, 20)4 to 
.your attention). 

Similarly, whereas the former project manager, ,Henry Jones, agreed that the issuance of 
an NFA Letter was in order, and was working with ALGA to satisfy his supervisor's, Mr. Lee's, 
request for additional work at the Site (pursuant to an. approved scope of work), the new project 
manager, Mr. Zaidi, has ,failed and refused to give any consideration 'to the prior analysis and 
conclusions reached by either other staff in your office working our the Site; or by any of 
ALCA's consultants, and has .instead ignored all. prior agreements, and. commitments on. either the 
issuance of the NFA Letter or prior approved scopes of work. As such, Mr. Zaidi has rejected 
the prior approved scopes of work, and has himself proposed ä scope of work (as reflected in 
your letters of July 11 and September 27,, 2014) that has no technical or practical justification, 
thereby calling into question the propriety of any of 'the. oversight work performed by your staff 
throughout the 2014 calendar year. 

Accordingly, as set forth herein and in my prior October 1.0 correspondence, the hours 
expended by Mr, Zaidi, as reflected in the' 2014 calendar year invoices, as well as the time spent 
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by other Regional Board staff earlier this year on unrelated issues and thereafter on a similar 
scope of Work to that. proposed by Mr, Zaidi, are objeçtionable, ás the time set forth. in the 
invoices is excessive, and theovcrsight work unnecessary and arbitrary. 

Water Code section 13365(d) allows the'Regionai Board to change the scope of work or 
services it is providing based upon "new information regarding the extent of contaminçition of 
the site," but authorizes such a change "only after providing written notice of the change to the 
responsible.. party containing the information specified in paragraph (1) of subdivision (c)," i.e., 
"a detailed estimate of the work to be performed or servìées to be provided, including a 
statement of the expected outcome of that work, basted oh data available to the agency at the 
dine.," along with "an estimate of alt expected charges to be billed to the responsible party by, 
the agency . ,." (Water Code §§ 13365(d) &,13365(c)(I).) 

To date, however, no "detailed estimated of the work performed or services provided, 
including a statement of expected oúteonie" for the particular scopes of work proposed by your 
staff at the subject. Site has ever been previded'to ALCA. Neither the direction that was being 
proposed byyour staff before Mr, Zaidi'sinvolvement (where staff, without explanation, refused. 
to approve the February :12, 2014. Further Revised Workplan), nor Mr. Zaidi's proposed scope of 
work (as demanded in your letters of July 11 and September 27), were ever provided to ALCA in 
advance of your staff expending-time, on, such. approaches, For this. reason as well, none of the 
time reflected in the, 2014-first, second and third .quarterly ,invoices is appropriate or consistent 
with, law. 

Further, in.light of the lack of any detail in the invoices, let alone the "daily detail of wank 
performed," as required to be included in.'each of the three (3) invoices in question, pursuant to 
Water Code section 13265, ALCA is hereby requesting that the Regional Board provide to this 
office copies of all time records and other materials supporting each of the.:first three (3) quarters 
of invoices sent to ALCA Tor '2014. We request that this material be provided to this office 
within thirty (30) workine days from the date of this letter. (See Water Code § 13265(c)(3).) 

in addition to the ebjectioris to the Regional Board's invoices, including the most recent 
invoice, please be advised that neither. ALCA, nor. this office, have received any response to my 
letter tò you of October 10 requesting the issuance. of the NFA. Letter for the subject Site. 
Moreover, in light of the lengthy history involving the Site, the extensive work and the many 
meetings that have occurred to date at and involving the Site since 2006 'fro obtain the NFA 
Letter) , and the lack of any appreciably threat. to the environment or the health and safety of the 
public from. prior Site operations, the'Regional Board's :failure, to have issued an NFA Letter for 
this Site by this. time is entirely arbitrary and. capricious, 

As discussed in my letter of October 10, and in. prior correspondence. to your office, 
ALCA has consistently requested the issúance of the NFA Letter (starting in 2006), and yet, for 
reasons that have never been explained., your office has time and again failed to do so, but all the 
while billing ALCA for the Regional Board's ongoing "oversight" work, In the meantime, 
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ALCA has expended literally hundreds of thousands of.- dollars seeking the NFA Letter, with 
ALCA haying already lost one sate. of .tire Property to a prospectiveb'uyer, and having, been 
turned away by a half -a -dozen ör more banks, all refusing to refinance ALCA's existing 
commercial loan on the Site. bebàüsè of the Regional .Board's failure to issue the NPA Letter. 
The problem is then'compounded.by the fact that a balloon payment on ALCA's current loan 
came due last October (of 21313), but because ALCA was unable -to obtain financing to pay off 
this loan,. it has been forced to obtain,extension after extension from, its current lender of pay- 
off due date, 'with the most recent extension expiring in February of 2015. 

While. your office has refused to issue the NFA Letter; to add insult to injury; more 
recently, starting with your letter of July 11,, 2014, and continuing with your September 17, 2014 
letter, your office has claimed it now believes, after over 8 years of work and .much analysis of . 

the Site, that there may be "Dense Non- Aqueous'Phase Liquids" ( "DNAPL ") at the Site from 
prior Site operations. 'Yet, as explained, in the October 10, 2014 Technical Memorandum from 
Geosyntec Consultants, this new theory for refusing to close the Site is baseless: 

Reviewing the data on the whole, there is no. technical basis Lo 

conclude tliat DNAPL exists on the site from prior site operations 
or to support extending additional borings down to a depth of 80' 
bgs. There is. similarly no technical data to suggest St the 
contamination discovered in the groundwater arose as a result of a 
gasoline service station operation from 1.925 to 1928; or from a 
former dry cleaner operation conducted irom.1955 to 1970, which 
is located. in area largely cross- gradient from the area on the site 
where the Regional Board, is requesting thefour MIP /CPT borings 
he placed. On the contrary, the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater 
data gathered from. 30 prier borings on the Fountain -Vine. Site 
point to sburbe of the .PCE contamination in question migrating 
from an upgradient. offsite. source or sources, 

(See Exhibit "10" to my October 10, 2014 letter to your office, Geosyntec Technical Menlo, 
subject "Purpose of Additional Investigation Fountain -Vine Plaza," pp. 7 -8.) In short, there is 
simply no legal or technical excuse that remains. for the Regional Board to. refuse. to issue the 
long requested NPA Letter for the Property at this time, and the ever shifting positions and 
inconsistent demands by Regional Board staff for additional world before it. will ägree to de so 
only amplifies its arbitrary actionS. 

Finally, as referenced ür'üiy letter to you of July 23, 2013 (a copy of which' is included as 
Exhibit "2" to this letter, but Withöüt the accompanying exhibits), and as indicated by Geosyntec 
above, it is clear that the cause of the.groundwater tontaminátion'in question is from prior site 
releases at the upgradient.ngrtheast dry cleaning operation known as Paragon Cleaners. In fact, 
in the attached July 23, 2013; correspondence directed to your attention, ALCA specifically 
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requested that a Cleanup and Abatement Order be issued to the responsible parties for this 
property, in light of the clear groundwater contamination that has resulted and migrated on to the 
Fountain -Vine Property front the Paragon Cleaner operations; Yet,. to dale, no such Cleahüp and 
Abatement Order has been issued, .and no reason. has ever been given for the Regional. Board's 
refusal to take such enforcementgiction. 

The Regional Board's complete failure to take any enforcement action. against the 
Paragon Cleaners' responsible parties, while at the same time demanding still more assessment 
work at the Fountain -Vine PropeiKy by ALCA (see your letters of July 11 and September 17, 
2014 to ALCA, Exhibits. "2" and "3" to my letter to you pf October 10, 2014), exemplifies the 
capricious. positions of Regional Board staff 

Accordingly, at this time, ALGA respectfully requests that an NF-A. he issued for the 
Fountain -Vine Site, both for soil and groundwater, i.e., for the entire Site, and further that, as an 
owner of property that has clearly been impacted by contamination fro :nm the Paragon Cleaners 
property, that a Cleanup and Abatement Order promptly be issued against the owners and 
operators of the Paragon Cleaners property, and that the each of the oversight cost invoices for the 2014 calendar year be reduced to zero. If no such action. is taken by the Regional Board 
within thirty (30') days. from the d.ateof this letter, ALCA will haveino alternative other than to proceed forward with a Petition to the State Water Resources Control Board pursuant to Water 
Code section 13320 et. seq. to address .each of these matters,. 

If you have any questions With respect to the above or the enclosed; pléásedo not hesitate 
to contact the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

RUTAN & -"' 
Richard Montevideo 

RM:páj 
Enclosures 
cc: Frances McChesney, Esq. 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Ltd. 
Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. 
Ravi Arulanantham, Ph.U,.,Principal; Geosyntec Consultants 

227/029966.0001 
'5702866.3 n1125/14 



Exhibit "1" 



Date: 11/06/2014. 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Region Invoice Number: 89396 

STAT, , VATER RESOURCES CONTRO, IOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM. 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 09/30/14 

Account Number: 2040235 

Responsible Party #p 2030 Site Location: 
Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN-VINE PLAZA 
ATTEN: Carl Van Quathem. 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 
11356 Nutmeg Ave: HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 11 /06 /14: 
$47,539.99 

Balance Forward: 
$33,681.90 ** New Charges - Billing Period 07/01/14 -09 /30/14: $8,167:90 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
** See Itemized list of new charges on revérse.br subsequent page(s). 
The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act(Sectldn 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control..Board to recover reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of Illegal discharges, cohtaminate,d_propertles, and other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters, When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control' Board would bil4,.you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

$41,849.80 

If you desire a more detailed explanation forlabor hours expended by any Regional board staff member, you should contact Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725, If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or SlteCleanup @waterboards,ca.gov 

PAYMENT is DUE IN 30' DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoice Number: 89396 Amount Due: $41,849.80 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
89396 

DATE NAME CLASS ACT HOURS 07/02/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE, l'C 1 07/02/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 3 07/03/14 Lee, Kwangll 'SWRCE IC 2 07/03/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR 1 07/09/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 07/09/14 Zaidi,'Mohammad EG' WC 1.5 07/14/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 2 07./15/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 0.5 07/16/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 
1 07/17/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 1 07/26/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 
1 0.7/30/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 07/30/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 
1 08/05/14. Mcchesney, Frances $FCOUNIV IC 
1 08/13/14 Brooks, Jeff EG ADM 2.5 08/13/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 
7' 08/14/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR. 2 08/19/14 Brooks, Jeff EG' IC 0.75 08/19/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 4 09/04/14 Lee, Kwangll SWRCE. IC 2.5 09/04/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 
5 09/05/14 Brooks, Jeff EG IC 0.5 09/08/14 Brooks, Jeff EG IC 0.5 09/08/14 Zaìdi, Mohammad EG WC 
3 09/16/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR 
1 09(16114 Zaidi, Mohammad .EG WC 2 09(17/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 
5 09/18/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 
2 09/29/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 
1 

TOTAL HOURS: 55.75 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
893.96 

TOTAL, LABOR CHARGES; $ 4,018.20 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 
CONTRACT CHARGES: $36.50 

OVERHEAD $2,896.30 
STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMEN CHARGE: $521,86 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $695.04 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $8,167.90 
Please be advised that the billing period for this Invoice may not reflect all hourly charges due to time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to pending adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS. (ACT)' 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plate, site assessment;'remëdla.t'ion and monitoring reports) 51- Site Inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or,representative) EO - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative. IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sited, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
ADJ - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 
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T N e 
RUTAN c, TUCKER, LLP 

July 23, 2013 

VIA. ELECTRONIC MAIL & 
OVERNITE EXPRESS 

Samuel linger 
Executive Officer 
Los Ange]eS Regional Water Q'Uality Control Board 
320 Wl 4th Street, Suite.200 
Los. Angeles ÇA 90013 

RiehArd Montevideo 
DirectDial; (714) 662-4642 

T-mailo rmontovídeo tfrotmvcom 

Re: 1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood; CA (Fountain -Vine Plaza) and 1300.1.310 Vine Street, Holtywood .CA (Paragon Cleaners) Request .for .No Further Action Letter For Fountain -Vine. Plaza. or, in the Alternative, 'Issuance of Cleanup and Abatement Order to' Paragon Cleaners 

Dear Mn Unger: 

This office represents ALGA Properties, Ltd., a California limited Partnership (°'ALCA ) and the owner of the Fountain -Vine Plaza located at 1253 'N. Vine Street, 1- Holywood,. CA. ( "Fountain -Vine Plaza" or "Site "), The purpose of this letter is to request that you, as the. Executive Officer iof the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board ( "Regional Board "), review the Regional Board's tiles on the Fountain -Vine Plaza, and specifically the environmental data and' information that has, been generated over the past seven years involving such property, and issue a No Further Action ( "NFA ") letter foi' the Site. Alternatively, ALCA re'que'sts that the Regional Board issue a Cleanup' and Abatement Order in connection with the Paragon Cleaners property located at 1300 -1310. Vine Street,. 'Hollywood, CA ( "Paragon Cleaners "); pursuant to California Waiter. Code (" L"WC ") section 13304, to all responsible parties for such property, as it is. the groundwater contamination migrating front that property that appears to be of primary' concern to your Staff in its decision to refuse to issue theNFA letter for the Fountain -Vine Plaza 

Since 2006, ALGA has attempted to wo& with yo.ùr offiee in an effort to obtain art NFA or closure letter of all contamination issues involving Me Plaza, but to date has been unable primarily because f y'Staffs 
s.. i 

s 
t the nt ine Plazaisss, and more ed nti because of Staff's inability to let 

disinterest 
ALCA Until Staff is able to have the Paragon Cleaners' contamination addressed, Neither course of action should be acceptable to you as Executive Offïcerof the Regional Board. 

As indicated in the attached Case Closure AssessmentReport for the Fountain-Vine Plaza dated December 7, 201:2 (Exhibit A. hereto), environmental assessment was first conducted on 

611 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400, Caste Mesa. CA 92626 
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the Fountain -Vine Plaza starting in November of 2005, with á. consultant by the name bf AEI 
preparing a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment Report for the Site at that time. In' this Report, AEI found minimal levels 6f perehl.oroethylene ( "PCE ") in the soil on the subject 
property, but significant. and djapropor-tignate levels in the groundwater. AEI conducted an additional site assessment in 2006, as reflected in its Phase III Enviìonmental Site Assessment for the Fountain -Vine Plaza, This Phase III Enyironmental Site Assessment Report further 
confirmed the lack of evidence of an on -site release from the. fornier dry -cleaning operations on the Fountain -Vine Plaza that would justify any remedial work at that Site, with.AEI concluding that the PCE it the groundwater was the result- of an upgradient release from the Paragon 
Cleaners property (located, due northeast and .directly upgràdient from the Fountain -Vine Plaza property). 

Also in 2006, ALCA entered into an Oversight Cost .Reimbursement Agreement with Regional Board Staff (February 2006), and fence the AEI 2006 Phase III Site Assessment work had been completed, ALCA wrote to Board Sttfff in September of 2006 (forwarding a copy of the. AEI Phase III Environmental Assessment Report) to advise Staff that, In light of the AEI Phase H and Phase HI. work, it was apparent that the groundwater contamination beneath the Fountain -Vine Plaza was a "direct result of the up- stream contamination encountered. at Paragon Cleaners on 1310 'Vine Street." Accordingly, ALCA requested that the Regional Board "cause whatever Board action necessary to clear our site,." (See Exhibit B hereto.) 

Subsequent tp this'closure request; .an ALCA representative (Mr. Carl Van Qauthem) met with Regional. Board staff in April of 2007, to discuss the 'issue of a closure letter for the .Fountain -Vine Plaza, Over the years since then, ALGA has made various attempts to have Regional Board. Staff make a decision on either issuing an NFA letter for such .property, or explaining whether any, additional work would be needed for. ALCA to obtain closure. None of these prior inquiries were responded to by Board staff, ALCA was requesting closure for the Site given its understanding from its environmental 'consultant that the contaminant levels hi the Fountain -Vine Plaza soils were insigrifì,cant and. were net The source of the groundwater contamination, and thus, that they did, not justify the need for any remedial. work or other assessment work on the Property, t.e., that no further; action." was necessary of ALGA for the Fountain -Vine Plaza property. 

In light of Regional Board's Staff failure. to respond to Mr. Van Quathem's requests over ...the.years for...cl.bsure.df. the. Fountain -Vine:P.laza,_ and...hecause_o.f.a.. 1. pan..all.00tpaymeizt.coning..... due in Octeber of 2013, by the fá11 of 2 2012 ALCA made. a decision to move forward and more actively push for closure of the site. As such, it:Attàined a new environmental consultant, Ami Adini & Associates ( "AA &A "), and similarly retained this office to assist it in obtaining. Site 
closure, AA &A reviewed the files on the Site and contacted Regional Board Staff to understand why Staff had. not yet closed the Site, Ín this.regard, in November 012012, AA &A completed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment for the Property, and shortly thereafter prepared a Case 
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Closure Assessment, Report which was submitted to Board Staff in December of 2012. (Exhibit A.) 

