
appropriate length and an electronic data logger or other type of read out unit) and a
GMS ground water sample collection kit. The GMS ground water sample collection kit
consists of sample vials, ranging in size from 35 to 1000 milliliters (ml), and a sample
vial housing assembly. The sample vial(s) are sealed with a flexible viton rubber
septum and cap similar to the upper end of the probe. Prior to collecting a ground water
sample, the pore pressure unit is connected in series with the sample vial housing via
an arrangement of double-ended hypodermic needles. After the housing and pore
pressure unit have been connected, the sample vial is evacuated with a hand vacuum
pump.

Sampling and pore pressure measurements are obtained by lowering the pressure
transducer unit and housing assembly down the drive rod. The tools connect the Enviro
Probe via a quick coupling system through the hypodermic needles, which provide a
temporary, closed system, hydraulic connection. Ground water samples are obtained
directly from the Enviro Probe and into the pre-evacuated sample vials. The pressure
transducer is used to monitor filling of the sample vial and to measure hydrostatic
pressure of the formation after the sample vial has filled.

If needed, the pore pressure unit or the GMS ground water sampling unit can be used
independently. The time allowed to fill the vial depends on the physical properties of the
target formation and the ground water pressure at the depth of the probe.

After the sample vial has filled, the sample housing is withdrawn from the drive rods and
the sample vial removed. The Enviro Probe is generally purged by removing one probe
volume (approximately 15 ml) of ground water prior to collecting a sample for
preservation and transport to the laboratory. At locations where multiple sample
containers must be filled, the probe can be sampled repeatedly at the same depth by
repeating the sample collection procedures.

3.2 HydroPunch Sampling Procedures

HydroPunch I ground water samples are usually collected under hydrostatic conditions,
whereby ground water flows from the formation through the screened section and into
the sample reservoir. Accordingly, HydroPunch I cannot be used at depths less than
approximately 5 feet below the ground water table. The sample reservoir is allowed to
fill until ground water enters the drive rod; the water level inside the drive rod can be
measured using a water level indicatory. The actual sample collection time at each
depth depends upon the physical properties of the target zone and the fluid pressure
outside the probe. Once the sample reservoir is filled, the HydroPunch is returned to
the surface. Although the sample reservoir is sealed at both ends by internal one way
check valves, care must be taken to avoid cross-communication with transmissive units
or borehole fluids at a higher potentiometric head than the target zone. Before
retrieving the tool, deionized water should be added to the drive rod to a level that
exceeds the highest potentiornetric surface in the borehole.

HydroPunch II can be used below the water table, in a manner similar to HydroPunch I,
or it can be used at the water table in the "hydrocarbon mode". If HydroPunch II is used
in the "hydrocarbon mode," the sample is collected by lowering a narrow diameter bailer
through the drive rod (minimum 1- inch diameter) and bailing out the volume of water

-3- ENVIRON

appropriate length and an electronic data logger or other type of read out unit) and a
GMS ground water sample collection kit. The GMS ground water sample collection kit
consists of sample vials, ranging in size from 35 to 1000 milliliters (ml), and a sample
vial housing assembly. The sample vial(s) are sealed with a flexible viton rubber
septum and cap similar to the upper end of the probe. Prior to collecting a ground water
sample, the pore pressure unit is connected in series with the sample vial housing via
an arrangement of double-ended hypodermic needles. After the housing and pore
pressure unit have been connected, the sample vial is evacuated with a hand vacuum
pump.

Sampling and pore pressure measurements are obtained by lowering the pressure
transducer unit and housing assembly down the drive rod. The tools connect the Enviro
Probe via a quick coupling system through the hypodermic needles, which provide a
temporary, closed system, hydraulic connection. Ground water samples are obtained
directly from the Enviro Probe and into the pre-evacuated sample vials. The pressure
transducer is used to monitor filling of the sample vial and to measure hydrostatic
pressure of the formation after the sample vial has filled.

If needed, the pore pressure unit or the GMS ground water sampling unit can be used
independently. The time allowed to fill the vial depends on the physical properties of the
target formation and the ground water pressure at the depth of the probe.

After the sample vial has filled, the sample housing is withdrawn from the drive rods and
the sample vial removed. The Enviro Probe is generally purged by removing one probe
volume (approximately 15 ml) of ground water prior to collecting a sample for
preservation and transport to the laboratory. At locations where multiple sample
containers must be filled, the probe can be sampled repeatedly at the same depth by
repeating the sample collection procedures.

3.2 HydroPunch Sampling Procedures

HydroPunch I ground water samples are usually collected under hydrostatic conditions,
whereby ground water flows from the formation through the screened section and into
the sample reservoir. Accordingly, HydroPunch I cannot be used at depths less than
approximately 5 feet below the ground water table. The sample reservoir is allowed to
fill until ground water enters the drive rod; the water level inside the drive rod can be
measured using a water level indicatory. The actual sample collection time at each
depth depends upon the physical properties of the target zone and the fluid pressure
outside the probe. Once the sample reservoir is filled, the HydroPunch is returned to
the surface. Although the sample reservoir is sealed at both ends by internal one way
check valves, care must be taken to avoid cross-communication with transmissive units
or borehole fluids at a higher potentiometric head than the target zone. Before
retrieving the tool, deionized water should be added to the drive rod to a level that
exceeds the highest potentiornetric surface in the borehole.