A meeting was then.set up on Decetñb.ér 18, 2012, between. Board Staff, AA &A,. Mr, Quathem, and this office, to determine whether anything further, was necessary before an'NFA letter was to be issued. for the Fountain -Vine Plaza, Again, the goàl was for ALCA to be in a position to sell the Plaza or ,otherwise. obtain refinancing as needed in Ume for repayment of the balloon payment. As. discussed at the December 18 meeting,.'in fact by the time of the meeting, ALCA Was already in escrow to sell the Fountain -Vine Plaza, but the escrow fell 'through specifically because of the lack of an NFA /closure letter from the Regional Board, in effect, the buyer was unable to obtain financing for the acquisition. This lost sale shows the significant consequences .of the Regional. Board's failure to at in a timely fashion to address these issues, and to evaluate the conditions of the Property in a reasonable manner, 

In attendance at the December 18 meeting on behalf of the Regional'Board were Henry Jones, Dr. Kwáhg -I1 Lèe; and Dr. Arthur Ï-leath., During the meeting,. Dr, Lee requested that ALCA conduct additional assessment work on the Sire before he would be in a., position to confirm the lack of substantive impacts to groundwater from the. prior. Fountain -Vine Plaza dry cleaner operation» and thus, recoinmend the, issuance of a NFA.letter, Because time was Of the essence for ALGA,. ALCA agreed to perfòrm all such additionai assessment work (both on and off the Site), in spite of its belief (based on its donsültant's review of the prior assessment work) that impacts from any prior operations on the Fountain -Vine Plaza were insignificant and that they did not justify the need for further assessment or cicantip work cm the Plaza property, inclusive of the groundwater. Still, Regional Board Staff stressed it was unwilling to close the Site without ALCA eondudting tins. additional Site assessment work to çonfirm the limited nature of any release from prior Site operations and the lack of substantive impacts on groundwater, 

ALCA submitted the Phase II Site, Assessment Wbrkplan to the Regional Board in January of 2013, Rather than approve the.Worl plan, Regional Board Staff requested still further assessment work (at considerable additional expense), including the iriStallation of three (3) new groundwater monitoring wells, Because öf ALCA's concerns over its pending balloon payment, ALCA reluctantly authorized AA&A to conduct the further work requested by the Board Staff, hut with the understanding, based on a series of communications back .and forth between the ._ 134 .ard_Staff:andAAezA,_thatifth.e results_of_ this_ additi .onal.,Phaseil,lAssessment were..consistent.__.....,.... witlrthe prior result$,. i,e minimal soil ànd soil Vapor contamination, and the lack of'eyidence of any substantive impacts tq groundwater from the Fountain -Vint Plaza, that the Regional Board 

For the record, ALCA has .never ,conducted dry- cleaningor other. operations at the Fountain - Vine Plaza; and all such dry cleaning operations occurred by a prior tenant who ceased operating before the existing building was even built, and years 'before ALCA purchased the existing Plaza, 
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would. be in a position to issue an NFA/closure letter for the Site. With this understanding in mind, ALCA authorized the' work which was conducted in.'April 20]3. The Report on these results is dined May 15.,, 2013' (Exhibit C) and was submitted to your staff with a renewed request förthe :issuance of the NFA Letter for the Site. 

For the record, the'wòrk reflected.in the .May 20'13 Site Assessment Report involved the 
advancement of fourteen (14.) söil borings,(B20 to B33), with, soil samples being collected at five (5) feat intervals: from five (5) to thirty -six (3'6) feet below ground surface (bgs). It also involved 
groundwater sampling in each of, the' fourteen borings, using ahydro-punch technique, along with soil gas probes being installed iìt.each boring.at depths of 5, 15, and 25 feet bgs. Further, and at the Regional Board's insistence, three (3) groundwater monitoring wells were installed on the Site (MW I through MW3), with these wells being screened at intervals. between approximately 25 to 45 f feet bgs. In effect, an extensive-number. ofsoil, soil -gas, and, groundwater samples were taken throughout the Site, resulting in ALCA spending in excess of $80,000 in environmental consulting expenses (going. bad( to October of 2012), to satisfy the Regional Board Staff's request for more data to close the Site, 

Trite to ALCA's consultant's prediction, the results of this 'extensive 2013 Site Assessment Work.showed that any releases of dry -cleaning solvents from the prior: operations on the Fountain -Vine Plaza were insignificant, 'and did not, justify the need for any additional assessment or cleanup wgta< on the Fountain -Vine Plaza property, be it to the soil or groundwater (see Exhibit C for confirmation of these results), 

Following the submission. of the May 15, 2013 site Assessment Report, a series of telephone calls and entails were exchanged between Board Staff and ALCA's representatives in an effort to have Staff review the documentation and provide the long requested NFA Letter for the Site. The requested 'NFA letter was, moreover, consistent with ALCA's understanding of what was to occur if the results of the assessment confirmed the lack of any substantive impacts on soil, soil vapor or groundwater from the Site, Although Mc Principal Project Manager for the Board had indicated he believed an NM Letter would now be appropriate iii light of the results 'of the May 2013 Report, such a letter was not forthcoming from your Staff. Given Staff unwillingness to pioceed and issue the expected NM Letter, in spite of ccu (less phone calls and entails with your Staff regarding the, same, ALCA requested á meeting to one again resolve the issues. That meeting occurred, on July 2, 2013. 

At this July 2 meeting the results of the May 2013 Report were discussed, as was ALCA's pending, balloon payment with its existing lender, ALCA also confirmed that the existing lender Was unwilling to refinance the. present loan, In the meeting, ALCA made every effort w understand your. Staffs reluctance -to close the Site, despite the extensive May Í5., 2013, Site Assessment Work, the results therein,, and the fact that ALCA had agreed to all of Staff's prior requests for an expanded and extensive assessment of the Site. Yet, your Staff remained 
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unwilling to issue the NPA /closure letter even though the results of the May '15, 2013 Report. plainly confirmed the lack of any substantive impacts to soil or groundwater from prior Site 
operations so às to justify any further action at the Site, 

When asked at the July 2 'meeting whether the Regional Board was insisting that ALCA conduct any additional investigation work, or 'whether any cleanup work of the soil or groundwater by ALCA could be justified, Staff responded that no such additional investigation or cleanup work would be necessary. At one point during the meeting, ICwang -.il Lee suggested he had a concern with one of the soil .gas vapor 'results, and as suety, requested that either a Health Risk Assessment be conducted to .confient the lack of potential adverse vapor impacts to prospective future residents on the Property; or that. ALGA agree. to. a deed restiictioh to limit, the use of the Property for commercial purposes. only (Of course whether a _Health .Rislc Assessment were prepared and reviewed and approved by Board Staff (and O$HHA), or a deed restriction were to be, provided, both would. be time consuming and expcnsive'to accomplish given the process. your Staff would likely require be followed With either). Moreover, regardless of whether a Health Risk Assessment is cbnducted'or a deed restriction prepared and recorded, your Staff is refusing to agree to issue an NFA/Closure letter for the Site, insisting that it is unable to do so as a result elite grog ndwater contaminatron beneath. the Plaza 

When asked at the July 2 meeting why an NFA letter could not be issued for the groundwater at this lime, yOUr Staff liad no explanation, other than to suggest that it could not rule out the possibility of some potential contribution from the Fountain -Vine Plaza to the groundwater, When pushed further on the, issue, and asked what possible additional investigation or remedial work could be required of ALCA for any impacts to soil or groundwater, Board Staff was - unable 'to 'identify any such additional assessment or 'remedial work 'which, could legitimately' he required. of ALCA (excepting only the Health Risk Assessment for sail vapor). - 

In effect, Staff was unable to explain any reasonable or justifiable basis for refusing to issue an NFA Letter for the entice Site at thiis.time, Nor was your Staff able to conclude that any contribution from the former dry- cieatierr operations at'the Fountain -Vine Plaza could, in and of itself, justify the need for any remediation of the groundwater contamination, In short, your Staffs refusal to, issue an NPA letter for the FountainVine. Plaza Site, in spite of the extensive Site assessment work conducted to date (most recently, at your Staffs request), is plainly 
_axbitrary._and.tmsupported bv._ the _.record.,__Such..arbi.lráry_. actions._ will ,..:moreover,_..likely._hatte significant advèrse financial consequences' on ALCA. 

Despite the significant assessmentwork requested of ALCA .for, closures at the same time, no work of any kind is apparently presently being required by your Staff of the Paragon Cleaners' responsible panties -rio'assessritént of any kind. is in process; no cleanup work is being required; and no Cleanup arid Abatement Order is even being considered for the Paragon 
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Cleaners property. ,Furthermore, a'teview of the Regional .Board's files on the Paragon Cleaners 
Site shows that dry -cleaning operations at that location :have been conducted since approximately 
1961, that the Regional Board initially had been overseeing, assessment work on the Site. since 
approximately 2005, that significant soil. and groundwater contamination has occurred as a result 
of prior releases at this location,. that this groundwater contamination has migrated from the 
Paragon Cleaners property, due southwest through and, into the groundwater beneath the 
Fountain -Vine Plaza Property, but that no outstanding demands for further assessment or cleanup 
work for such property have been madeby',R.egional Board Staff. 

From ALCA's consultant's review of the Regional Board's .files on the Paragon Çleaners 
Site, there appears to be no justification for the. Regional B,oard's complete indifference to the. 
contamination coming off of the .Paragon Cleaners property, and no.ièasoningis provided in the, 
files -for why your Staff has failed to require any action over the past several years. by the owner 
or operator of the Paragon Cleaners property to address all suçh. contamination, In short, no 
Cleanup and Abatement Order has been issued, no Water Code section 13267 letter has been 
sent,. and nor has there been any voluntary action on the part of the responsible parties for the 
Paragon Cleaners Site to address the soil and groundwater contamination problems in issue, 

Accordingly, given the clear data showing the lack of any substantive contribution of 
contamination to the groundwater from the Fountain -Vine. Plaza Site to justify any further action 
on the part of ALCA, and further, :given the lack of any effort on the part of the Regional Board 
to require the responsible parties for the Paragon Cleaners Property to address the, groundwater 
contamination migrating from thát'property, ALCA is hereby requesting that the Regional Board 
either issues No Further Action letter for both soil and groundwater f for the F ountain-Vine Plaza 
Property (i.e., the entire Fountain -Five Plaza Property), or, in the alternative,, that the Regional 
Board forthwith issue a Cleanup and Abatement Order (pursuant to Water Code section 13304) 
to Paragon Cleaners and, the owner of that properly: for those parties to address all contamination 
resulting from the operáti.ons thereon, 

Because of the long delays experienced by ALCA in connection with its desire to address 
these issues and obtain an NFA /closure letter from the Regional Board. for the soil and 
groundwater with respect to Its Site, and particularly because, of its pending balloon payment on 
the loan for the Fountain -Viine Plaza (presently due. in early October of this year); if the Regional 
Beard does not act accordingly and .either issue an NFA letter for the Fountain -Vine Plaza _-- _._P-topetty,. or_issue- a- .Cleanuprand_ Abatement.Ordemto... the_ Paragon _ Cleaners- Site..to.- address.the 
groundwater contamination., within thirty (30) days from the, date of this letter, please be, advised 
that. ALCA, will pürsúe this matter fotmálly through the Water Code Petition process and seek 
review of all of these issues before the State WaterResourtes Control Board. 
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Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions with respect to the above 
or the enclosed, or wish to discuss the matters further. We look forward to working with you 
and your Staff to address these issues without the need for further legal action. 

Thank you for your attention to these important. matters. 

Sincerely, 

RUTAN & TUCKER LLP 

Richard Montevideo 
:p] 

Enclosures 
cc: Dr, Arthur Heath, LARWQ.CB 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Ltd. 
Ami Adini, Ami Adiñi & Associates, Inc. 
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EDMUND G. BROWN TM. 
DOVFRNDR 

e MATTHEW ODRIQUEZ 
SECRETARY TOR 
CNVIRONMENiAL PNOIFCiION 

State Water Resources Control Board 

December 12, 2014 

Carl Van Quathem 
Responsible Party No.: 2030 
Attn: Carl Van Quathem 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

FIRST PAST DUE NOTICE 

SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM: INVOICE NO. 87966, ACCOUNT NO. 2040235, FOR SITE 
ADDRESS: 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

Per California Water Code section 13365, you were sent an invoice for oversight costs for the 
site listed above. A summary of the invoice is enclosed for your reference. Our records indicate 
that payment has not been received. Therefore, your account is considered past due. 

You must submit payment immediately to prevent further collection action. To ensure proper 
crediting of your account, include the invoice number on your check. If paying multiple invoices, 
all invoice numbers must be listed on your check. 

Mail payment to: 

State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 

If you have any questions or need a copy of the original invoice, please contact us at 
SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov or (916) 341 -5643. 

Sincerely, 

Site Cleanup Program 
Division of Administrative Services 

FELICIA MARCUS, CHAIR I THOMAS HOWARD, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

1001 I Street, Sacramento. CA 95014 I Mailing Address: P.O. Pox 100. Sacramento. Ca 95812-0100'1 www,waterboards.ca.0ov 

0 R'ccvcL(O PARDO 



Date: 9/29/2014 
Regional Board: Los Angeles 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 6/30/2014 

Account Number: 
Invoice Number: 

2040235 
87966 

Responsible Party #: 2030 

Carl Van Quathem 
ATTN: Carl Van Quathem 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

Site Location: 

FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

HOLLYWOOD CA 

Invoice Amount: $19,880.28 
Payments Received: $0.00 

BALANCE DUE $19,880.28 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover 
reasonable, expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other 
unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you received a 

letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact Arthur 
Heath at (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you 
should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For Information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or email us at SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov. 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT 
NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account #: 2040235 Invoice #: 87966 Amount Due: $19,880.28 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 

Please allow 15 business days after mailing for your payment to be posted to the database. 
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FIRST QUARTER 

IN VOICE 



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 03/31/14 

Date: 07/10/2014 Account Number: 2040235 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Region Invoice Number: 86650 

Responsible Party #: 2030 Site Location: 

Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

ATTEN: Carl Van Quathem 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

11356 Nutmeg Ave. HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 07/10/14: $47,539.99 

Balance Forward: 
** New Charges - Billing Period 0I/01/14- 03/31/14: 

$0.00 

$13,801.62 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
** See itemized list of new charges on reverse or subsequent page(s) 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover 
reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and 
other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you 
received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of 
cleanup oversight. 

$13,801.62 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact 
Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program 
manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or DFA- SCP ©waterboards.ca.gov 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL 
ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoke Number: 86650 Amount Due: $13,801.62 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
86650 

DATE NAME CLASS ACT HOURS 
01/02/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 
01/03/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 

01/08/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 
01/08/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 
01/08/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2 
01/09/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 
01/09/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 
01/09/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 
01/10/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 
01/10/14 Jones, H L EG RR 4 
01/10/14 Jones, H L EG SI 4 
01/22/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 
01/24/14 Jones, H L EG RR 4 
01/24/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 

01/24/14 Jones, H L EG WC 4 
01/28/14 Jones, H L EG WC 3 

01/31/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 
02/05/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 
02/06/14 Jones, H L EG IC 1 
02/06/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 
02/06/14 Jones, H L EG TC 1 
02/06/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 
02/07/14 Jones, H L EG TC 2 
02/11/14 Jones, H L EG RR 3 
02/11/14 Jones, H L EG SI 3 
02/11/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE SI 2 
02/18/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE TC 1 
03/10/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 
03/11/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 

03/24/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 3.5 
03/28/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 

TOTAL HOURS: 56 



SECOND QUARTER 

INVOICE 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
86650 

TOTAL LABOR CHARGES: $3,531.00 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 
CONTRACT CHARGES: $6,381,50 

OVERHEAD: $3,188,38 
STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: -$201.56 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $902.30 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $13,801.62 

Please be advised that the billing period for this invoice may not reflect all hourly charges 
time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to 
adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS (ACT) 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plan, site assessment, remediation and monitoring reports) 
SI - Site inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or representative) 
EO - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative 
IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sites, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. 
ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
ADJ - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 

due to 
pending 



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 06/30/14 

Date: 09/29/2014 Account Number: 2040235 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Region Invoice Number: 87966 

Responsible Party #: 2030 Site Location: 

Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

ATTEN: Carl Van Quathem 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 
11356 Nutmeg Ave, HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 09/29/14: $47,539.99 

Balance Forward: $13,801.62 
** New Charges - Billing Period 04/01/14- 06/30/14: $19,880.28 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
** See itemized list of new charges on reverse or subsequent page(s) 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover 
reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and 
other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put In the cost recovery program, you 
received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board'scosts of 
cleanup oversight. 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact 
Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program 
manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

$33,681.90 

For Information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341-5643 or SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL 
ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

1W #: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoice Number: 87966 Amount Due: $33,681.90 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 



 

REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 2040235 
INVOICE NUMBER: 87966 

DATE.:ï " r NAME CLASS HOURS 
04/09/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP O 

04/17/14 Lee, Kwangll SWRCE IC 1 

04/29/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 

05/01/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 

05/01/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 9 

05/05/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 10 
05/06/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 8 

05/07/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG RR 8 

05/12/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 2 

05/14/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 4 

05/15/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG TC 8.5 

05/19/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG RR 3 

05/20/14 Lee, Kwañgil SWRCE IC 3 

05/20/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 6 

05/21/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 5.5 

05/22/14 Lee, Kwangll SWRCE TC 4 
05/22/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 9 

05/30/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2.5 

06/03/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG TC 5 

06/05/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 3 

06/09/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1.5 

06/09/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 4 
06/11/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2.5 

06/11/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 2 

06/12/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 1 

06/24/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 
06/26/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2 

06/26/14 Zaidl, Mohammad EG WC 8 

06/30/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 1 

TOTAL HOURS: 117 



 

REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
87966 

TOTAL LABOR CHARGES: $8,401.42 

TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 

CONTRACT CHARGES: $202.50 
OVERHEAD: $7,625.53 

STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $1,843.38 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $1,807.45 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $19,880.28 

Please be advised that the billing period for this invoice may not reflect all hourly charges due to 
time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to pending 
adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS (ACT) 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plan, site assessment, remediation and monitoring reports) 
SI - Site Inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or representative) 
EO - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative 
IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sites, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. 
ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
ADJ - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 



THIRD QUARTER 

INVOICE 



STAT. MATER RESOURCES CONTRO. iOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 
FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 09/30/14 

Date: 11/06/2014 Account Number: 2040235 
Regional Board: Los Angeles Region Invoice Number: 89396 

Responsible Party #: 2030 Site Location: 

Carl Van Quathem FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

ATTEN: Carl Van Quathem 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

11356 Nutmeg Ave. HOLLYWOOD CA 90038 
Los Angeles CA 90066 

Payment(s) received as of 11/06/14: $47,539.99 

Balance Forward: $33,681.90 
** New Charges - Billing Period 07/01/14- 09/30/14: $8,167.90 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 
** See itemized list of new charges on reverse or subsequent page(s) 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control. Board to recover 
reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of Illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and 
other unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters, When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you 
received a letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of 
cleanup oversight. 

$41,849,80 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact 
Arthur Heath (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program 
manager, you should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For Information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Une at (916) 341 -5643 or SlteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL 
ACCOUNT NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account Number: 2040235 Invoice Number: 89396 Amount Due: $41,849.80 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
89396 

DATE NAME CLASS ACT HOURS 
07/02/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 1 

07/02/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 3 

07/03/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2 

07/03/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR 1 

07/09/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 

07/09/14 Zaldi, 'Mohammad EG WC 1.5 
07/14/14 ZaldI, Mohammad EG WC 2 

07/15/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 0.5 
07/16/14 Zaldi, Mohammad EG IC 1 

07/17/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 1 

07/28/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 

07/30/14 Staff, Swrcb null CP 0 

07/30/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG IC 1 

08/05/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV IC 1 

08/13/14 Brooks, Jeff EG ADM 2.5 
08/13/14 Zaldi, Mohammad EG TC 7 

08/14/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR 2 

08/19/14 Brooks, Jeff EG IC 0,75 
08/19/14 Zaldi, Mohammad EG TC 4 
09/04/14 Lee, Kwangil SWRCE IC 2.5 
09/04/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 5 
09/05/14 Brooks, Jeff EG IC 0.5 
09/08/14 Brooks, Jeff EG IC 0.5 
09/08/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 3 

09/16/14 Mcchesney, Frances SFCOUNIV RR 1 

09/16/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 2 

09/17/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 5 
09/18/14 Zaidi, Mohammad EG WC 2 
09/29/14 Zaldi, Mohammad EG TC 1. 

TOTAL HOURS: 55.75 



REGIONAL BOARD NUMBER: 4 PROGRAM COST ACCOUNT: 
INVOICE NUMBER: 

2040235 
89396 

TOTAL LABOR CHARGES: $4,018.20 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: $0.00 

EQUIPMENT: $0.00 
CONTRACT CHARGES: $36.50 

OVERHEAD: $2,896.30 
STATE BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $521.86 

REGIONAL BOARD PROGRAM ADMIN CHARGE: $695.04 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES: $8,167.90 

Please be advised that the billing period for this Invoice may not reflect all hourly charges due to time constraints of the billing cycle. Future invoices may reflect additional charges due to pending adjustments. 
ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS (ACT) 

RR - Report review (e.g., Work plan, site assessment, remediation and monitoring reports) 
SI - Site inspections 
TC - Technical consultation (e.g., meetings /telephone conversations with RP or representative) 
EO - Preparation of enforcement order 
WC - Written correspondence to the RP or representative 
IC - Internal RB communication regarding specific sites, memos, meetings, phone calls, etc. 
ADM - Administrative billing inquiries /disputes 
EST - Preparation of estimation letter 
CP - Contract Payment 
ADJ - Adjustment to previous Invoices 
SC - Staff Counsel - Legal consultation 



Exhibit "21" 



Water Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

January 30, 2015 

Mr. Richard Montevideo 
Rutan & Tucker 
620 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

SUBJECT: REGIONAL BOARD RESPONSES TO NOVEMBER 25, 2014 LETTER FROM 
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP: OBJECTIONS TO ADDITIONAL OVERSIGHT COSTS 
AND FURTHER DEMAND FOR NO FURTHER ACTION /CLOSURE 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Montevideo: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles (Regional Board) has 
received and reviewed your letter dated November 25, 2014, to Samuel Unger, Executive 
Officer of the Regional Board, objecting to additional oversight costs and demanding a no 
further action /closure (NFA /closure) letter for the entire Fountain Vine Plaza Site (Site). 

In your letter you object to recent Regional Board invoices as excessive. We do not agree. We 
are a public agency that assigns staff to oversee sites and are required to recover the costs of 
such staff time. When staff leaves the agency it becomes necessary to assign new staff to the 
sites that person was assigned to oversee. The newly assigned staff must review the file to 
become familiar with the site. Some of the time spent by Mr. Mohammad Zaidi, the new project 
manager assigned to the Site, was necessary to become familiar with the Site, but much of it 
was necessary to prepare and participate in meetings with you and your representatives, to 
review many files and reports, to internally discuss the site with management, and to prepare 
responses. We understand that billing for the time needed for newly assigned staff to become 
familiar with a site could be perceived as unfair. But we do not agree that all that time or the 
time necessary to address your concerns was excessive. It is the Regional Board's 
responsibility to review and analyze all the available information and data for a site and its 
surroundings to assure protection of water quality and to prevent nuisance and must continue to 
do so even if staff leaves the agency. We are willing to review the time spent for staff to 
become familiar with the case and discuss whether it is appropriate to delete some of the 
charges. We are not willing, however, to delete the charges for time staff has been required to 
spend to address the recent issues, That time would be the same whether a new staff person 
was assigned or not. Those activities are subject to cost recovery and we expect payment for 
staffs time. 

You also object that the invoices fail to provide the detail required by Water Code section 
13365(c)(2)(C). We disagree. The invoice you attached to your letter shows the time spent by 
each employee using the standardized descriptions of work tasks developed by the State Water 

ONi.HLES STRINGER, CHNft 1 nJgM1IVLL UwOen. EFLCUYIVE OIIFICEn 

320 Wan l Ath Si., Suite 200. Los Angeles, CA 00013 www.rvateroaertls.ce.povAonnnpalee 

¿i ^r.e+o,vn un,F., 



Mr. Richard Montevideo 
Rutan & Tucker 

- 2 - January 30, 2015 

Resources Control Board. The invoice is based on daily logs prepared by each employee who 
is listed in the invoice. Attached to this letter is an example of the daily logs for the first three 
quarters of this calendar year for this Site. 

You assert that Mr. Zaidi, spent time "apparently reviewing the file for purposes of developing a 
new and different scope of work ", and that Mr, Zaidi has failed to honor commitments of the 
former project manager, Mr. Jones. Again, we do not agree with your summary of the site 
history. Mr. Jones had recommended to his supervisor that the Regional Board Executive 
Officer issue a no further action (NFA) letter for soil only at the Site, When your client rejected 
that option, Mr. Zaidi, the new project manager, spent time reviewing the existing information 
available to the Regional Board. He did not ignore prior agreements or commitments, as there 
was no agreement or commitment to issue an NFA letter for both soil and groundwater. After 
his review, he recommended some further sampling to confirm the status of groundwater. 
Regional Board management agrees with his proposal and that has been communicated to you 
in meetings and by letter. 

You assert, based on your view that Mr. Zaidi has somehow changed the scope of work, that 
the Regional Board must justify such a change under Water Code section 13365(d).. We do not 
agree that the Regional Board has changed the scope of work, since we never committed to 
issuance of an NFA letter for groundwater. The Regional Board has complied with Water Code 
section 13365 by providing the annual estimation letters to Mr. Quathem each year, See, for 
example, Letter from Samuel Unger to Mr. Carl Van Quathem, dated Aug. 18, 2014: "2014- 
2015 Annual Estimation Letter for Site Cleanup Cost Recovery Program (Attachment 1)," The 
letter provides an estimate of 300 hours for the Site that lists the work to be performed and the 
expected outcomes. This letter is sufficient to comply with Water Code section 13365, 

As you requested, attached to this letter, are the daily logs for the first three quarters of calendar 
year 2014 (Attachment 2). 

In your letter, you have continued to state that the groundwater contamination beneath the 
Fountain Vine Plaza Site was not caused by discharges at your Site but by discharges at the 
upgradient Paragon Cleaners Site. The Regional Board staff disagree, do not find sufficient 
data, and suspect that discharges may have also occurred at your Site. The Regional Board staf suspects that dense non -aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) may be present in the eastern 
portion of the site, reportedly addressed at 1267 -1269 Vine Street, due to the operation of a dry 
cleaner from 1955 through 1970, or the operation of a gas station from 1925 to 1928. That 
tetrachloroethylene (PCE) was used as a solvent in automotive repairs and discharged at the 
gas station located in the eastern portion of your Site or by the dry cleaner is based on 
detections of PCE in soil samples collected from 5 and /or 10 feet below ground surface (bgs) in 
2005 borings AEI -B4, AEI -B3, AEI -B10, and AEI- B11(Phase III Subsurafce Investigation Report 
by AEI Consultants dated July 31, 2006), and the occurrence of groundwater PCE hot spots 
centered at the onsite boring AEI -B3 [PCE 4,700 micrograms per liter (ug /L) at 30 feet in July 
2006] and the hot spot centered at the onsite boring B32 (PCE 7,790 ug /L in April 2013), These 
detections indicate the potential presence of DNAPL in the saturated zone, which must be 
confirmed by the investigations through drilling, a high resolution method such as Membrane 
Interface Probe (MI P) testing, and verification sampling at four boring locations to a depth of at 
least 80 feet bgs, as requested in our September 17, 2014 letter. 



Mr. Richard Montevideo 
Rutan & Tucker 

- 3 - January 30, 2015 

We would like to thank you for the work you have completed related to the site assessment. If . 

you have any questions regarding this project, please contact the project manager Mr. 
Mohammad Zaidi at (213) 576 -6732, Mohammad .Zaidi(a,waterboards.ca.gov, or Dr. Kwang -il 
Lee at (213) 576 -6734 or klee©waterboards.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel Unger, P.E. 
Executive Officer 

Attachments: 

1. 2014 -2015 Annual Estimation Letter for Site Cleanup Cost Recovery Program, 
dated August 18, 2014 

2. Daily Logs for the Fountain Vine Plaza Site from 1/2/2014 thru 9/29/2014 

CC: 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amia(a amiadinì.com) 
Mr. Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Los Angeles (cvq.cei @gmail.com) 
Mr. Ravi Arulanantham, Geosyntec 
Mr. Syed Rehan, Geosyntec 



Water Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

August 18, 2014 

Mr. Carl Van Quathent 
Alca Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles , CA 90066 
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SUBJECT: 2014 -2015 ANNUAL ESTIMATION LEITER FOR. SITE CLEANUP COST 
RECOVERY 'PROGRAM 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN VINE PLAZA AT 1253 VINE STREET, LOS ANGELES, 
CALIFORNIA 90028 (SCP NO, 1196, SUI'E ID NO.2040235) 

Dear Mr, Quathem: 

The California Regional \ Valer Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is the lead agency overseeing the environmental investigation and cleanup of the Fountain Vine Plaza under the 
authority of the Porter- Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Cal. Water Code §§13000 et seq.) and other 
applicable laws and regulations. Section 13304 of the California Water Code authorizes the Regional 
Board to recover reasonable expenses f rom, a responsible party for overseeing the investigation and cleanup of discharges of waste that have adversely affected or threaten to adversely affect the waters of 
the state or cause nuisance. It is the Regional Board's intent to continue to recover costs for regulatory 
oversight work conducted at the subject site(s)..In compliance with section 13365 of the California Water 
Code, this annual estimation letter is being sent to provide you the following information regarding costs 
l'or regulatory oversight work: 

I. A detailed estimate of the work to be performed or services to be provided; 
2. A statement of the expected outcome of that work; 
3. The billing rates for all individuals and classes of employees expected to engage in the work; and 
4. An estimate of all expected charges to be billed to you by this agency. 

L Estimate of Work to be Performed 

The Regional Board staff estimate that during the Regional Board's 2014/2015 fiscal year (July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015) regulatory oversight work may include, but not limited to, the following tasks to he performed with respect to your site(s): 

1. Review technical reports and conceptual site models that are intended to identify the sources of waste, 
to investigate the waste pathway's, and to fully delineate the vertical and lateral extent of waste in soil matrix, sdil vapor and groundwater; 

2. Request and review additional assessment work plans and reports, remedial action plans, progress and 
monitoring reports, and other technical reports as necessary; 

3. Prepare comment letters on various reports and communicate findings to responsible parties; 
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Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
Alca Properties 
SCP N0.'1196 

Augustl.s,2014 

4. Conduct she inspections, observe field activities, collect split samples, and meet with environmental 
consultants and responsible parties; 

S. Conduct internal and externat communication (i.e. meetings, memos) and respond to public inquiries 
about or related to the site investigation and rcmcdíation; and 

6. Provide environmental documentation to address the California Environmental Quality Act, where 
required, regarding the site cleanup. 

Ih Statement of Expected Outcome 

The expected outcome of work that will be performed during fiscal year 201412015 includes: 

Prepare and issue directive orders to the site; 
Provide written comments on technical reports; 
Verify the adequacy of tecludeal reports; and 
Prepare correspondence to public inquiries about the site investigations and cleanups as needed. 

IlI. Billing Rates 

Attached are the Site Cleanup Program, Monthly-Salary Scales by Job Classification (Attachment 1) for 
employees expected to perform the work and the Reimbursement Process for Regulatory Oversight 
(Attachment 2). The names and classifications of employees that work on and charge time to this site will 
be listed on the invoices. The average billing rate is about SI 50.00 per hour. 

If you have any questions regarding billing, please contact the Division of Financial Assistance (DPA) at 
the Site Cleanup Program (SCP) Message Line: (9161 341 -5643 or via email: DPA- 
SCP ®teat erboa rds.ca.gov. 

IV. Estimation of Expected Charges 

A. Regional Board staff expects to charge about 300 hours for work related to this site during fiscal year 
2014/2015. Based on the average billing rate of $150.00 per hour, the estimated billing charge by the 
Regional Board staff for this site during this fScal year is about $45,000 which does not include 
possible contract charges staled in B (see below). Please note that this is neither a commitment itment 
nor a contract for regulatory oversight. It is only an estimate of the work which may be 
performed. 

B, To better evaluate the potential health risk, including soil vapor intrusion into indoor air, from the 
detected or residual waste posed to the currant/ future occupants of the site and the immediate site 
vicinity, the Regional Board has established a contract with the State Office of Environmental Health 
Hazard Assessment (OEHIHA), to have their toxicologists review the submitted health risk assessnieot 
work plans and reports. OEI -ti-IA will review, evaluate iF appropriate, and provide comments on risk 
assessment work plans and reports. When requested, OE141 -lA toxicologists will provide the Regional 
Board consultation services on issues concerning human health and/or environmental risks. 

Under the Cost Recovery Program, the responsible party is required to reimburse the Regional Board 
for the costs incurred by the OEHIlA review. Charges by OH-111A staff will be included in our 
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Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
Alca Properties 
SCP NO. 1196 

August 18, 2014 

invoices under the contract charges category, All quarterly invoices generated for this project will be 
sent to your billing contact by the Site Cleanup Program, State Water Resources Control Board. 