HydroPunch II can be used below the water table, in a manner similar to HydroPunch I,
or it can be used at the water table in the "hydrocarbon mode". If HydroPunch II is used
in the "hydrocarbon mode," the sample is collected by lowering a narrow diameter bailer
through the drive rod (minimum 1- inch diameter) and bailing out the volume of water

-3- ENVIRON



required for analysis. The screen and drive point are left in the hole as the HydroPunch
II tool is removed.

When the sample is retrieved to the surface, it is decanted into laboratory prepared
sample containers suitable for the analysis desired. The HydroPunch is then
disassembled for decontamination and preparation for subsequent sampling depths.
The HydroPunch I can be continued in the same borehole to the next desired depth

3.3 Temporary Well Point Sampling Procedure

After allowing sufficient water from the formation to enter the temporary well (typical
times range from 15 minutes to 1 hour), a ground water sample is collected by carefully
and slowly lowering a new polyethylene bailer into the temporary well. After removal
from the boring, fluid in the bailer will be carefully transferred to the appropriate
sampling container. Samples obtained for VOC analysis will be collected to minimize
the potential for VOC volatilization (e.g., slowly and carefully lowering the bailer into the
temporary well and carefully transferring the water into VOC vials). Once the ground
water sample has been collected, the temporary well is removed from the borehole.

Depending on field conditions, temporary well point purging may be conducted. If
temporary well purging takes place, then 1 to 3 casing volume will be purged depending
on the depth of the well, the depth to water, and the production of the temporary well
point.

3.4 Sampling Inside the Hollow Stem Auger Sampling procedure

Using this method, the augers will be advanced to the desired depth, and then retracted
a few feet to allow ground water to enter the boring. After allowing sufficient water from
the formation to enter the boring (typical times range from 15 minutes to 1 hour), a new
polyethylene bailer will be carefully lowered inside the augers and a ground water
sample will be collected.

4.0 EQUIPMENT DECONTAMINATION

The Enviro Probe and HydroPunch are cleaned by complete disassembly, including
0-rings and/or check valves, followed by a laboratory-grade detergent and potable
water wash, followed by a deionized water rinse. All decontamination rinsate will be
collected and stored properly for future off-site disposal. The condition of 0-rings
should be checked during each cleaning and replaced as necessary. The screen
should be discarded after each use. The tool will be disassembled after cleaning,
following the instructions provided in the appropriate sampling kits. In case of a
temporary well, once the PVC is removed from the hole, it will be discarded and
new-dedicated PVC will be used on the next borehole.

5.0 EQUIPMENT CONSTRAINTS
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The Enviro Probe and its associated GMS assembly require drive rods of a minimum
1-inch inside diameter. HydroPunch I and Hydropunch II ("in the ground water mode")
require drive rods of sufficient diameter to allow passage of the water level indicator,
generally about /2 inch. HydroPunch II in the "hydrocarbon mode" (water table
sampling) requires drive rods of a minimum of 1-1/8-inch diameter to allow passage of
the 1-inch-outside-diameter bailer.

As stated earlier, Hydro Punch I (and HydroPunch II in the "ground water mode") cannot
be used at sampling depths less than 5 feet below the water table. HydroPunch I, when
full, has a capacity of 500 ml; HydroPunch II, when full, has a capacity of 1250m1. The
Enviro Probe system and HydroPunch II in the "hydrocarbon mode" allow for collection
of unlimited sample volumes. The HydroPunch I can be assembled to allow samples to
be bailed in a manner similar to hydrocarbon mode so that unlimited sample volume is
available.
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I. INTRODUCTION

1isuañtt6WátërCOde SectiOn 13320 and Title 23 oftheCalifornia Code of Regulations,

Section 2050 et seq., Petitioner Leggett & Platt, Incorporated, a Missouri corporation ("Leggett &

Platt") hereby petitions the State Water Resources. Control Board ("State Water Board") for

review of a Conditional Approval of Work Plan For Additional Investigation Pursuant to

California Water Code Section 13267 Order issued on November 25, 2008 ("November 25, 2008

Order") by the Executive Officer of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los

Angeles Region ("Regional Water Board"), which would require Petitioner to submit an

assessment report, including all information specified in the November 25, 2008 Order, relating

to soil and groundwater investigation at and about 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles,

California ("Site"). A copy of the November 25, 2008 Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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II. A RELATED PETITION HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE STATE WATER

BOARD AND IS CURRENTLY BEING HELD IN ABEYANCE WHILE

PETITIONER WORKS WITH THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD IN GOOD

FAITH

Prior to issuing the November 25, 2008 Order, which is the subjet of this Petition, on

June 11, 2008, the Regional. Water Board issued a Section 13267 Order requiring submittal of a

work plan for additional investigation of soil and ground water at and about the Site ("June 11,

2008 Order").

On July 10, 2008, Leggett & Platt filed a Petition For Review Pursuant To Water Code

Section 13320 relating to the June 11, 2008 Order ("July 10, 2008 Petition"). In support of the

July 10, 2008 Petition Leggett& Platt simultaneously filed the Declaration of George Linkletter

In Support Thereof ("July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration"). Additionally, on or about that same

date, the owner of the Site, Valley Alhambra Properties ("Valley Alhambra"), filed a Partial

Joinder in the July 10, 2008 Petition. Copies of the July 10, 2008 Petition, July 10, 2008

Linkletter Declaration and Partial Joinder are attached hereto as Exhibit B, Exhibit C and

Exhibit 0, respectively.

Concurrently with the filing of the July 10, 2008 Petition, Petitioner submitted a request

for reconsideration of the June 11, 2008 Order to the Regional .Water Board. A copy of the

request forreconsideratiOn is attached hereto- as Exhibit .E. Thus, Petitioner requested that the

State Water Board hold the July 10, 2008 Petition in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the

California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending ffirther good faith discussions

between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.

On July 14, 2009, the State Water Board sent Petitioner a letter acknowledging that the

July 10, 2008 Petition had been received by the State Water Board andapproving Petitioner's

request that the July 10, 2008 Petition be held in abeyance. A similar acknowledgment letter was

sent to Valley Alhambra in relation to its Partial Joinder in the July 10, 2008 Petition. Copies of

both acknowledgement letters are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit F. The July 10, 2008

Petition has been designated SWRCB/OCC File No. A-1936.
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In furtherance of Petitioner's request for reconsideration submitted to the Regional Water

Board on July 10, 2008, on October 14, 2008, representatives of Leggett & Platt, Valley

Alhambra and their consultants, ENVIRON, met with Regional Water Board representatives to

discusstheJiine_1. 12008 Order, July 10,2008 Petition and supporting July 10, 2008 Linlcletter

Declaration. During that meeting, the Regional Water Board agreed in concept to a work plan for

onsite and offsite investigation intended to result in site closure. Consistent with those

discussions, on November 17, 2008, the parties submitted a Work Plan For Additional

Investigation ("Work Plan") to the Regional Water Board. In doing so, however, neither Leggett

& Platt nor Valley Alhambra waived their objections to the June 11, 2008 Order or their right to

reinstate the July 10, 2008 Petition, which is currently held in abeyance by the State Water

Resources Control Board. A copy of a November 17, 2008 letter confirming the parties'

discussions at the October 14, 2008, and transmitting a copy of the Work Plan to the Regional

Water Board, is attached hereto as Exhibit G.

On November 25, 2008, the Regional Water Board issued a conditional approval of the

Work Plan (i.e., the November 25, 2008 Order that is the subject of this Petition). The November

25, 2008 Order contains conditions and requirements that go above and beyond what was

discussed at the October 14, 2008 meeting with the Regional Water Board. Additionally, as with

the June 11, 2008 Order, Petitioner maintains that the Regional Water Board's November 25,

2008 Order- is -inappropriate1irnproper and not supported bythe. record. As such, Petitioner is

filing the instant Petition to preserve its rights in relation to the November 25, 2008 Order.

Petitioner intends to continue to cooperate and negotiate with the Regional Water Board in

relation to the investigation of soil and ground water at and about the Site as discussed in the

October 14, 2008 meeting without waiving its rights topetition the requirements of the November

25, 2008 Order. As such, Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in

abeyance, pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations Section 2050.5(d), for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner, as the State Water Board has

already done with respect to the July 10 2008 Petition (SWRCB/OCC File No. A-i 936).

A more detailed recitation of the facts underlying the assessment and remediation of the
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Site are set forth in the July 10, 2008 Petition, July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration and Partial

Joinder, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B, Exhibit C and Exhibit D, respectively. For the

purpose of brevity, the factual and legal contentions contained in the July 10, 2008 Petition, July

and Partial Joinder are not repeated herein verbatim. However,

the factual and legal contentions contained in those documents also form the basis of the instant

Petition and are incorporated herein by reference. Additionally, Petitioner reserves the right to

supplement this Petition with a further statement of reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

III. NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PETITIONER

As explained more fully in Section II of the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Plaft has

acted as the administrator of settlement funds used to fund the remediation of the Site pursuant to

a settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra, Leggett & Platt and Dresher, Inc. (Leggett &

Platt's wholly owned subsidiary).

As set forth in the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Platt's subsidiary, Dresher, Inc., was

the survivor of the merger with Harris Hubb, in 1990 and fully vacated the Site in 1991.

Valley Alhambra is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the

Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, without naming Valley

Alhàmbra or making any finding that Leggett & Platt was a potentially responsible party. In light

of theirrespeetive interests in the outcomeof thePetition, Lcggett ..& Platt (as administrator ofthe

settlement fund) and Valley Alhambra (filing a parti al joinder as the owner of the Site and an

interested party) are jointly concerned about the efficacy of the November 25, 2008 Order. Thus,

all correspondence and other written communications regarding this matter should be addressed

as follows:

D005

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
P.O. Box 757
Number I Leggett Road
Carthage; MO 64836

Gary J. Herman, Sr.
1201 5. Olive Street
Los Angeles, California 90015
Telephone: 213-747-6531, Ext. 114
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Los Angeles, California 90015
Telephone: 213-747-6531, Ext. 114
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10, 2008 LinkletterD ation and Partial Joinder are not repeated herein verbatim. However,

the factual and legal contentions contained in those documents also form the basis of the instant

Petition and are incorporated herein by reference. Additionally, Petitioner reserves the right to

supplement this Petition with a further tatement of reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

III. NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PETITIONER

As explained more fully in Section II of the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Platt has

acted as the administrator of settlement funds used to fund the remediation of the Site pursuant to

a settlement agreement between Valley Aihambra, Leggett & Platt and Dresher, Inc. (Leggett &

Platt's wholly owned subsidiary).