V. Other Requirements 

1. Change of Ownership: You must notify the Executive Officer in writing at least 30 days in advance of 
any proposed transfer of' this cost reimbursement accoUnt's responsibility to a new owner containing a 
specific date for the transfer. In addition, you shall notify the succeeding owner of the existence of this 
cost reimbursement account by letter, a copy of which shall be forwarded to the R Regional Board. 

2, Public Participation: With increased public interest in our programs and the public knowledge of 
threat to human health and the environment, the Regional Board has increased efforts to get the public 
more involved in our decision making process. The Regional Board protides information and 
opportunities for public participation consistent with State law (including California Health and 
Safety Code section 25356.1 and California Water Code sections 13307.5 and 13307.6). You maybe 
required to prepare and implement a public participation plan, Regional Board staff will provide you 
with additional guidance as appropriate. 

3. Electronic Submittals: In September 2004, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted 
regulations (Chapter 30, Division 3 of Title 23 & Division 3 of Title 27, California Code of 
Regulation) requiring the electronic submittal of information for all site cleanup programs, starting 
January 1, 2005, Currently, all of the information on electronic submittals and GeoTracker contacts 
can be found at http://www.waterboards.ca.aoviust/electronie submittal. 

To comply with the above referenced regulations, you are required to upload all technical reports, 
documents, and well data to GeoTracker by the due dates specified in the Regional Board letters and 
orders issued to you or for the site. However, we may request that you submit hard copies of selected 
documents and data to the Regional Board in addition to electronic submittal of information to 
GeoTrackcr. 

If you have any questions, please contact Mohammad Zaidi at (213) 576 -6732 
(mo ha sana d. za i d i @w at erb o a r d s , ca . gov) . 

Sincerely, 

Samuel linge', PE 
Executive Officer 

Attachments: 1, Monthly Salary Scales by Job Classification 
2. Reimbursement Process for Regulatory Oversight 
3. Certification Declaration Form 
4. Acknowledgment of Receipt of Cost Reimbursement Account Letter 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM (SCP), 

BILLING COST EXPLANATION 
Fiscal Year 2014 -2015 

Employee Salary and Benefits by Classification 1 

7500 - AEO CEA 
4558 - Admin Officer II 

5871 - Assistant Chief Counsel 
5393 - Associate Governmental Program Analyst (Statewide) 
4707 - Business Sery Asst (Spec) 
3756 - Engineering Geologist (SWRCB) 
0760 - Environmental Program Manager I (Managerial) (SWRCB) 
0756 - Environmental Program Manager I (Supervisory) (SWRCB) 
0769 - Environmental Program Manager II (SWRCB) 
0762 - Environmental Scientist (SWRCB) 
3843 - Exec Officer I 

3842 - Exec Officer II 

5601 - Information Officer l(Spec) 
1419 - Key Data Operator 
1282 - Legal Secretary 
1441 - Office Assistant (General) (Statewide) 
1379 - Office Assistant (Typing) (Statewide) 
1138 - Office Technician (General) (Statewide) 
1139 - Office Technician (Typing) (Statewide) 
3851 - Principal Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB) 
5373 -Public Participation Specialist 
3826 - Sanitary Engineering Associate (Statewide) 
3782 - Sanitary Engineering Technician (Statewide) 
3751 - Senior Engineering Geologist (Statewide) 
0764 - Senior Environmental Scientist (SWRCB) 
3224 - Senior Legal Typist 
3844 - Senior Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB) 
5778 - Staff Counsel (Statewide) 
5795 - Staff Counsel Ill (Statewide) 
5815 - Staff Counsel Ill (Sup) 
5780 - Staff Counsel IV (Statewide) 
0765 - Staff Environmental Scientist (SWRCB) 
5157 - Staff Services Analyst (General) 
4800 - Staff Services Manager I 

3748 - Supervising Engineering Geologist (Statewide) 
3849 - Supervising Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB) 
3846 - Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB) 
Note: The State is currently negotiating with the unions so the 
subject to change, 

Intermittent Employees: 
1120 - Seasonal Clerk 
1931 - Scientific Aid 
4871 - Student Assistant - Engineering (Statewide) 

ABR' 
CEA 
ADMNOffIl 
ACC 
AGPA 
BSA 
EG 
EPMIM 
EPMIS 
EPMII 
ES 
EO 
EO II 

10 
KDO 
LS 
OA 
OA 
OT 
O-r 

PWRCE 
PPS 
SEA 
SET 
SEG 
SRES 
SLT 
SWRCE 
STCOUN 
STCOUNIII 
STCOUNIII 
STCOUNIV 
SES 
SSA 
SSM I 

SALARY/ 
BENEFITS RANGE 
$9,017 - $20,133 
$6,752 - $8,389 
$13,044 - $15,110 
$6,427 - $8,046 
$3,645 :$5,579 
$6,731 - $12,671 
$10,136 -$11,510 
$9,166 - $11,397 
$11,695 - $13,285 
$4,495 - $8,593 
$14,324 - $15,953 
$14,632 - $16,315 
$6,427 - $8,046 
$3,145 - $4,476 
$4, 438 - $5,835 
$3,030 -$ 4,168 
$3,130 - $4,252 
$3,853 - $4,828 
$3,924 - $4,911 
$14,377 - $16,329 
$6,427 - $8,046 
$7,245 - $9,068 
$4,990 - $7,171 
$10,776 - $14,850 
$7,961 - $9,897 
$3,782 - $5,290 
$10,776 - $14,850 
$6,828 - $11,892 
$11,221 - $14,399 
$11,227 - $14,408 
$12,396 - $15,916 
$7,954 - $9,893 
$4,115 - $6,689 
$7,954 - $9,218 

SUEG $11,828 - $14,808 
SUWRCE $11,828 - $14,808 

WRCE $6,731 - $12,60T 
upper limits of the above ranges may be 

SC 
SAI D 

SAE 

8,68 /hr. - 9.85/hr. 
11.58/hr. - 13.34/hr. 
11.55/hr. - 17.28/hr. 

The name and classification of employees performing oversight work will be listed on the invoice you receive. 

Attachment 1 



Operating Expenses: 
(Both State and Regional Board offices) 
Indirect Costs (Overhead = cost of doing business) 120% 

Water Resources Control Engineer 
Billing Example 

Salary and Benefits: $ 12,607 
Overhead (indirect costs): $ 15,128 
Total Cost per month $ 27,735 

Divided by 173 hours per month equals per hour: $ 160.32 
(Due to the various classifications that expend SCP resources and an average of $ 150.00 
per hour can be used for projection purposes.) 



ATTACHMENT 2 

REIMBURSEMENT PROCESS FOR REGULATORY OVERSIGHT 

We have identified your facility or property as requiring regulatory cleanup oversight. Pursuant to the 
Porter- Cologne Water Quality Control Act, reasonable costs for such oversight can be recovered by the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) from the responsible party. The purpose of the 
enclosure is to explain the oversight billing process structure. 

INTRODUCTION 
The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act authorizes the State Water Resources Control Board 
(SWRCI3) to set up Cost Recovery Programs. The Budget Act of 1993 authorized the SWRCB to 
establish a Cost Recovery Program for Site Cleanup Program (SCP). The program is set up so that 
reasonable expenses incurred by the SWRCB and R\VQCßs in overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, 
contaminated properties, and other unregulated releases adversely impacting the State's waters can be 
reimbursed by die responsible party. Reasonable expenses will be billed to responsible parties and 
collected by the FeeCoordinator at the SWRCB in the Division of Financial Assistance (UPA). 

TILE BILLING SYSTEM 
Each cost recovery aceount,has,a unique Site ID number assigned to it. Whenever any oversight work is 
done, the hours arc cantered into the SCP Cost Recovery /daily logs dtabase. The cost of the staff hours 
is calculated by the State Accounting System based on the employee's salary and benefit rate and the 
SWRCB overhead rate. 

SWRCB and RWQCB Administrative charges for work. such as accounting, billing preparation, general 
program meetings and program specific training cannot be charged directly to an account. This work will 
be charged to Administrative accounting codes one per Region, The Accounting Office totals these 
administrative charges for the billing period and distributes them back to all of the accounts based on the 
number of hdurs charged to each account during that billing period. These charges show as State Board 
Program Administrative Charges and Regional Board Program Administrative Charges on the Invoice. 

The current billing period charges will include associated labor costs, risk assessment contract charges, 
overhead charges, SWRCB /DFA Administrative charges, and RWQCB Administrative charges. The 
overhead charges are based on the number of labor hours charged to the account. The overhead charges 
consist of rent, utilities, travel, supplies, training, and accounting services, Most of these charges are 
paid in arrears. The Accounting Office keeps track of these charges and distributes them back monthly 
to only those accounts having Labor hours charged to them for the period being billed. No site will be 
billed for overhead during a billing period unless Labor hours have been posted to the RWQCB 
employee's daily logs residing in the SCP Cost Recovery database, 

Invoices are issued quarterly, one quarter in arrears. if a balance is owed, a check is to be remitted to the 
SWRCB with the invoice remittance stub within 30 days after receipt of the invoice. The Fec. 
Coordinator inputs a record of all checks received directly or by the Accounting Office on a daily basis. 



ATTACHMENT 2 

Copies of the invoices are sent to the appropriate RWQCBs so that they are aware of the oversight work 
invoiced. Questions regarding the work performed should be directed toward your RWQCB case worker, 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
If a dispute regarding oversight charges cannot be resolved with the RWQCB, Section 13320 of the 
California Water Code provides a process whereby persons may petition the SWRCB for review of 
RWQCB decisions. Regulations implementing Water Code Section 13320 are found in the Title 23 of the 
California Code of Regulations, Section 2050. 

DAILY LOGS 
A detailed description (daily log) of the actual work being done at each specific site is kept by each 
employee in the Regional Water Board who works on the cleanup oversight at the property. This 
information is provided on the quarterly invoice using standardized work activity codes to describe the 
work performed, Upon ragrtvst, rt more detailed description of the norkperformcr! is nruilnlrle,Ji -oar the 
RWOC'B sluff 

REMOVAL FROM TUE BILLING SYSTEM 
After the cleanup is complete, the RWQC13 will submit a closure foret to the SWRCt3 to close the 
account. If a balance is due, the Fee Coordinator will send a final billing for the balance owed. The 
responsible party should then submit a check to the SWRCB to close the account, 

AGREEMENT 
No cleanup oversight will be performed unless the responsible party of the property has agreed in writing 
to reimburse the State for appropriate cleanup oversight costs and submitted to the RP. You may wish to 
consult an attorney in this matter. As soon as the letter is received, the account will he added to the active 
Site Cleanup program Cost Recovery billing list and oversight work will begin. 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
*IF THERE ARE ANY CHANGES IN BILLING, PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN TO RWQCB.* 

ATTACHMENT 3 

CERTIFICATION DECLARATION FOR COMPLIANCE WITH FEE TITLE HOLDER 
NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS (California Water Code Section 13307.1) 

Please Print or Type 

Fee Title Holder(s): 

Mailing Address: 

Contact Person: 

Telephone Number / E -mail: 

Site Name: 

Address: 

County Assessor Parcel Number (APN): 

Contact Person: 

Telephone Number / E -mail: 

File Number: SCP NO. 1196 

"1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. 1 am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations." (See attached page for who shall sign the Certification Declaration). 

Printed Name of Person Signing Official Title 

Signature Date Signed 

MARIA MENRANIAN, CHAIR SAMUEL UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

310 Woat Etn SI., EURO SOU, Los Angwaa, OA 9UUüf I NwA+'.wateràoerUa.na.govf+osanqores 
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CERTIFICATION DECLARATION - 2 - ATTACHMENT 3 

The certification declaration form must be signed as follows: 

1. For a corporation - by a responsible corporate officer, which means; (i) by a president, 
secretary, treasurer, or vice president of the corporation in charge of a principal business 
function, or any other person who performs similar policy of decision making functions 
for the corporation, or (ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing, production, or 
operating facilities employing more than 250 persons or having gross annual sales or 
expenditures exceeding $25 million, if authority to sign documents has been assigned or 
delegated to the manager in accordance with corporate procedures. 

2. For a partnership or sole proprietorship - by a general partner or the proprietor 
respectively. 

3, For a municipality, state, federal, or public agency - by either a principal executive officer 
or ranking elected official, A principal executive officer of a federal agency includes (i) 
the chief executive officer of the agency or (ii) a senior executive officer having 
responsibility for the overall operations or a principal geographic unit. 

MARIA ME11RN.'IAN, CHAIR 
I 

5AMVEt UNGER, 6%EOUTIYFi OFFICER 

320 Wept 610 St., Sulle 200, Los Ang018s, CA 90013 
I 

www .wet0rb0ar0s.0e.g0v /loe00gele, 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

*IF THERE ARE ANY CHANGES IN BILLING, PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN TO RWQCR.* 

ATTACHMENT 4 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF 
OVERSIGHT COST REIMBURSEMENT ACCOUNT LETTER 

I , acting within the authority vested in me as an 

authorized representative of 

, a corporation, acknowledge that I have received and read 
a copy of the attached 2014 -2015 Annual Estimation Letter for Site Cleanup Cost Recovery Program and 

the cover letter dated August 18, 2014, concerning cost reimbursement for Regional Board staff costs 
involved with oversight of cleanup and abatement efforts at Fountain Vine Plaza in Los Angeles 
County. The site address is 1253 Vine Street Los Angeles, California. 

I understand the reimbursement process and billing procedures as explained in the letter. Our company is 
willing to participate in the cost recovery program and pay all subsequent billings in accordance with the 
terms in your letter and its attachments, and to the extent required by law. I also understand that signing 
this forni does not constitute any admission of liability, but rather only an intent to pay for costs 
associated with oversight, as set forth above, and to the extent required by law. Billings for payment of 
oversight costs should be mailed to the following individual.and address: 

BILLING COMPANY 

BILLING CONTACT 

BILLING ADDRESS 

TELEPHONE NO. E -Mail 

RESPONSIBLE PARTY'S SIGNATURE (Signature) 

(Title) 

DATE; 

SCP NO. 1196 SITE ID NO. 2040235 

011AHLE5 SiHlqt:lEC, CW,IP I SAMUEL UNoErr, E%EGUrIV[ OFFICER ....., .._,....,_..__,...._..,_. _ _ .....,....._..... _._ ._..... _ ....: ..... .. ..... .. .._......._..... 
Wont Elh 61., Sufic 200, Las Angelas, CA 00015 1 Www.wlllurboauJC.cO.pov/IOCanEUlos 

Cl,w.lrern.n 
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Site Detail Report 

!MAIN MEN111 

SELECT A SITE TO VIEW RECORDS FOR: 

2040235 - FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

Page 1 o14 

Start End 

Date: 1/1/2014 Date: :9130/2014 n 
pnuUddlyyyy) (nun /dd /yyyy) 

Site: 

FOUIN"TAIN -VINE PLAZA (Site ID: 2040235 
RcpnrtlArle: 

12/3/2014 

SWRC13 STAIr 
ACI'l %'I'IY DATE ACI'IVI'l'l' CT)DIC 110111(5 c:O\h1I4.NT.S 

12!2014 C'P 0 012i'II'l 1 Contract Pacnum- Invoice!! 130E21040. 3.5 hours for payment 
period October 2013 

1/3/2014 ('l' (! OFFIFlA Comae! l''ayntant- Invoice 130014031. 29 hours l'or payment 
period November 2013. 

3/10 /2014 C'P 0 
OGilliA Contract Payment- Invoice 130LI1062. 5 hue's lit' payment 
period December 2013, 

3)1 1/2014 Cp 
0 

011-121A Contract l'zymeot- Invoice 130011073. 10 hours for payment 
period January 2014. 

4/9/2014 (,p 0 01.1-11 IA Contract Payment- Invoice 130011100; 1.5 hours fur payment 
period February 2014. 

7/311/2014 Ch - (t 01221111A contrite( parcm- Invoice 130E11144..5 hunts for payment 
period Jame 2014, 

Total fl0 ID'S; O 

Frances McChesney 
ACTIVITY DATE AC'l'IVrry CODE IIOt'RS COMMENTS 
6/11/2014 IC _ Discuss she with staff 
6/24/2014 IC I Discuss site with swirl' 
7/3/201,1 RR 1 Review dra it documents 
7/912014 IC 

1 Discuss sìle with set If 
7/28/2014 IC: I Discuss site with stall' 
8/5/2014 IC I Discuss site with stall' 
S /14/2014 RR 2 Review draft documents 
9/I6/2014 RI2 I Review dncmncuts 

Total Flom: s: la 

11 I, Jones 

ACTIYITv DATE AC:Elvil'l' coin: HODIt9 comm ENTS 
1/8)2014 IC I meeting with 0E111-1A to discus review 
1/8/2014 IC I prepared l'or meeting with OE1111A 
1/9/2014 'l'C 

I talked to jPaI en about site access at Elaine Apts 
1/9)2014 RR 3 reviewed case file, ineludi, g site assessment 3/13 
(/10/2014 IC I prepared for site visit 
1/10/2014 SI -1 visited site for N.Allcygw well local'olts 

1/10/2014 RR .I revicsccd case tile for poic ntinl well locations at situ iuchiding nurthcrn 
alley. 