As set forth in the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Platt's subsidiary, Dresher, Inc., was

the survivor of the merger with Harris Hubb, in 1990 and fully vacated the Site in 1991.

Valley Alhambra is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the

Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, without naming Valley

Alhàmbra or making any finding that Leggett & Platt was a potentially responsible party. In light

of their respective interests in the outcome of the Petition, Leggett & Platt (as administrator of the

settlement fund) and Valley Alhambra (filing a partial joinder as the owner of the Site and an

interested party) are jointly concerned about the efficacy of the November 25, 2008 Order. Thus,

all correspondence and other written communications regarding this matter should be addressed

as follows:
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Facsimile: 213-747-4305
garysrsdherman.com

With copies to:

Joan C. Donriellaii, Esq., Counsel for Leggett & Platt
Gary Meyer, Esq.
Pedram Mazgani, Esq.
Parker, Milliken, Clark, O'Hara & Samuelian
A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower 30th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 9007 1-2440
Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669
JDonriellan@pmcos.com
GMeyer@pmcos.com
PMazganipmcos.com

Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Alhambra
Northrup Schlueter
31365 Oak Crest Drive
Suite 250
WestlakeVillage, CA 91361
Telephone: 818-7072600
Facsimile: 818707T2675
lnorthrup@nsplc.com

SPECIFIC ACTION OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD THAT PETITIONER

REQUESTS THE STATE WATER BOARD REV.IEW

Petitioner requests review of the November 25, 2008 Order issued by the Regional Water

Board to Petitioner Leggett & Platt. The Order requires the preparation of an assessment report

including-information-specifiedintheNovernber' 25,2008 Order pursuantto. Water CodeSection

13267. A copy of the November 25, 2008 Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION

The Order is dated November 25, 2008.

STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD'S

ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR IMPROPER

This Petition presents factual and legal issues that also form the basis of SWRCB/OCC

File No. A-1936, which currently is being held in abeyance. Petitioner incorporates herein
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Los Angeles, CA 90071-2440
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Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Aihambra
Northrup Schlueter
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Suite 250
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Facsimile: 818707T2675
lnorthrup@nsplc.com

SPECIFIC ACTION OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD THAT PETITIONER

REQUESTS THE STATE WATER BOARD REVIEW

Petitioner requests review of the November 25, 2008 Order issued by the Regional Water

Board to Petitioner Leggett & Platt. The Order requires the preparation of an assessment report

includinginformation-specifiedintheNovember 25,2008 Order pursuant to. Water Code.Section

13267. A copy of the November 25, 2008 Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION

The Order is dated November 25, 2008.

STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD'S

ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR IMPROPER

This Petition presents factual and legal issues that also form the basis of SWRCB/OCC

File No. A- 1936, which currently is being held in abeyance. Petitioner incorporates herein
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Sections V and VIII of its July 10, 2008 Petition, as well as relevant portions of the July 10, 2008

Linkletter Declaration, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B and Exhibit C, respectively.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the maximum

_ti.me-periodpermitted_or-untilIeactivated by Petitioner. If the need arises, Petitioner will seek to

reactivate both this Petition and the July 10, 2008 Petition, and request a single hearing on both

matters. Petitioner reserves its right to supplement this Petition with a further statement of

reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

MANNER IN WHICH THE PETITIONER IS AGGifiEVED

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because: (1) closure should have been issued with

restrictive covenants when requested by Valley Alhàmbra in January 2007; (2) the November 25,

2008 Order was wrongfully issued solely to Leggett & Platt as the presumed responsible party

without including Valley Alhambra and before any determination that Leggett & Platt was a PRP

as to the Site; and (3) the November 25, 2008 Order imposes an excessive and unnecessary

financial burden on Valley Alhambra and Leggett & Platt (as Fund administrator). This is

supported by the Declaration of George Linkletter attached hereto as Exhibit H.

THE SPECIFIC ACTION THAT PETITIONER REQUESTS THE STATE BOARD

- -T*KE

Petitioner requests that both the June 11, 2008 Order and the November 25, 2008 Order be

rescinded in their entirety on the grounds that they are beyond the scope of the investigation

necessary to characterize the Site for closure. The State Water Board should direct the Regional

Water Board to issue a closure letter for the Site.

Alternatively, Leggett & Platt requests that the both the June 11, 2008 Order and

November 25, 2008 Order be amended to include Valley Alhambra, the owner of the Site (i.e.

4900 Valley Boulevard property), and to limit the orders' application to Leggett & Platt to reflect

Leggett & Platt's limited role as the administrator of the settlement funds available to rernediate

the Site, reserving any order against Leggett & Platt until the Regional Water Board establishes
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Sections V and VIII of its July 10, 2008 Petition, as well as relevant portions of the July 10, 2008

Linkletter Declaration, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B and Exhibit C, respectively.
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reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

MANNER IN WHICH THE PETITIONER IS AGGifiEVED

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because: (1) closure should have been issued with

restrictive covenants when requested by Valley Alhàmbra in January 2007; (2) the November 25,

2008 Order was wrongfully issued solely to Leggett & Platt as the presumed responsible party

without including Valley Alhambra and before any determination that Leggett & Platt was a PRP

as to the Site; and (3) the November 25, 2008 Order imposes an excessive and unnecessary

financial burden on Valley Aihambra and Leggett & Platt (as Fund administrator). This is

supported by the Declaration of George Linkletter attached hereto as Exhibit H.
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Petitioner requests that both the June 11, 2008 Order and the November 25, 2008 Order be

rescinded in their entirety on the grounds that they are beyond the scope of the investigation

necessary to characterize the Site for closure. The State Water Board should direct the Regional

Water Board to issue a closure letter for the Site.

Alternatively, Leggett & Platt requests that the both the June 11, 2008 Order and

November 25, 2008 Order be amended to include Valley Alhambra, the owner of the Site (i.e.

4900 Valley Boulevard property), and to limit the orders' application to Leggett & Platt to reflect

Leggett & Platt's limited role as the administrator of the settlement funds available to rernediate

the Site, reserving any order against Leggett & Platt until the Regional Water Board establishes
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that Leggett & Platt is a responsible party.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves the right to

requestfurtheraction autliorizQd by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition is reactivated.

IX. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL

ISSUES RAISED IN THIS PETITION

Petitioner incorporates herein Section VIII of its July 10, 2008 Petition, as well as relevant

portions of the July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B and

Exhibit C, respectively. This Petition is also supported by the Declaration of George Linkletter

attached hereto as Exhibit H.

X. STATEMENT OF SERVICE OF PETITION TO THE REGIONAL WATER

BOARD

A copy of this Petition has been sent.to the Regional Water Board.

XI. STATEMENT THAT THE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES RAISED IN THE PETITION

HAVE BEEN RAISED BEFORE THE REGIONAL WATER BOAR])

- Petitioner is-engaged in-an-ongoing dialoguewith the Regional Water Board relating to

the investigation of soil and ground water at and about the Site, including the November 25, 2008

Order. Thus, Petitioner requests that this Petition be held in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the

California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending further good faith discussions

between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.

XII. REQUEST TO THE REGIONAL BOARD FOR PREPARATION OF THE

RECORD

Petitioner is requesting that the Regional Water Board prepare the record, including

available tape recordings and transcripts, for the hearing on this Petition. A copy of Petitioner's

-7-
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requesheraQtion authorizQd by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition is reactivate

IX. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL
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Petitioner incorporates herein Section VIII of its July 10, 2008 Petition, as well as relevant

portions of the July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration, which are attached hereto as Exhibit B and

Exhibit C, respectively. This Petition is also supported by the Declaration of George Linkletter

attached hereto as Exhibit H.
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BOARD

A copy of this Petition has been sent to the Regional Water Board.
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- Petitioner is-engaged in-an-ongoing dialoguewith the Regional Water Board relating to

the investigation of soil and ground water at and about the Site, including the November 25, 2008

Order. Thus, Petitioner requests that this Petition be held in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the

California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending further good faith discussions

between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.

XII. REQUEST TO THE REGIONAL BOARD FOR PREPARATION OF THE

RECORD

Petitioner is requesting that the Regional Water Board prepare the record, including

available tape recordings and transcripts, for the hearing on this Petition. A copy of Petitioner's
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request to the Regional Water Board for preparation of the record is attached hereto as Exhibit I.

In light of the ongoing dialogue between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board, as well as

Petitioner's request that this Petition be held in abeyance to allow further consideration of these

reserves the right to request that the Regional

Water Board supplement the Regional Water Board record prepared pursuant to the attached

request with additional and further information and documents submitted to or generated by the

Regional Water Board following the preparation of the record by the Regional Water Board as

requested by Exhibit I hereto. Moreover, pursuant to Water Code Section 13320(b) and Title 23

of the California Code of Regulations section 2050.6(a), Petitioner requests that the State Water

Board supplement the record before it. Petitioner will advise the State Water Board more

specifically in this regard once the Regional Water Board has prepared the record and Petitioner

knows what matters have not been included.

XIII. REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 205 0.6(b) and

2052(c), Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board hold a hearing to consider this

Petition. At the hearing, Petitioner may present additional evidence that was not available to the

Regional Water Board at the time the Order was issued or when this Petition is submitted. In

addition, Petitioner requests permission at any hearing: (1) to present oral argument..on the legal

and policy issues raised by this Petition; and (2) to present to the State Water Board factual and

technical information in the Regional Water Board's files which may have been overlooked by

the Regional Water Board. Given that this Petition presents factual and legal issues that also form

the basis of SWRCB/OCC File No. A-1936, which cunentlyis being held in abeyance, Petitioner

requests a single hearing on both matters if reactivated.

XIV. REQUEST FOR STAY

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2053(a),

Petitioner requests a stay of the November 25, 2008 Order. Compliance with the November 25,

-8-
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request to the Regional Water Board for preparation of the record is attached hereto as Exhibit I.
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reserves the right to request that the Regional
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Board supplement the record before it. Petitioner will advise the State Water Board more

specifically in this regard once the Regional Water Board has prepared the record and Petitioner

knows what matters have not been included.