1/22/21)14 'l'C' talked to A. Aclin i ant Work plan proposal 
1/21/2(114 TC I talked to Rovi A, about site condition and work plan 
I /24/201'1 WC 4 drnlled work plan approval 

I/24/20 14 (tit 4 reviewed work plat (1/21/14) 1'nr additìnnal gar ntonitoriug wells and 
historical site a+scssmcm OR 5/13) 

I/282(111 WC 3 draped work plan approval 
2/6/2014 IC 

I peeped work plat approval l'or nmiloul 
2/6/21)14 '1'C' I talked to A,Addii ab kt site visit for foltowhtg week 

hrrp: / /clailylogs.waterboards. cal .gov /site_enlployee reporLUSp 12/3/2014 



Site Detail Report Page 2 oi'4 

2/6/2019 RR reviewed case rile including 5 /13 asscssmenurport, Ibllow up to 
discussion ith A.Atlilli 

2/712014 TC 2 talked to A Adini and Rat ;bout she visit for' rollow'ino week 

2/11/2014 SI 3 wisilied site for gw well placenenl 
2/11/2014 RR 3 reviewed hlstulicll Me ill prep for site visit 

-Pohl Flours: 41 

't0Ilnrlt111n11 ZB4Í 
:A(;1'ÌA'1'1'Y DATE AC:TWIT); COUP. HOURS COMNII?NTS 

5/1/2(111 RR Itet icwed sedans does. from case file. Lied a neetinn with KL. 
Continued draft comment letter preparation. 

$/S /20Ì`I It jt 
1(1 

Reviewed various does, from case I1le, Ravi C:1 {led I0 discuss sÌ le status. 
Continued droll comment leitet' preparation. 

5/6/2014 RR g Reviewed various does. from ease file. Continued dud) comment letter 
preparation. 

5/7/2014 RR d 

Ravi called to schedule meeting on 5114/14, Dismiss with Art, he asked 
to schedule the meeting a tier 5/19/14 utter KL relents. Completed clralì 
cunmtenl letter prepaation and guzelo A for review. 

5/12/2(114 RR 2 

Reviewed the previous correspondence with the RP. Ravi called to give 
information and requested to schedule meeting on 5/15/14 and on 
5/22/14 with Sam. Checked with An, and Sam and confirmed meetings. 

5714/2014 RR 4 

not an email from And,, \Alai and San Nome loans as allachments. 
Downloaded maps and searched for historical photographs or me site un 
Internet. 

5Ì15I2014 

- - 

'tree 3.5 

Reviewed some does. rrol1í the elise t Ì1C liait rt heeling With Anti , Itidi, 
and Ark Prepared meeting notes and sett to Sans, Paula, An. and ICI.. 
And called am confirm coulpnrison or PCI: in \4 W -5 and ('asite wai Is to 
assess potential contributions Ilan FVP anti Paragon Cleaners site. 

.5/1 9/2014 RR 3 
Reviewed and analyzed various l'eporis to prepare for meeting with Sam. 
Art. and 1CI... 

5/20/201.1 'rc 6 
Reviewed and analyzed nu'ious dues. Had a meeting with KL. Had a pre - 

meeting with San, al, and KL. He suggested to have meeting with Ann 
Lin. Had a meeting with Attu tin. ;gal Ki.. to discuss PVI' site. 

5./212014 TO, í Partial!_' reviewed some does, and reviewed IEHHA's risk evtduutitn 
Memo. Had a pre -meeting with AI-I and KL. 

5122/2014 'I.C, 9 

Sent an email In KI. and Ali containing potential conditional NPR 
language Had a pre-meeting with Stun, Pala, Art, and Kh Partially 
reviewed some does. in ease tileto prepare thr meeting with FVP. Had a 

meeting with WI) representatives. Sant. Patna. Art. KL, 
6/7/2014. TC' S KI. gave comments on I VP 2/12/1,1 WP. Addressed Ilia cmnnteis. 
6ì5J2014 WC a Paula gave comments an F VP 2/12/14 \VI', Add ressed her comments. 

619/2014 \VC A 

Paula gave additional comments on draft letter 1hr PVI' 2/12/14 \\'P 
Addressed her comments. She asked to check with KI. KI. gave 
additional comments. aldressed his comments, 

6l12 /2014 Ì1'C I 
Paula gave additional continents on draft letter for FVP 2/12/14 WP, 
Addressed her comments. 

6726(2011 WC a 

I lad a meeting with Snnun, Paula, An.K L. and Frances (en phone. KI. 
arranged a caucus meeting with Ann Lin, .lcrr.ta discuss investigation for 
()NAI'i, proposed by \4Z. Revised drall letter and sent to KL. 

(5/30/2014 WC 
1 Frances called to discuss the draft PVI' letter. 

7/2/2011 WC 3 

KL asked to review and comment on 6ßO1(4 revised dralì hr from 
Frances. Reviewed and provided comments to KL at Frances's draft 
letter. 

7/9/2014 WC 1.5 Addressed All's comments on draft letter. 

7/14/2014 We Sant signed off on draft letter, Processed ltr Ihr case file. reading file and 
Sens 10 RP and cc list. 

7/15/2011 IC 0.5 Uploaded letter to CIenlracker. 
7:1672011 IC I Prepared cost fecoven ;eslhtullìou letter for P): 2014.2015. 
7/172014 IC I Updated comps ianco spreadsheet. 

7/30/2014 IC I Prepared GO limes for the period between April Ihrough .lnly20)4, 

Reviewed selected documents iron case life and dart lauded and 

http://clal i)'logs.\Vate1'hoal'C1S.ea.4oV/site_employee_ report,asp 12/3/2014 
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8/1312014 rare" 7 

,eriewed MIP operation and interpretation guidance (rout) USG'PA in 
response to phone inquiry ('rom Ittn'i about how I will inleiprei b41P chuta 
(roto vaMse cone and mturuled zone and prepared for meeting with Itnvi 
nod Rehm' and Ieh(Ornnks" bled the meeting. Prepared meeting notes. 

tu c i 1d To 
Frances called lu discuss meeting on 5113/14 sth Ravi of GeoSyntec, 
She asked to prepare n summary and send il to her. Preparee the Menlo 
and gave it I Jell' Brooks fur peer review, and then fimdlized, signed, and 
sent tu Frances. All, KI. and 1'R, vita entail, 

9.'4/2D l'1 we .- 

Per 1;.1,'s dirWliott, prcpmed Mall letter and gave Io K I, Ihr review. l -le 
gave several continents. Addressed his eulun11ents. Ile signet) oil'. Lest 
letter for AI Is review. Ravi called about IIIIGertuiitiI4 111 depbl to clay 
layer, Briefed Kl. abouti phone convemsiinn with Ravi. 

9/8/2014 \ \'C 3 

An gave seventh comments, I Ind a meeting with K I. tu discuss responses 
Io Art's eninti101113 mad recommendations. Adlll'c'sied Ant's comments, Ide 
signed MT. beta letter for Panda's review, 

9/1(,/2014 WC 2 Paula gave comments oui draft letter, addressed her comments. She asked 
to send the draft lu Frances lin' legal review. 

9/17/2(11=1 WC i 
Frances entailed ber continents and edits. Addressed her comments, and 
sit hmided to Art. Art gave some comments, addressed his comments. he 
signed off" tell the letter lier hurla. 

9115,2014 WO, 2 L'aura and Slot signed ofl'on mite letter. Processed and sent letter. 

929/2019 "area I 
Ami called to elm 1 teq tiirenteilts in 9/17/14 letter; Doe cd 
req unrelneuls. 

Total Hours: 134 
' 

.left Brooks 

ACTIVITY IL1'I'F: AC:'l'I\ITY CODE IIO1[112S CO \II\IEN'l'S 

R!I ìl2014 ADM 2,; Meeting with Al. Zaldi and site consultants - Ravi and Itchunt -to discuss 
DNAPL investigation upcmnign work 

8/19.'2014 IC 074 Internal consultation with b4. Zaidi regarding uncouth) gDNAI'I 
assessment wort al be Fountui wand yite site 

9/5/2014 IC: 0,5 Internal eonsulalion nboui upentmug MIT' work 111 the Sile n'nh A. Meath 

9/8/2014 IC 0.5 
Internal consulnuom with IC. Lee and M. Zndi about DNAPI- assessment 
at the she. 

Total flours: 4,15 

Nsva rigil Lee 

ACTIVITY DATE : \C;IIVITY C:ODG HOURS COMMENTS 

1/8/2014 IC' n Diseased with stafilregarding the proposed workptan status and OEI II IA 
Menlo review 

1/9/2014 IC Is Discussion with OEI-III,\ staff regarding her droll Memo 

1131201 =1 IC L: Reviewed stal'l's draft npprucol lot rho revised w orkplah al pro' a 
commented 

2ä(2014 IC 15 
Reviewed stall's revised draft for the work plan approval For the 
apartments. enmalented. 

2/6/2014 IC I 

Responded to start' regarding the DEIi14A memo final zinc by 2/07, and 
commented. 

2/11/2014 SI 2 Inspected site Iii' possible well relocations, with sin IT 

2118 /2014 TO I 
Communicated with Anti Mini regarding the well relocat ion, - Anti 
Aduni's entails on Feb. I I and Pe b. 13 

3/21/2014 IC d,? 
Prepared an infernal brief 1br the Further Revised Workplat analysis, 
including ORldl -IA memo and the Revised \Vorkplsa., and a xi:mug 
GeoTrseLer. 

3/28/2014 IC' I 
Discussed vvith Art regarding the call arrant Ravi and the further revised 
work plan teview 

4/17/201'1 IC Internal discussion with management regarding n drat) response to the 
Furtherr Revised Work flan 

'1/29/2(114 IC LS - 
Reviewed a response letter Cron a counsel Richard Montevideo, and 
reassign We case 

5/1/2014 1(.' I Discussed with newly assist Staff i'eguirtling his view on the well 
location and hislnl seal data 

http://clDilylogs.\watefhoafds,ca.gov/site_employee_raport.asp 1213/2014 
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520;2014 IC 3 

Participated in all internal melting with upper -management regarding Inc 
May 22 lnvethlg. discussed will' a la ITrcgarding his vieil on the well 
rdueniva 

$I 2212014 ,l.(, ,1 urning ilh Meeting tvidt represcmauves and management, and pre -t R 
Malt 

5/10/'01 10 2.. ter Conan nu¡calad with stab re tardil' g (trailing a response tot the fir' 
revised workplan. and edited it. 

G/0 /30Iá IC 15 Reviewed stall's revised dra0 response For the further revised work plan 
dated on 2/18112014. and commented 

6/11/2014 IC 2.5 Internal meeting: with tippet-management. prepared the meeting 
6/26/2014 IC 2 Internal meeting with state legal counsel and management 

72/2014 lc' Reviewed salts comments nn the final drat response to Further Revised 
Work Plan 

71512014 IC Responded to state legal counsel's questions nn clic final drttì response to 
Further Revised Work flan 

9/4/2014 IC 2.5 
Reviewed stal'l's initial drall fur a summary for the 8/13, 2014 meeting 
with Ravi Arufnnantlinm or Cleosynlee, discussed with stair and then 
reviewed stairs revised draft. 

Total How's: 39.5 

228.75 TOTAL HOURS 

http://dailylogs.waterboards.ea.goy/site_employee_report.asp 12/3/2014 



Exhibit "22" 



Water Boards 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

January 30, 2015 

Mr. Richard Montevideo 
Rutan & Tucker 
620 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties 
11356 Nutmeg Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

emaoun ,, nnn.n,.ül, 

.9 Rnn 0(YOG ri 
:xoarnnr r, r.Prnl, 

SUBJECT: REGIONAL BOARD RESPONSE TO OCTOBER 10, 2014 LETTER FROM 
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP CONTESTING SOIL AND GROUNDWATER 
INVESTIGATION TO CONFIRM THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE OF PCE 
SOURCE IN EASTERN PORTION OF FOUNTAIN VINE PLAZA SITE 

CASE /SITE: FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA, 1253 VINE STREET, HOLLYWOOD, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1196, SITE ID NO. 2040235) 

Dear Mr. Quathem and Mr. Montevideo: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles (Regional Board) has 
received and reviewed a letter dated October 10, 2014, prepared and submitted by Mr. Richard 
Montevideo on behalf of Mr, Carl Van Quathem of ALCA Properties requesting a no further 
action /closure (NFA /closure) letter for the entire Fountain Vine Plaza Site (Site). The October 
10, 2014 letter responded to our letter dated September 17, 2014 that requested that ALCA 
Properties conduct some additional sampling of soil and groundwater to confirm the presence or 
absence of tetrachloroethylene (PCE) in the eastern portion of the Site. 

Following are responses of the Regional Board staff to your October 10, 2014 letter: 
In your letter you discuss the efforts you have made to obtain an NFA /closure letter for the Site: 
The Regional Board staff agrees that you have been making such efforts. You have continued 
to state that you would only accept an NFA/closure letter for soil and groundwater. As the 
Regional Board staff has indicated in various meetings and communications with your attorney 
and consultants (Geosyntec and Ami Adini & Associates), the investigation work is necessary to 
confirm whether groundwater has been impacted by the discharge of chlorinated solvents 
during dry cleaner /gas station activities at your Site. 

In your letter you object to recent Regional Board invoices as excessive. We do not agree. We 
are a public agency that assigns staff to oversee sites and are required to recover the costs of 
such staff time, When staff leaves the agency it becomes necessary to assign new staff to the 
sites that person was assigned to oversee. The newly assigned staff must review the file to 
become familiar with the site. Some of the time spent by Mr. Zaidi was necessary to become 

CiII3&L1:0 útapP!ì^A, UmSlft 
1 SAMUEL UNpE% ELfoUrNE oPrIGEfA ._.... ... . .. . _.,.._.. ......._..._._ .. .....___. ._....,_.___.... 

320 Wesl 4th St., Suite 200, Los AnOeloc, CA 90019 I v:wr..wnlorbnartlo nn pov/losnn9olac 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties 

- 2 - January 30, 2015 

familiar with the Site, but much of it was necessary to prepare and participate in meetings with 
you and your representatives, to review many files and reports, to internally discuss the site with 
management, and to prepare responses. We understand that billing for the time needed for 
newly assigned staff to become familiar with a site could be perceived as unfair, But we do not 
agree that all that time or the time necessary to address your concerns was excessive. It is the 
Regional Board's responsibility to review and analyze all the available information and data for a 
site and its surroundings to assure protection of water quality and to prevent nuisance and must 
continue to do so even if staff leaves the agency. We are willing to review the time spent for 
staff to become familiar with the case and discuss whether it is appropriate to delete some of 
the charges. We are not willing, however, to delete the charges for time staff has been required 
to spend to address the recent issues. That time would be the same whether a new staff person 
was assigned or not. Those activities are subject to cost recovery and we expect payment for 
staff's time. We can provide you with daily logs that document the details of staff's activities. 

In your letter you also express concerns that staff has inappropriately changed its views 
regarding the Site. Again, we do not agree. Staff has not changed views regarding the Site. 
The staff, including management, has been consistent in its agreement to issue an NFA letter 
for the soil at the Site, but the Regional Board has not agreed to issue an NFA for groundwater. 
When you requested an NFA letter for groundwater, it became necessary to further evaluate the 
Site to determine if an NFA letter for groundwater is appropriate. The Regional Board staff has 
spent many hours, as you have noted, reviewing the files and working with your consultants to 
determine the best course of action for the Site. Rather than a full -scale groundwater 
monitoring and assessment program, the staff has agreed at this time to a limited number of 
wells and sampling events to simply confirm whether the Site is a source of discharges of 
chlorinated solvents, primarily PCE, to the groundwater. The Site reportedly addressed at 
1267 -1269 Vine Street was the location of a dry cleaner that operated from 1955 through 1970, 
and a gas station from 1925 to 1928. In our experience, dry cleaners are well known for 
causing impacts to soil and groundwater. Given the Regional Board's responsibilities to protect 
water quality and prevent nuisance, including public health, it is necessary to require you to 
collect adequate information to assure that your Site has not polluted the groundwater. We urge 
you to complete the tasks as outlined in our letter of September 17, 2014. 