XIII. REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2050.6(b) and

2052(c), Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board hold a hearing to consider this

Petition. At the hearing, Petitioner may present additional evidence that was not available to the

Regional Water Board at the time the Order was issued or when this Petition is submitted. In

addition, Petitioner requests permission at anyhearing: (1) to. present oral argument.on the legal

and policy issues raised by this Petition; and (2) to present to the State Water Board factual and

technical information in the Regional Water Board's files which may have been overlooked by

the Regional Water Board. Given that this Petition presents factual and legal issues that also form

the basis of SWRCB/OCC File No. A-1936, which cunently is being held in abeyance, Petitioner

requests a single hearing on both matters if reactivated.

XIV. REQUEST FOR STAY

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2053(a),

Petitioner requests a stay of the November 25, 2008 Order. Compliance with the November 25,
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2008 Order will cause substantial harm to the Petitioner, including the cost of compliance with

the Order, which will exceed $120,000.00. Moreover, in order to comply with the timelines

established by the November 25, 2008 Order, the bulk of these costs will be incurred by

By contrast, there will be no substantial hann to the public interest or other interested

parties if a stay is granted because investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring, as

well as a prior risk assessment, confirm that the current conditions at the Site do not pose a

significant risk to human health or the environment. To the contrary, the Regional Water Board

has previously indicated that the Site was ready for closure.

Finally, there exist substantial questions of fact and law regarding the propriety of the

November 25, 2008 Order, including, inter alia, Leggett & Platt's contention that the Regional

Water Board is without authority to issue a Section 13267 Order. against Leggett & Platt except in

Leggett & Platt's capacity as administrator of the settlement fund, and Petitioner's contention that

the cost of compliance with the November 25, 2008 Order does not bear a reasonable relationship

to the need for the additional scope of work and the benefits to be obtained therefrom.

Based upon these reasons, as well as the other contentions set forth in this Petition,

Petitioner requests a stay of the November 25, 2008 Order pursuant to Title 23 of the California

Code of Regulations section 2053(a). Petitioner has attached to this Petition the Declaration of

Dr:Georgetirikletter setting forth proof ofthe facts alleged in-support ofits request forstay and,

further, requests a hearing on its request for stay to present further relevant evidence and

arguments. Petitioner also incorporates herein Section XIII of its July 10, 2008 Petition, as well as

relevant portions of the July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration, which are attached hereto as

Exhibit B and Exhibit C, respectively.

XV. REQUEST THAT PETITION BE HELD IN ABEYANCE

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance pursuant to

Alternatively, Petitioner may be placed in the position ofhaving to incur substantial fines or
penalties for failing to comply with the Regional Water Board order pending a hearing on their

Petition. - 9 -
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Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050(d) or 2050.5(d), pending further

good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board. In this regard,

Petitioner notes that the State Water Board has previously granted Petitioner's request to hold the

relatecLFetition.(SWRCBLOC.CFi1e A-1936) in abeyance based upon the same facts and

circumstances. Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for

the maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner will promptly

notice the State Water Board when it is ready to reactivate aiid have its Petition considered.

Petitioner reserves the right to supplement this Petition if the State Water Board does not grant

Petitioner's request fo'r abeyance or should the Petition be reactivated in the future.

XVI. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully submits that the issuance of the

November 25, 2008. Order was improper, inappropriate, unlawful, and not supported by

substantial evidence. Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board grant this

Petition and review the Regional Water Board's action in issuing the November 25, 2008 Order.

However, until such time that Petitioner requests the State Water Board to reactivate this Petition,

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance.
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(_J/ JOAN C. DONNELLAN

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incoiporated
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For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully submits that the issuance of the

November 25, 2008. Order was improper, inappropriate, unlawful, and not supported by

substantial evidence. Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board grant this

Petition and review the Regional Water Board's action in issuing the November 25, 2008 Order.
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California Réiona1 Water Quality C... ,ntrol Board
Los Angeles Region

Linda S. Adams
CaYEPA Secreta,y

November 25, 2008

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett and Platt, Inc.
One Leggett Road
Carthage, MO64836

CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATION
PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE SECTION 13267 ORDER - VALLEY

ALHAMBRA PROPERTY,. 4900 VALLEY BOULEVAIW, LOS ANGELES, CALIFOINEA
(SLIC NO. 0967, SITE ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff has received and reviewed

the documenttitled Work Plan for Additional Investigations (Work Plan), dated November 14, 2008;

prepared by Environ International Corporation (Environ). The Work Plan was prepared in response to the

Regional Board's June 11, 2008, California Water Code (CWC) section 13267 order (Order)(enclosed),

directing you to submit a conceptual sjte model, a work plan for additional soil gas and groundwater

investigation on and Offsite, and a vappr intrusion evaluation. In addition, the Order directed you to

resume groundwater monitoring on a semi-annual basis.

The Work Plan proposes advancing 10 borings on site to collect soil vapor samplesfrom approximately 5

feet below ground surface (bgs). These proposed sampling locations are in the vicinity of the former dip

tank and former underground storage tanks. Environ indicates that the soil gas analytical data will be

compared with the commercialiindustriaF California HumanHeãlth Screening Levels (CKHSL5) and,..if

necessary,.a vapor intrusion evaluation will be prepared. In addition, the Work Plan proposes collection

of grab groundwater samples via hydropunch from five off-site locations to determine if groundwater

impacted by releases of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) has migrated beneath the adjacent property.