We disagree with your statement that the letter of September 17, 2014 did not address how staff 
would deal with the information you collect. In that letter, we agreed to review and evaluate the 
requested information and other information for the Site and the neighboring site and consider 
at that time whether it is appropriate to issue an NFA /closure letter for the soil and groundwater 
at the Site. Given our responsibilities, we cannot agree in advance of what that determination 
will be, as you have requested. The detections of PCE in soil samples collected from 5 and /or 
10 feet below ground surface (bgs) in 2005 borings AEI -84, AEI -B3, AEI -B10, and AEI -B11 in 
the eastern portion of the site, as well as the occurrence of groundwater PCE hot spots 
centered at boring AEI -B3 (PCE 4,730 ug /L at 30 feet in July 2006) and centered at boring B32 
(PCE 7,790 ug /L in April 2013), indicate the potential presence of dense non -aqueous phase 
liquid (DNAPL) in the saturated zone in the eastern portion of the Fountain Vine Plaza site, 
which must be confirmed by the investigation requested in our September 17, 2014 letter. 

We also understand your concern regarding the neighboring Paragon site. The information in 
the file does not confirm that Paragon is the only source of groundwater impacts, but we agree 
that it is likely a significant source. We are pursuing actions by the responsible parties for the 
Paragon site to conduct the necessary actions to address the groundwater impacts. 



Mr. Carl Van Quathem 
ALCA Properties 

- 3 - January 30, 2015 

We would like to thank you for the work you have completed related to the site assessment, 
We continue to be available to discuss the Site and to reach agreement on how to move 
forward. If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact the project manager 
Mr. Mohammad Zaidi at (213) 576 -6732, mzaidiAwaterboards.ca.00v or Dr, Kwang -il Lee at 
(213) 576 -6734 or klee(a waterboards.ca.00v. 

Sincerely, 

0 
Samuel Unger, P.EY 
Executive Officer 

Mr, Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates (amiaAamiadini.com) 
Mr, Richard Montevideo, Rutan & Tucker, LLP (Montevideo(arutan.com) 
Mr. Ravi Arulanantham, Geosyntec 
Mr. Syed Rehan 
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

January 22, 2015 

Ms. Varty Mazlemian 
Paragon Cleaners 
1 310 Vine Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90028 

CERTIFIED 'MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
CLAIM NO. 7012'3460 0002 9486 4138 

SUBJECT: DRAFT CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4 -20tX -XXX 

SITE: PARAGON CLEANERS, 1310 VINE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CA (SITE 
CLEANUP PROGRAM NO. 1186, SITE ID NO. 2040215) 

Dear Ms. Mazlemian: 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is the 
public agency with primary responsibility for the protection of ground water and surface: water 
quality for all beneficial uses within major portions of Los Angeles County and VenturaaCounty. The 
above -referenced site is situated within the jurisdiction of the Regional Board. 

Enclosed please find draft Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4 -201 X -XXX (Draft CAO), directing 
you to assess, monitor, and cleanup and abate wastes including volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 
that have been discharged to soil and groundwater at 1310 Vine Street, Los Angeles, California. 

You are hereby invited to submit written comments and /or evidence regarding this Draft CAO. 
Written submissions pertaining to this Draft CAO must be received by the Regional Board 
staff no later than 5:00 p.m. on February 23, 2015. Thereafter, staff will prepare a response to 
comments, recommend appropriate modifications to the Draft CAO, and submit the materials to the 
Executive Officer of this Regional Board for his consideration, Oral hearings are rarely convened to 
consider CAOs. Therefore, please ensure that all evidence and comments that you wish staff and /or 
the Executive Officer to consider are included in your timely submittal, 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Jeff Brooks at (213) 620- 
6070 (or ieff.brooks(i)waterhoards.ca.ov) or Dr. Kwang Lee át (213) 576 -6734 (or 
klee @waterboa rds.ca.gov). 

Sincerely, 

r 

Paula Rasm ssen 

Assistant Executive Officer 

Enclosure: Draft CAO R4- 201X -XXX 

v m(C7..r+, ,.wr.i Su.11¢1. UucP;(11 I:aü13NC nrht!.1 
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Paragon Cleaners - 2 - SCP No: 1186 
Page 2 January 22, 2015 

Electronic copy: 
Ms. Taline Mazlemian, Paragon Cleaners (talinem @mac.com) 
Mr. Richard Montevideo, Rutan &Tucker, LLP (rmontevideo @rutan.com) 
Mr, Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Ltd. (cvq.cei @gmail.com 
Mr. Ravi Arulanantham, Geosyntec Consultants (rarulanantham a geosyntec.com) 
Mr. Ami Adini, Ami Adini and Associates, Inc. (amia @amiadini,com) 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

LOS ANGELES REGION 

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4 -201X -XXX 
REQUIRING 

MS. VARTY MAZLEMIAN 

TO ASSESS, CLEANUP, AND ABATE 
WASTE DISCHARGED TO WATERS OF THE STATE 

(PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATE.RCODE ?SECTION 13304) 

AT THE PARAGONCLEANERS FACILÏTY. 
1310 VINE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNI'A,90028 

(SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM N6.4186 AND SITE ID No. ,'2040215) 

This Cleanup and Abatement Order. NO. .:R4,r201X -XXX (Order) is issued to Ms. Varty 
Mazlemian based on provisions of California Water Code ((WC) sections 13304 and 13267, 
which authorize the Regional, Water Quality Control. Board, Los- Angeles Region (Regional 

fiS9 Board) to issue a Cleanup and Abatement Order and require the submittal of technical and 
h 

monitoring reports. 

The Regioná Btiard.finds 

BACKGROUND 

1. Discharger: Ms. Varty Mazlemian (hereinafter referred to as Discharger) is a Responsible 
Party (RP) duéto her: (a) ownership of the property located at 1310 Vine Street, Los Angeles, 
California (Site)' and (b) priol operation of a dry cleaning facility at the Site that resulted in 
the discharge of 'f wastes;: 'including volatile organic compounds (VOCs), such as 
tetrachloroethene (PCË);;;t`ó'the environment. 

As detailed in this Order, the Discharger has caused or permitted waste to be discharged or 
deposited where it is, or probably will be discharged into the waters of the state which creates, 
or threatens to create, a condition of pollution or nuisance. 

2. Location: The Site is located at 1310 Vine Street, Los Angeles, California (Assessor's Parcel 
Number [APN] 5546- 020 -013). Attachment A, Figure I, Site Vicinity Map, attached hereto 
and incorporated herein by reference, depicts the location of the Site. Additionally, Figure 2, 
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Site Layout, of Attachment A, also attached hereto and incorporated herein, depicts historical 
and current site features. 

The Site contains a small paved parking lot and a commercial building, and is located at the 
northeastern corner of the intersection of Vine Street and Fountain Avenue. The adjacent 
property to the east is occupied by a residential building, and the adjacent property to the 
north contains a commercial building. Commercial buildings reside across Vine Street to the 
west of the site, and commercial buildings reside across Fountain Avenue to the south of the 
site. 

3. Groundwater Basin: The Site is located in the Hollywood Groundwater Subbasin within the 
Los Angeles Groundwater Basin of the Los Angeles Coastal Plain of Los Angeles County. 
As set forth in the Water Quality Control Plan - Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan), which was 
adopted on June 13, 1994, the Regional Board has designated beneficial uses for 
groundwater among which include Municipal and Domestic drinking water supplies (MUN) 
in the Hollywood Subbasin and has established water quality objectives for the protection of 
these beneficial uses. 

SITE HISTORY 

4. Site Description and Activities: The Site is an approximately 0.27 -acre property owned by 
Ms. Varty Mazlemian. 

A dry cleaners facility has occupied the Site for approximately 53 years, and is currently in 

operation. 

From 1961 to 2006, dry cleaning operations with the use of PCE were conducted at the Site. 
The usage of PCE in dry cleaning operations was halted in 2007. The dry cleaning machine 
is located in the northeastern quadrant of the existing site commercial building. Dry cleaning 
chemicals were also stored in the northeastern quadrant of the existing commercial building. 

5. Chemical Usage and Storage: Based on technical reports and other records available in the 
Regional Board's files for the Site: 

a. The dry cleaning facility has stored and used PCE at the site. 

EVIDENCE OF WASTE DISCHARGE AND BASIS FOR SECTION 13304 ORDER 

6. Waste Discharges: Site investigations conducted at the Site since 2005 indicate waste 
discharges to soil and groundwater have occurred at the Site. The Site investigations 
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involved soil borings for soil and soil gas sampling and groundwater monitoring well 
installations for groundwater sampling and monitoring. 

In 2005, limited environmental assessment activities were conducted at the Site. PCE was 
detected in soil (soil boring B -2, 5 feet below the ground surface [bgs]) at a maximum 
concentration of 744 micrograms per kilogram jpg /kg]). 

In 2008, additional environmental assessment activities were conducted at the site. PCE was 
detected above the California Human Health Screening Levels (CHHSLs) at a maximum 
concentration of 2,600 micrograms per liter (pg/L) in soil vapor in vapor probe SG -2 (sub - 
slab); and PCE was detected at a maximum concentration of 567 pg /kg in soil (soil boring 
W -2, at 25 feet bgs). PCE was detected above the Division of Drinking Water of the State 
Water Resources Control Board (hereafter the State Water Resources Control Board is 
referred to as the State Water Board) maximum contaminant level (MCL, 5 pg /L) at a 
maximum concentration of 2,400 pg /L in groundwater monitoring well W -2. 

During 2009 groundwater monitoring activities PCE was detected in site groundwater at a 
maximum concentration of 10,800 pg /L (well W -2). 

7. Source Elimination and Remediation Status: The following source removal activities have 
been completed at the Site: 

a. In 2006, the usage of PCE in dry cleaning operations was reported to have ceased at the 
site. 

b. Based on records in the Regional Board files, the Site has not been remediated. 

8. Summary of Findings from Subsurface Investigations 

The Regional Board has reviewed and evaluated the technical reports and records pertaining 
to the discharge, detection, and distribution of wastes at the Site and the Site vicinity. 
Elevated levels of VOCs including PCE have been detected in soil, soil vapor and 
groundwater beneath the Site. 

a. Waste constituents were detected in the soil in source areas at the Site, indicating 
historical discharges have occurred onsite. 

b. PCE was detected in the soil near the former dry cleaning machine and drum storage 
areas. The maximum concentration of PCE detected in the soil was 744 pg /kg at boring 
(B -2), near the former dry cleaning machine. The concentrations of PCE in the soil 
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matrix (maximum of 744 .tg /kg) exceed the Regional Board's soil screening levels (SSLs, 
from the Regional Board 1996 Interim Site Assessment Guidebook) for the soil type 
beneath the Site, posing a threat to groundwater quality. 

c. The maximum soil vapor PCE concentration of 2,600 pg /L was detected in the sub -slab 
soil vapor sample collected at SG -2, located inside the dry cleaner building. The 
concentrations of PCE in soil vapor at the site exceed the commercial /industrial CHHSL 
(0.60 pg /L for sites without engineered fill below sub -slab gravel) by several orders of 
magnitude. 

d. The maximum concentration of PCE detected in the groundwater beneath the Site is 
10,800 µg /L. The concentrations of PCE in the groundwater at the site exceed the 
Division of Drinking Water of the State Water Board MCL of 5 pg/L for PCE by up to 
several orders of magnitude. 

9. Regulatory Status: 

a. The Regional Board issued an investigative order pursuant to the CWC section 13267 on 
March 27, 2008 directing the Discharger to submit a technical report that describes 
activities completed to adequately assesses the Site, including required complete 
delineation of the vertical and lateral extent of the wastes. The Discharger was required 
to submit the technical report by December 5, 2008. The Regional Board received the 
required technical report on December 5, 2008, but the Site was not fully assessed. 

b. The Regional Board issued a second investigative order pursuant to CWC section 13267 
on January 30, 2009 directing the Discharger to implement a quarterly groundwater 
monitoring program. The Discharger was required to submit quarterly groundwater 
monitoring reports, fifteen days after the end of each quarter, with the first report due on 
April 15, 2009. However, the Discharger requested an extension, which the Regional 
Board approved on April 14, 2009, and the first report deadline was extended to July 15, 
2009. The Discharger submitted a groundwater monitoring report to the Regional Board 
on July 9, 2009, The last groundwater monitoring report submitted by the Discharger to 
the Regional Board was on October 15, 2009. Additional reports have not been 
submitted by the Discharger to the Regional Board since October 2009. On November 
30, 2009, the Discharger informed the Regional Board that due to financial hardships, 
monitoring and remediation could not continue at the Site. 

c. The Regional Board issued a Requirement for Submission of Financial Data on 
December 17, 2009, requiring the submittal of financial documents by January 29, 2010. 
The Regional Board received the required financial documents on January 29, 2010. On 
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December 26, 2013, the Regional Board again requested the Discharger to submit 
financial information for a financial hardship claim made by the Discharger in 2013. The 
Regional Board has received the requested financial documents. The requested financial 
documents were sent to the State Water Board for review, 

10. Impairment of Drinking Water Wells: The Regional Board has the authority to require the 
Discharger and other dischargers to pay for or provide uninterrupted replacement water 
service to each affected public water supplier or private well owner in accordance with CWC 
Section 13304. 

11. Sources of Information: The sources for the evidence summarized above include but are 
not limited to: reports and other documentation in Regional Board files, telephone calls and 
e -mail communication with responsible parties, their attorneys and consultants, and site visits. 

AUTHORITY - LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 

12. Section 13304(a) of the Water Code provides that: 

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

cleanup and abatement order issued by the state board or a regional board may require the 
provision of or payment for, uninterrupted replacement water service, which may include 
wellhead treatment, to each affected public water supplier or private well owner. Upon 
failure of any person to comply with the cleanup or abatement order, the Attorney General, 
at the request of the board, shall petition the superior court for that county for the issuance 
of an injunction requiring the person to comply with the order. In the suit, the court shall 
have jurisdiction to grant a prohibitory or mandatory injunction, either preliminary or 
permanent, as the facts may warrant." 

13. Section 13304(c)(1) of the California Water Code provides that: 

"... the person or persons who discharged the waste, discharges the waste, or threatened to 
cause or permit the discharge of the waste within the meaning of subdivision (a), are liable 
to that government agency to the extent of the reasonable costs actually incurred in cleaning 
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up the waste, abating the effects of the waste, supervising cleanup or abatement activities, or 
taking other remedial actions... " 

14. Section 13267(6)(1) of the California Water Code provides that: 

"In conducting an investigation..., the regional board may require that any person who has 
discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged or, discharging, or who 
proposes to discharge waste within its region ...shall furnish, under penalty of perjury, 
technical or monitoring program reports which the regional board requires. 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 reports. In requiring those reports, the 
regional board shall provide the person with a written explanation with regard to the need 
for the reports, and shall identify the evidence that supports requiring that person to provide 
the reports." 

15. Public Participation: The Regional Board may require the Discharger to submit a Public 
Participation Plan or engage in other activities to disseminate information and gather 
community input regarding the site, as authorized by CWC Sections 13307.1, 13307.5, and 
13307.6. 

16. The State Water Board has adopted Resolution No. 92 -49, the Policies and Procedures for 
Investigation and Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges Under Water Code Section 13304. 
This Policy sets forth the policies and procedures to be used during an investigation or 
cleanup of a polluted site and requires that cleanup levels be consistent with State Water 
Board Resolution 68 -16, the Statement of Policy With Respect to Maintaining High Quality 
of Waters in California. Resolution 92 -49 and the Basin Plan establish the cleanup levels to 
be achieved. Resolution 92 -49 requires the waste to be cleaned up to background, or if that 
is not reasonable, to an alternative level that is the most stringent level that is economically 
and technologically feasible in accordance with Title 23, California Code of Regulations 
(CCR) Section 2550.4. Any alternative cleanup level to background must (1) be consistent 
with the maximum benefit to the people of the state; (2) not unreasonably affect present and 
anticipated beneficial use of such water; and (3) not result in water quality less than that 
prescribed in the Basin Plan and applicable Water Quality Control Plans and Policies of the 
State Water Board. 

17, The Regional Board adopted the Water Quality Control Plan - Los Angeles Region (Basin 
Plan) identifies beneficial uses and establishes water quality objectives to protect those uses. 
The Site overlies groundwater within the Hollywood Subbasin. The beneficial uses of the 
groundwater beneath the Site are municipal (MUN), industrial service supply (IND), 
industrial process supply (PROC), and agricultural supply (AGR). Water quality objectives 
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that apply to the groundwater at the Site include the state MCLs. The MCL for PCE is 5 

sg /L. The concentrations of PCE in groundwater at the Site exceed the water quality 
objectives for the wastes. The exceedance of applicable water quality objectives in the Basin 
Plan constitutes pollution as defined in Water Code section 13050(1)(1). The wastes 
detected in groundwater, soil, and soil vapor at the Site have caused and threaten to continue 
to cause pollution, including contamination, and nuisance at and adjacent to the site. 

DISCHARGER LIABILITY 

18. PCE and other constituents discharged at the Site constitute "waste" as defined in Water 
Code section 13050(d). 

19. As described in Findings of this Order, the Discharger is subject to an order pursuant to 
Water Code section 13304 because the Discharger has caused or permitted waste to be 
discharged or deposited where it has discharged to waters of the state and has created, and 
continues to threaten to create, a condition of pollution or nuisance. The condition of 
pollution is a priority violation and issuance or adoption of a cleanup or abatement order 
pursuant to Water Code Section 13304 is appropriate and consistent with policies of the 
Regional Board. 

20. Due to the activities described in this Order, the Discharger has caused or permitted wastes, 
including VOCs, particularly PCE, to be discharged or deposited where the wastes are, or 
probably will be discharged into the waters of the state which creates a condition of pollution 
or nuisance. The Discharger has caused or permitted VOCs, particularly PCE, to be 
discharged or deposited where the wastes are or probably will pose a potential human health 
threat to site workers through direct contact exposure to contaminated soil and /or 
groundwater or through vapor intrusion into indoor air. The Discharger, as the owner of a 
property and operator of a historical facility on the property, is responsible for complying 
with this Order. 

21. This Order requires investigation and cleanup of the Site in compliance with the Porter - 
Cologne Water Quality Control Act (CWC § §13000 et seq.), the applicable Basin Plan, State 
Water Board Resolution 92 -49, and other applicable plans, policies, and regulations. 

22. As described in Findings in this Order, the Discharger is subject to an order pursuant to CWC 
section 13267 to submit technical reports because existing data and information about the 
Site indicate that waste has been discharged, is discharging, or is suspected of discharging, at 
the property, which is or was owned and /or operated by the Discharger named in this Order, 
its agents, successors, and assigns. The technical reports required by this Order are necessary 
to assure compliance with Section 13304 of the Water Code, including to adequately 
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investigate and cleanup the Site to protect the beneficial uses of waters of the state, to protect 
against nuisance, and to protect human health and the environment. 

CONCLUSIONS 

23. The Regional Board is declining to name additional potentially responsible parties (PRPs) for 
the Site in this Order at this time. Substantial evidence indicates that the Discharger caused 
or permitted waste to be discharged into waters of the state and is therefore appropriately 
named as a responsible party in this Order. The Regional Board will continue to investigate 
whether additional PRPs caused or permitted the discharge of waste at the Site and whether 
these or other parties should be named as additional responsible parties to this Order. The 
Regional Board may amend this Order or issue a separate order or orders in the future as a 
result of this investigation and as more information becomes available. Although 
investigation concerning additional PRPs is ongoing, the Regional Board desires to issue this 
Order as waiting will only delay remediation of the Site. 

24. Issuance of this Order is being taken for the protection of the environment and as such is 

exempt from provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pubic 
Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) in accordance with California Code of Regulations, 
Title 14, sections 15061(b)(3), 15306, 15307, 15308, and 15321. This Order generally 
requires the Discharger to submit plans for approval prior to implementation of cleanup 
activities at the Site. Mere submittal of plans is exempt from CEQA as submittal will not 
cause a direct or indirect physical change in the environment and /or is an activity that cannot 
possibly have a significant effect on the environment. CEQA review at this time would be 
premature and speculative, as there is simply not enough information concerning the 
Discharger's proposed remedial activities and possible associated environmental impacts. If 
the Regional Board determines that implementation of any plan required by this Order will 
have a significant effect on the environment, the Regional Board will conduct the necessary 
and appropriate environmental review prior to Executive Officer's approval of the applicable 
plan. 

25. It is the policy of the State of California that every human being has the right to safe, clean, 
affordable, and accessible water adequate for human consumption, cooking, and sanitary 
purposes. This order promotes that policy by requiring dischargers to clean up the 
groundwater to meet drinking water standards. 
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26. Pursuant to Water Code section 13304, the Regional Board may seek reimbursement for all 
reasonable costs to oversee cleanup of such waste, abatement of the effects thereof, or other 
remedial action. 

27. Any person aggrieved by this action of the Regional Board may petition the State Water 
Board to review the action in accordance with Water Code section 13320 and California 
Code of Régulations, Title 23, sections 2050 and following. The State Water Board must 
receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 30 days after the date of this Order, except that if the 
thirtieth day following the date of this Order falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or state holiday, the 
petition must be received by the State Water Board by 5:00 p.m. on the next business day. 
Copies of the law and regulations applicable to filing petitions may be found on the Internet 
at: 

http : / /www.waterboards.ca.gov /publ ic_notices /petitions /water_quality 

or will be provided upon request. 

REQUIRE]) ACTIONS 

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to section 13304 and 13267 of the 
CWC, that the Discharger shall investigate, cleanup the waste and abate the effects of waste 
forthwith discharging at and from 1310 Vine Street, Los Angeles, California. "Forthwith" means 
as soon as reasonably possible, but in any event no later than the compliance dates within the 
time schedule listed in Attachment B attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, 
which may be revised by the Executive Officer without revising this Order. More specifically, 
the Discharger shall: 

1. Develop and Submit a Site Assessment Work Plan to Assess, Characterize and 
Delineate the Extent of Wastes in Soil, Soil Gas, and Groundwater, including a 
Preliminary Human Health Risk Assessment: 

a. Fully assess and characterize and completely delineate the vertical and horizontal extent 
of wastes onsite and offsite in the soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater, including 
VOCs, such as PCE, and any other waste constituents from the Site. 

b. Install additional groundwater monitoring wells downgradient to the source areas at the 
Site to define the leading edge of the VOC plume(s). 

c. Conduct a preliminary human health risk assessment for onsite and offsite 
contaminations. 
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d. Include a time schedule for implementation of the Site Assessment Work Plan within the 

Plan. 

e. Upon Executive Officer approval of the Site Assessment Work Plan(s), implement the 
Work Plan(s) in accordance with the approved time schedule. 

f. Completion of the site assessment may require multiple work plans. 

g. All groundwater assessment/investigation reports shall include summary tables and iso- 

concentration maps (including cross -section[s] with soil lithology and plan view) at the 
least for primary waste constituents where there are sufficient data points for the 
investigated area(s). 

2. Develop and Submit a Conceptual Site Model: The Conceptual Site Model (CSM) should 
include a written presentation with graphic illustrations of discharge scenario, geology and 
hydrogeology, waste fate and transport in soil matrix, soil gas and groundwater, distribution 
of wastes, exposure pathways, sensitive receptors and other relevant information. The CSM 
shall be constructed based upon actual data collected from the Site. 

The CSM shall include the results of a preliminary human health risk assessment (HI-IRA), 
considering all waste constituents in the soil matrix, soil gas and groundwater, all exposure 
pathways and sensitive receptors. The CSM shall be updated and submitted upon request by 
the Regional Board as new information becomes available. 

If interpretation of the CSM suggests that assessment, characterization and delineation of 
waste constituents is incomplete, you shall prepare and submit a work plan to complete 
assessment and characterization of VOCs and other potential waste constituents in soil vapor, 
soil matrix and groundwater and to fully delineate the vertical and lateral extent of wastes in 

the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater onsite and offsite, 

3. Conduct Remedial Action: Implement a cleanup and abatement program for the cleanup of 
wastes in the soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater and the abatement of the effects of the 
discharges of waste on beneficial uses of water. Specifically, you shall: 

A. Develop an Interim Remedial Action Plan (TRAP) and a comprehensive Remedial Action 
Plan (RAP) for cleanup of wastes in the soil matrix, soil vapor and groundwater 
originating from the Site and submit it for Regional Board review and approval. The 
TRAP and comprehensive RAPs shall include, at a minimum: 
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Preliminary cleanup goals for soil and groundwater in compliance with State Water 
Board Resolution 92 -49 ( "Policies and Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup and 
Abatement of Discharges Under Water Code Section 13304 "). Resolution 92 -49, 
Section I1I.G. requires cleanup to background, unless that is not reasonable. 
Alternative cleanup levels to background must comply with California Code of 
Regulations, Title 23, sections 2550.4, and be consistent with maximum benefit to the 
people of the state, protect beneficial uses, and result in compliance with the Basin 
Plan. Alternative cleanup levels for groundwater shall not exceed water quality 
objectives in the Basin Plan, including California's MCLs and Notification Levels for 
drinking water as established by the Division of Drinking Water of the State Water 
Board. Alternative cleanup levels for soil and soil vapor shall not exceed levels that 
will result in groundwater exceeding water quality objectives in the Basin Plan, 
including California's MCLs and Notification Levels for drinking water as 
established by the Division of Drinking Water of the State Water Board. 

ii. Discussion of the technology(ies) proposed for remediation of soil matrix, soil vapor 
and groundwater. 

Hi. Description of the selection criteria for choosing the proposed method over other 
potential remedial options. Discuss the technical merit, suitability of the selected 
method under the given site conditions and waste constituents present, economic and 
temporal feasibility, and immediate and /or future beneficial results. 

iv. Estimation of cumulative mass of wastes to be removed with the selected method. 
Include all calculations and methodology used to obtain this estimate. 

v. A proposed time schedule for completion of the 1RAP and RAP. 

The following information shall be considered when establishing preliminary cleanup 
goals: 

a. Soil cleanup levels for VOCs set forth in the Regional Board's Interim Site 
Assessment and Cleanup Guidebook, May 1996. 

b. Human health protection levels set forth in the current United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) Region IX's Regional Screening Levels (RSLs). 

c. Protection from vapor intrusion and protection of indoor air quality based on the 
California EPA's 2010 (or later version) California Human Health Screening Levels 
(CI- IHSLS). Soil vapor sampling requirements are stated in the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) and Regional Board 2012 Advisory - Active Soil Gas 
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Investigations, and the DTSC 2011 (or latest version[s]) Guidance for the Evaluation 
and Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air. 

Revisions to or additional IRAPs and /or RAPs may be needed if the implemented 
remedial measure(s) does not completely achieve all Site cleanup goals. 

13. Upon Regional Board 'approval of the IRAP and comprehensive RAP, you shall 
implement the IRAP and RAP in accordance with the approved time schedule. 

C. You shall submit quarterly remediation progress reports to this Regional Board as set 
forth in the Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment C). The quarterly 
remediation progress reports shall document all performance data associated with the 
operating systems. 

D. Upon completion of implementation of the IRAP(s) or RAP(s) or reaching the limits of 
approved remedial actions, submit Remedial Action Confirmation Work Plans/Reports or 
a Remediation Completion Report according to the schedule specified by the Executive 
Officer. 

4. Conduct Groundwater Monitoring: Implement a quarterly groundwater monitoring 
program as set forth in the Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment C). The first 
quarterly groundwater monitoring report shall be due by July 15, 2015. 

5. Time Schedule: The Discharger shall submit all required work plans and reports and 
complete work within the 'time schedule listed in Attachment 13 attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference, which may be revised by the Executive Officer without 
revising this Order. 

6. The Regional Board's authorized representative(s) shall be allowed: 

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

b. Access to copy any records that are stored under the conditions of this Order; 
c. Access to inspect any facility, equipment (including monitoring and control equipment), 

practices, or operations regulated or required under this Order; and 
d. The right to photograph, sample, and monitor the Site for the purpose of ensuring 

compliance with this Order, or as otherwise authorized by the California Water Code. 

7. Contractor /Consultant Qualification: As required by the California Business and 
Professions Code Sections 6735, 7835, and 7835.1, all reports shall be prepared by, or under 
the supervision of a California registered professional engineer or geologist and signed by 
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the registered professional. All technical reports submitted by the Discharger shall include a 
statement signed by the authorized representative certifying under penalty of law that the 
representative has examined and is familiar with the report and that to his knowledge, the 
report is true, complete, and accurate. All technical documents shall be signed by and 
stamped with the seal of the above -mentioned qualified professionals that reflects a license 
expiration date. 

8. This Order is not intended to permit or allow the Discharger to cease any work required by 
any other Order issued by the Regional Board, nor shall it be used as' a reason to stop or 
redirect any investigation or cleanup or remediation programs ordered by the Regional Board 
or any other agency. Furthermore, this Order does not exempt the Discharger from 
compliance with any other laws, regulations, or ordinances which may be applicable, nor 
does it legalize these waste treatment and disposal facilities, and it leaves unaffected any 
further restrictions on those facilities which may be contained in other statutes or required by 
other agencies. 

9. The Discharger shall submit a 30 -day advance notice to the Regional Board of any planned 
changes in name, ownership, or control of the Site and shall provide a 30 -day advance notice 
of any planned physical changes to the Site that may affect compliance with this Order. In 
the event of a change in ownership or operator, the Discharger also shall provide a 30 -day 
advance notice, by letter, to the succeeding owner /operator of the existence of this Order, and 
shall submit a copy of this advance notice to the Regional Board, 

10. Abandonment of any groundwater well(s) at the Site must be approved by and reported to the 
Executive Officer at least 30 days in advance. Any groundwater wells removed must be 
replaced within a reasonable time, at a location approved by the Executive Officer. With 
written justification, the Executive Officer may approve the abandonment of groundwater 
wells without replacement. When a well is removed, all work shall be completed in 
accordance with California Department of Water Resources Bulletin 74 -90, "California Well 
Standards," Monitoring Well Standards Chapter, Part III, Sections 16 -19. 

11. In the event compliance cannot be achieved within the terms of this Order, the Discharger 
has the opportunity to request, in writing, an extension of the time specified. The extension 
request shall include an explanation why the specified date could not or will not be met and 
justification for the requested period of extension. Any extension request shall be submitted 
as soon as the situation is recognized and no later than the compliance date. Extension 
requests not approved in writing with reference to this Order are denied. 

12. Reference herein to determinations and considerations to be made by the Regional Board 
regarding the terms of the Order shall be made by the Executive Officer. Decisions and 
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directives made by the Executive Officer in regards to this Order shall be as if made by the 
Regional Board. 

13. The Regional Board, through its Executive Officer, may revise this Order as additional 
information becomes available. Upon request by the Discharger, and for good cause shown, 
the Executive Officer may defer, delete or extend the date of compliance for any action 
required of the Discharger under this Order. The authority of the Regional Board, as 

contained in the California Water Code, to order investigation and cleanup, in addition to that 
described herein, is in no way limited by this Order. 

14. Continue any remediation or monitoring activities until such time as the Executive Officer 
determines that sufficient cleanup has been accomplished and this Order has been rescinded. 

15. Reimburse the Regional Board for reasonable costs associated with oversight of the 
investigation and cleanup of the Site soils and groundwater emanating from the Site. Provide 
the Regional Board with the name or names and contact information for the person to be 

provided billing statements from the State Water Resources Control Board. 

16. A Public Participation Plan shall be prepared and submitted according to the schedule 
specified in Attachment B and /or updated when directed by the Executive Officer as 
necessary to reflect the degree of public interest in the investigation and cleanup process. 

17. The Regional Board, under the authority given by CWC section 13267(6)(1), requires you to 
include a perjury statement in all reports submitted under this Order. The perjury statement 
shall be signed by a senior authorized representative (not by a consultant). The perjury 
statement shall be in the following format: 

"I, [NAME], certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were 
prepared by me, or under my direction or supervision, in accordance with a system designed 
to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. 
Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons 
directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of 
my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment 
for knowing violations." 

18. The State Water Board adopted regulations requiring the electronic submittals of information 
over the internet using the State Water Board GeoTracker data management system. You are 
required to comply by uploading all reports and correspondence on to the GeoTracker data 
management system. The text of the regulations can be found at the URL: 
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http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronie_submittal 

19. Failure to comply with the terms or conditions of this Order may result in imposition of civil 
liabilities, imposed either administratively by the Regional Board or judicially by the 
Superior Court in accordance with sections 13268, 13304, 13308, and /or 13350 of the 
California Water Code, and /or referral to the Attorney General of the State of California. 

20. None of the obligations imposed by this Order on the Discharger are intended to constitute a 
debt, damage claim, penalty or other civil action which should be limited or discharged in a 

bankruptcy proceeding. All obligations are imposed pursuant to the police powers of the 
State of California intended to protect the public health, safety, welfare, and environment. 

Ordered by: Date: 
Samuel Unger, P.E. 
Executive Officer 
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ATTACHMENT A (MAPS) 

FIGURE 1: SITE VICINITY MAP 
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FIGURE 2: SITE LAYOUT 
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ATTACHMENT B: TIME SCHEDULE 
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DIRECTIVE DUE DATE 

1. 

la 

lb 

Complete Assessment and Delineation of Waste 
Discharge: 

Prepare and submit a Site Assessment and Preliminary 
Human Health Risk Assessment Work plan including a 

schedule for fully assessing and completing delineation of 
the horizontal and vertical extent of wastes, including 
VOCs and other waste constituents in the soil matrix, soil 
vapor, and groundwater onsite and offsite. 

Implement the Site Assessment Work Plan according to the 
approved schedule. 