Based on our review of the Work Plan and other file documents, we approve the Work Plan, provided the

following conditions are met:

I. To assess residual VOCs in soil vapor at or near the former source areas, additional soil vapor

sampling locations are needed beyond what is proposed in the Work Plan. Specifically, you are

required to collect a soil vapor sample at 5 feet bgs in the area of the previous soil sampling

location identified as 5B6 (adjacent to former paint dip tank). Furthermore, one additional soil

vapor sample must be collected at 5 feet bgs in. close proximity to the previous soil vapor

sampling location identified as SG-7 (adjacent to the former methylene chloride dip tank). The

sampling methodology and laboratory analysis for these additional borings/samples should be

consistent with the Work Plan.
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Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett and Platt, Inc.
One Leggett Road
Carthage, MO64836

CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDTXONAL INVESTIGATION
PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE SECTION 13267' ORDER - VALLEY

ALHAMBRA PROPERTY,. 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

(SLIC NO. 0967, SITE ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff has received and reviewed

the documenttitled Work Plan for Additional Investigations (Work Plan), dated November 14, 2008,

prepared by Environ International Corporation (Environ). The Work Plan was prepared in response to the

Regional Board's June 11, 2008, California Water Code (CWC) section 13267 order (Order)(enclosed),

directing you to submit a conceptual site model, a work plan for additional soil gas and groundwater

investigation on and offsite, and a vapor intrusion evaluation. In addition, the Order directed you to

resume groundwater monitoring on a semi-annual basis.

The Work Plan proposes advancing 10 borings on site to collect soil vapor samples ,from approximately 5

feet below ground surface (bgs). These proposed sampling locations are in the vicinity of the former dip

tank and former underground storage tanks. Environ indicates that the soil gas analytical data will be

compared with the cornmercialiindustriaF California HumanHeãlth Screening Levels (CKHSLs) and,.if

necessary,.a vapor intrusion evaluation will be prepared. In addition, the Work Plan proposes collection

of grab groundwater samples via hydropunch from five off-site locations to determine if groundwater

impacted by releases of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) has migrated beneath the adjacent property.

Based on our review of the Work Plan and other file documents, we approve the Work Plan, provided the

following conditions are met:

1. To assess residual VOCs in soil vapor a or near the former source areas, additional soil vapor

sampling locations are needed beyond what is proposed in the Work Plan. Specifically, you are

required to collect a soil' vapor sample at 3 feet bgs in the area of the previous soil sampling

location identified as SB6 (adjacent to former paint dip tank). Furthermore, one additional soil

vapor sample must be collected at 5 feet bgs in close proximity to the previous soil vapor

sampling location identified as SG-7 (adjacent to the former methylene chloride dip tank). The

sampling methodology and laboratory analysis for these additional borings/samples should be

consistent with the Work Plan.
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Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt

-2- November25,2008

five off-site borings to approximatelY 3 feet beyond first

encountered groundwater, which has historically ranged between 10 to 14 feet below ground

smface. As directed in the Order, you are required to conduct an investigation of the physical

properties of the saturated zone (including laboratory sieve analysis of soil matrix, samples) Sand

collection of discrete vertical groundwater samples. Investigation of the saturated zone must include

continuous coring until a competent clay boundary with a minimum thickness of 5 feet is

encountered. Multi-depth and discrete groundwater samples must be collected from water bearing

zones or at a minimum of every 10 feet if the lithology appears consistent over a large depth

itervai.

If any soil vapor data .from the proposed investigation have concentrations of contamination above

the commerciajlindustñal CHHSLs, you are required to submit a vapor intrusion human health

risk evaluation to the Regional Board using site specific physical and chemical data. Considering

the delayed field work, the due date for submittal of the vapor intrusion evaluation is extended

.from December 19, 2008 (required in the Order) to March 31, 2009. This report may be included

with the assessment report (see below) following completion of the field sampling and laboratory

analysis. The Regional Board does not have a toxicologist on staff and will rrequest the assistance

of the California Office of Environmentai HeaithHazard Assesment (OEHHA) in reviewing the

vapor intrusion evaluation to ensure protection of human health at the site. Please provide all

input data and calculations for screening and/or modeling purposes in this report so that Regional

Board and OERHA staff can validate the risk calculations. The following document can be

referenced for completion of a site-specific vapor intrusion evaluation: "Interim Final Guidaiice for

the Evaluation and Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intruion to Inloor Air", dated December 15,

2004 (revised February 7, 2005), prepared by the California Department of Toxic Substances

Control.

As directed in the Order, you were required to submit a site conceptual model (SCM) concurrently

with the Work Plan. Because the Work Plan does not include a SCM, you are required to prepare,

usinexist ngandnew data, and includethe.SCM in the. eporId1ti01l site
investigation due by March 31, 2009. The goals of the SCM are to identify how the distributiônof

contaminantsin soil, soil vapor, and groundwater have changed in space and time; potential current

and future receptors; and, environmental issues that need to be addressed.

5 As directed in the Order, you are required to resume monitoring of the existing groundwater wells

at the site according to the semi-annual schedule and requirements specified in the Order, with

the July through December 2008 groundwater monitoring report due to th Regional Board no

later than January 31, 2009.