Upon completion of implementation of the approved Site 
Assessment Work plan, submit a Site Assessment Report. 

May 15, 2015 

According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 

According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 

Multiple Site Assessment Work Plans may be required to 
complete assessment of and fully delineate waste discharge 

Within 60 days of receiving directives from 
Regional Board 

2. 

2a 

Develop a Site Conceptual Model: 

Prepare and submit a Conceptual Site Model which 
provides details on and illustrates waste discharge scenario, 
geology and hydrogeology, waste constituent fate and 
transport in soil, soil gas and groundwater, distribution of 
waste constituents, exposure pathways, sensitive receptors 
and other relevant information. 

Include a preliminary human health risk assessment 
(1IHRA), considering all waste constituents in the soil 
matrix, soil gas and groundwater, all exposure pathways 
and sensitive receptors. 

[Note that the Regional Board may require revisions to the 
Site Conceptual Model as necessary to complete the 
Model.] 

Within 60 days of receiving directives from 
Regional Board 

Within 60 days of receiving directives from 
Regional Board 
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3. 

3a 

3b 

3c 

4 

Conduct Remedial Action: 

Submit an Interim Remedial Action Plan (TRAP) for 
cleanup of wastes in soil, soil vapor and groundwater that 
includes a time schedule for implementation. 

Implement the Interim Remedial Action Plan (IRAP) 

Upon completion of implementation of the IRAP, submit a 
Remedial Action Summary Report. 

May 15, 2015 

According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 
According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 

Submit a comprehensive Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for 
cleanup of remaining wastes in soil, soil vapor and 
groundwater that includes a time schedule for 
implementation. 

Implement the Remedial Action Plan (RAP) 

Upon completion of implementation of the RAP, submit a 
Remedial Action Completion Report. 

Within 60 days of receiving directives from 
Regional Board 

According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 

According to the schedule approved by Executive 
Officer 

Multiple Remedial Action Plans (RAPS) may be required to 
implement multiple remedial measures to achieve all Site 
cleanup goals. 

Within 60 days of receiving directives from 
Regional Board 

Prepare and submit a Public Participation Plan May 15, 2015 - according to directives from 
Executive Officer 
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ATTACHMENT C 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4 -2015 -XXX 

This Monitoring and Reporting Program is part of Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4 -201X- 
XXX (CAO). Failure to comply with this program constitutes noncompliance with the CAO and 
California Water Code, which can result in the imposition of civil monetary liability. All 
sampling and analyses shall be by USEPA approved methods. The test methods chosen for 
detection of the constituents of concern shall be subject to review and concurrence by the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Water Board). 

Laboratory analytical reports to be included in technical reports shall contain a complete list of 
chemical constituents which are tested for and reported on by the testing laboratory. In addition, 
the reports shall include both the method detection limit and the practical quantification limit for 
the testing methods. All samples shall be analyzed within allowable method holding time(s). All 
quality assurance /quality control (QA /QC) samples must be run on the same dates when samples 
were actually analyzed. Proper chain of custody procedures must be followed and a copy of the 
completed chain of custody form shall be submitted with the report. All analyses must be 
performed by a Division of Drinking Water (of the State Water Board) accredited laboratory. 

The Regional Board's Quality Assurance Project Plan, September 2008, can be used as a 
reference and guidance for project activities involving sample collection, handling, analysis and 
data reporting. The guidance is available on the Regional Board's web site at: 

http: / /www.waterboards.ca.gov /rwgcb4 /water issues/ programs /remediation /Board_SGV- 
SFVCIeanupProgram Sept2008 QAPP.pdf 

GROUNDWATER MONITORING 

The Discharger shall collect groundwater samples from groundwater monitoring wells installed 
for the purpose of site investigation and monitoring. Any monitoring wells installed in the future 
shall be added to the groundwater monitoring program and sampled quarterly. The groundwater 
surface elevation (in feet above mean sea level [MSL]) in all monitoring wells shall be measured 
and used to determine the gradient and direction of groundwater flow. The following shall 
constitute the monitoring program for groundwater. 
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Constituent EPA Method 
Volatile organic compounds (full scan) EPA 8260B 
Temperature Field* 
pH Field* 
Electrical Conductivity Field* 
Dissolved oxygen Field* 
Oxidation -Reduction Potential (ORP) Field* 
Turbidity Field* 
*Field - To be measured in the field. 

REMEDIATION SYSTEMS 

Reports on remediation systems shall include the following information regarding the site 
remediation systems: 

1. Maps showing location of all remediation wells and groundwater monitoring wells, if 
applicable; 

2. Status of each remediation system including amount of time operating and down time for 
maintenance and /or repair; 

3. The report shall include tables summarizing the operating and performance parameters for 
the remediation systems; and 

4. System inspection sheets shall document field activities conducted during each Site visit and 
shall be included in the quarterly reports. 

MONITORING FREQUENCIES 

Specifications in this monitoring program are subject to periodic revisions. Monitoring 
requirements may be modified or revised by the Executive Officer based on review of 
monitoring data submitted pursuant to this Order. Monitoring frequencies may be adjusted or 
parameters and locations removed or added by the Executive Officer if Site conditions indicate 
that the changes are necessary. 

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

I. The Discharger shall report all monitoring data and information as specified herein. Reports 
that do not comply with the required format will be REJECTED and the Discharger shall be 
deemed to be in noncompliance with the Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
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2. Quarterly groundwater monitoring reports shall be submitted to the Regional Water Board 
according to the schedule below. The first quarterly groundwater monitoring report shall be 

due by July 15, 2015. 

Monitoring Period 
January - March 

April - June 

July - September 
October - December 

Report Due 
April 15 

July 15 

October 15 

January 15 

Groundwater monitoring reports shall include a contour map showing groundwater 
elevations at the Site and the groundwater flow direction. The quarterly groundwater 
monitoring reports shall include tables summarizing the historical depth -to- water, 
groundwater elevations and historical analytical results for each monitoring well. The results 
of any monitoring done more frequently than required at the locations specified in the 
Monitoring and Reporting Program shall be reported to the Regional Water Board. Field 
monitoring well sampling sheets shall be completed for each monitoring well sampled and 
included in the report. 

3. If remediation is conducted, quarterly remediation progress reports shall be submitted to the 
Regional Water Board according to the schedule below. 

Monitoring Period 
January - March 
April - June 
July - September 
October - December 

Report Due 

April 15 

July 15 

October 15 

January 15 

Remediation progress reports shall include an estimate of the cumulative mass of 
contaminant removed from the subsurface, system operating time, the effectiveness of the 
remediation system, any field notes pertaining to the operation and maintenance of the 
system and, if applicable, the reasons for and duration of all interruptions in the operation of 
any remediation system and actions planned or taken to correct and prevent interruptions. 

4. In reporting the monitoring data, the Discharger shall arrange the data in tabular form so that 
the date, the constituents, and the concentrations are readily discernible. The data shall be 
summarized to demonstrate compliance with Regional Board requirements. All data shall be 
submitted in electronic form in a form acceptable to the Regional Water Board. 
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January 26, 2015 

IA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Samuel Unger 
Executive Officer 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
sunger@waterboards.ca.gov 

Richard Montevideo 
Direct Dial: (714) 662 -46112 

E-mail: noontevideo((t,-rutan.com 

Re: 1253 N. Vine Street, Hollywood, CA (Fountain -Vine Plaza) - Objections to Past 
Due Notices Concerning Invoice Nos, 87966 and 89396 

Dear Mr. Unger: 

Enclosed please find two recent "first Past Due Notices" sent to Mr. Carl Van Quatham of 
ALCA Properties, Ltd. ( "ALCA" - the owner of the Fountain-Vine Plaza Property), concerning 
the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board's ( "Regional Board ") oversight of the 
assessment of the subject property. 

The purpose of this letter is to reiterate ALCA's objections to Invoice Nos. 87966 and 
89396, both of which are the subject of the two past due invoices (the objections were initially 
made in prior correspondence to you dated October 10 and November 25, 2014, and in ALCA's 
recent Petition for Review to the 'State Water Board). In sum, ALGA continues to object to the 
subject invoices, and now the two Past Due Notices on the following grounds: 

1) 'fhe alleged oversight work was unnecessary and improper, and the invoices are 
arbitrary and capricious, as explained in the prior correspondence dated October 10 
and November 25, 2014, and in the Petition for Review to the State Board. 

2) The invoices referenced in the Past Due Notices fail to contain "sufficient detail" 
of the work conducted, as required by law. Specifically, Water Code section 
13365(0)(2)(C) requires that all such invoices contain "a daily detail of work 
performed and time spent by each employee and contractor employee." Here, 
neither the invoices in question, nor the Past Due Notices, provide the required 
"daily detail" of the work performed. 

3) Both, the alleged oversight work and amount of time expended in the invoices, are 
objectionable, as the work performed was unnecessary and arbitrary, and the 
amount of time excessive. (See prior objections.) 

4) The oversight work was not incurred and billed in accordance with Water Code 
section 13365(d). Under that section, a regional board is only permitted to change 

611 Anton Blvd., Sulte 1400, Costa Mesa, CA 92626 
t PO Box 1950, Costa Mesa, CA 92628'1950 I 714.641.5100 I Fax 714,546.9035 

Orange County I Palo Alto I www.rutan.com 
227/029966-0301 
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the scope of work or services it is providing based upon new information 
regarding the extent of contamination of the site, and only after providing written 
notice of change to the responsible party containing the information specified in 
paragraph (1) of subdivision (c)," i.e.. only after "a detailed estimate of the work 
to be performed and services provided, including a statement of the expected 
outcome of that work, based on data available to the agency at the time," along 
with an estimate of all expected charges to be billed to the responsible party by 
the agency ... " has been provided to the PRP, None of the invoices in question, 
including the most recent Past Due Notices, reflect work that was conducted based 
on a "detailed estimate of the work performed or services provided, including a 
statement of expected outcome." 

5) As explained in our letters of October 10 and November 25, 2014, and in the 
Petition for review, your office has consistently shifted its position and changed the 
"scope of the work or service, type of studies, or other tasks to be performed," but 
did so without having based its decision on "new information regarding the extent 
of the contamination of the site." (See Water Code § 13365(d).) As such, not only 
were these actions arbitrary, they were similarly contrary to the express mandates 
of law. Because the oversight costs purportedly incurred are largely costs incurred 
after the Regional Board insisted upon changes in the scope of work and studies 
being demanded of ALCA, but which were not based on any "new information 
regarding the extent of the contamination of the site," all such time is objectionable 
and contrary to law. 

6) In our letter to you dated November 25, 2014, MICA specifically requested that 
the Regional Board "provide to this office copies of all time records and other 
materials supporting each of the first three quarters of invoices sent to ALCA for 
2014." (November 25, 2014 Letter to your office, p. 3.) Water Code section 
13265(c)(3) requires that your office respond to such requests within a reasonable 
period of time, "not to exceed 30 working days from the date of receipt of a 
request. " In spite of the fact that it has now been well over 30 working days since 
titis request was made to your office, the Regional Board has failed to comply with 
this statutory obligation and provide "copies of time records and other materials 
supporting" the invoices in issues. The "Past Due Notices" are inappropriate. 

7) Finally, according to each of the Past Due Notices, disputed charges that cannot be 
resolved with the program manager are to be discussed with you, "the Executive 
Officer of the Regional Board." ALCA thus reiterates its request for your office to 
address each of the objections set forth above, in the prior communications and the 

227H029966A011I 
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Petition for Review to the State Board, and that it do so before your office issues 
any additional Past Due Notices. 

Thank you for your attention to the above and please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned should you have any questions with respect to any of these matters. 

ALCA respectfully requests that all of the invoices issued for the 2014 calendar year be 
withdrawn, including the recent Past Due Notices. 

Respeettùlly submitted, 

RU IAN &'l'UC1EER, LLP 

Richard Montevideo 
RM:paj 
Enclosures 
cc: Jeannette L. Bashaw, Legal Analyst, State Water Resources Control Board 

Dr. Arthur Heath, LARWQCB 
Mr. Carl Van Quathem, ALCA Properties, Ltd. 
Ami Adini, Ami Adini & Associates, Inc. 
Ravi Arulanantham, Ph.D, Principal, Geosyntec Consultants 

127102v,966.000i 
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State Water Resources Control Board 

January 9, 2015 

Carl Van Quathem 
Responsible Party No.: 2030 
Attn: Carl Van Quathem 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

FIRST PAST DUE NOTICE 

SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM: INVOICE NO. 89396, ACCOUNT NO. 2040235, FOR SITE 

ADDRESS: 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

Per California Water Code section 13365, you were sent an invoice for oversight costs for the 
site listed above. A summary of the invoice is enclosed for your reference. Our records indicate 

that payment has not been received. Therefore, your account is considered past due. 

You must submit payment immediately to prevent further collection action. To ensure proper 
crediting of your account, include the invoice number on your check. If paying multiple invoices, 
all invoice numbers must be listed on your check. 

Mail payment to: 

State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 

If you have any questions or need a copy of the original invoice, please contact us at 
SiteCleanup @waterboards,ca.gov or (916) 341 -5643. 

Sincerely, 

Site Cleanup Program 
Division of Administrative Services 
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Date: 11/6/2014 
Regional Board: Los Angeles 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 

SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 9/30/2014 

Account Number: 2040235 
Invoice Number: 89396 

Responsible Party tt: 2030 

Carl Van Quathem 
ATTN: Carl Van Quathern 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90066 

Site Location: 

FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

HOLLYWOOD CA 

Invoice Amount: $ 8,167.90 
Payments Received: $0.00 

BALANCE DUE $ 8,167.90 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover 

reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other 
unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you received a 

letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact Arthur 
Heath at (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you 

should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For Information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or email us at SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov. 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT 
NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account #: 2040235 Invoice #: 89396 Amount Due: $8,167.90 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 

SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 

Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 

Please allow 15 business days after mailing for your payment to be posted to the database, 



Water Boards 

State Water Resources Control Board 

December 12, 2014 

Carl Van Quathem 
Responsible Party No.: 2030 
Attn: Carl Van Quathem 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

FIRST PAST DUE NOTICE 
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SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM: INVOICE NO. 87966, ACCOUNT NO. 2040235, FOR SITE 
ADDRESS: 1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

Per California Water Code section 13365, you were sent an invoice for oversight costs for the 
site listed above. A summary of the invoice is enclosed for your reference. Our records indicate 
that payment has not been received.. Therefore, your account is considered past due. 

You must submit payment immediately to prevent further collection action. To ensure proper 
crediting of your account, include the Invoice number on your check. If paying multiple invoices, 
all invoice numbers must be listed on your check. 

Mail payment to: 

State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244 -2120 

If you have any questions or need a copy of the original invoice, please contact us at 
SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov or (916) 341 -5643. 

Sincerely, 

Site Cleanup Program 
Division of Administrative Services 
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Date: 9/29/2014 
Regional Board: Los Angeles 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM 

INVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSTS 

FOR THE PERIOD ENDING: 6/30/2014 

Account Number: 
Invoice Number: 

2040235 
87966 

Responsible Party #: 2030 

Carl Van Quathem 
ATTN: Carl Van Quathem 
11356 Nutmeg Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

Site Location: 

FOUNTAIN -VINE PLAZA 

1253 NORTH VINE STREET 

HOLLYWOOD CA 

Invoice Amount: $19,880.28 
Payments Received: $0.00 

BALANCE DUE $19,880.28 

The Porter -Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Section 13365) allows the Regional Water Quality Control Board to recover 
reasonable expenses from the responsible party for overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges, contaminated properties, and other 
unregulated releases adversely affecting the State's waters. When your site was put in the cost recovery program, you received a 
letter explaining that the State Water Resources Control Board would bill you for the Regional Board's costs of cleanup oversight. 

If you desire a more detailed explanation for labor hours expended by any Regional Board staff member, you should contact Arthur 
Heath at (213) 576 -6725. If there are disputed charges for activities which you cannot resolve with the program manager, you 
should discuss them with the Executive Officer of the Regional Board. 

For information regarding payments call: The SCP Message Line at (916) 341 -5643 or email us at SiteCleanup @waterboards.ca.gov. 

PAYMENT IS DUE IN 30 DAYS 

PLEASE RETURN CHECK IN ENVELOPE PROVIDED 

TO ENSURE PROPER CREDITING OF YOUR ACCOUNT: INCLUDE YOUR RESPONSIBLE PARTY NUMBER, 
ACCOUNT NUMBER AND INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK. IF PAYING MULTIPLE INVOICES, ALL ACCOUNT 
NUMBERS MUST BE LISTED ON YOUR CHECK. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: SWRCB 

RP #: 2030 Account #: 2040235 Invoice #; 87966 Amount Due: $19,880.28 

SEND PAYMENTS TO: State Water Resources Control Board 
SCP Program 
P.O. Box 944212 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 

Please allow 15 business days after mailing for your payment to be posted to the database. 