6. The Work Plan iiidicates that Environ will update its previous site specific Health arid Safety

Plan (HASP) for the proposed field work. Please submit a copy of the updated HASP for our

records at least 10 days prior to the start of field work. This HASP must be onsite during any

work to be completed in accordance with the Work Plan. Furthermore, a health and afety

briefmg should be coñducted with all site personnel on a daily basis, prior to commencing

fieldwork:

California EnvironmentalProtection Agency
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zones or at a minimum of every 10 feet if the lithology appears consistent over a large depth
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with the Work Plan. Because the Work Plan does not include a SCM, you are required to prepare,
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contaminantsin soil, soil vapor, and groundwater have changed in space and time; potential current

and ftiture receptors; and, environmental issues that need to be addressed.

5 As directed in the Order, you are required to resume monitoring of the existing groundwater wells

at the site according to the semi-annual schedule and requirements specified in the Order, with

the July through December 2008 groundwater monitoring report due to the Regional Board no

later than January 31, 2009.

6. The Work Plan indicates that Environ will -update its previous site specific Health and Safety

Plan (HASP) for the, proposed field work. Please submit a copy of the updated HASP for our

records at least 10 days prior to the start of field work. This HASP must be onsite during any

work to be completed in accordance with the Work Plan: Furthermore, a health and safety
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Board at

Following the completion of the field work and laboratory analysis, an assessment report
presenting the results of soil gas and groundwater/lithologic investigation, a SCM, and a vapor

intrusion evaluation, if necessary, shall be submitted to the Regional Board no later than March

31, 2009.

As indicated in the Order, based on the results of the hydropunch groundwater sampling,
additional investigation and multi-depth monitoring wells on and offsite may .be required until

the vertical and lateral extent of the groundwater contamination originating from the site are fully

defined.

Pursuant to section 13267 of the CWC, you are required to submit an assessment report including, all

required infoimation, and groundwater monitoring reports according to the schedule specified above.

Please provide us with two hard copies of the assessment report. One copy will be forwarded to the

OEHHA for review, if necessary.

Pursuant to section 13268 of the CWC, failure to submit the required technical reports by the specified

due dates may result in civil liability administratively imposed by the Regional Board in an amount up to

one thousand dollars ($1000) for each day the technical reports are not received.

Any person aggrieved by this action of the Regional Water Board may petition the State Water Board to

review the action in accordaiice with Water Code section 13320 and California Code of Regulations, title

23, sections 2050 and following. The State Water Board must receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 30 days

after the date of this 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 WaterBoard by 5:00 p.m

on the next business day. Copies of the law and regulations applicable to filing.petitions may be found on

the Internet at: http://www.waterboardS.ca.gov/Public notices/petitions/Water quality or will be provided

upon request.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. David Young at (213) 576-6733, or via

email at dyonng®waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Tracy J. Egoscue
Executive Offlcr

Enclosure: Regional Board Order dated June 11, 2008
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Following the completion of the field work and laboratory analysis, an assessment report
presenting the results of soil gas and groundwater/lithologic investigation, a SCM, and a vapor

intrusion evaluation, if necessary, shall be submitted to the Regional Board no later than March

31, 2009.

As indicated in the Order, based on the results of the hydropunch groundwater sampling,
additional investigation and multi-depth monitoring wells on and offsite may .be required until
the vertical and lateral extent of the grothadwater contamination originating from the site are fully

defined.

Pursuant to section 13267 of the CWC, you are required to submit an assessment report including all
required infonnation, and groundwater monitoring reports according to the schedule specified above.
Please provide us with two hard copies of the assessment report. One copy will be forwarded to the

OEHHA for review, if necessary.

Pursuant to section 13268 of the CWC, fai1ue to submit the required technical reports by the specified

due dates may result in civil liability administratively imposed by the Regional Board in an amount up to

one thousand dollars ($1000) for each day the technical reports are not received.

Any person aggrieved by this action of the Regional Water Board may petition the State Water Board to

review the action in accordance with Water Code section 13320 and California Code of Regulations; title

23, sections 2050 and following. The State Water Board must receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 30 days

after the date of this 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 WaterBoard by 5:00 p.m

on the next business day. Copies of the law and regulations applicable to flung, petitions may be found on

the Internet at: http://www.waterboards.ca.gOv/PUbliC notices/petitions/water quality or will be provided

uponrequest.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. David Young at 213) 576-6733, or via

email at dyoung®waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Tracy J. Egoscue
Executive Officer

Enclosure: Regional Board Order dated June 11, 2008
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A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30th Floor
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Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
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iN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION
OF LEGGETT & PLATT,
rNCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF
WATER CODE SECTION 13267
ORDER DATED JUNE 11,2008, BY
THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD,
LOS ANGELES REGION,
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Joan C. Donnellan SBN 79462
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PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA & SAMUELIAN
A Professional Corporation
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SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
[Request To Be Held In Abeyance Under 23
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I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 and Title 23 of the California Code of Regilations,

Section 2050 et seq., Petitioner Leggett & Platt, Incorporated, a Missouri corporation ("Leggett &

RlatherebypetiiionsihState Water Resources Control Board ("State Water Board") for

review of a Water Code Section 13267 Order ("Order") issued on June 11, 2008 by the Executive

Officer of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region ("Regional

Water Board"), which would require Petitioner to submit a work plan for additional investigation

of soil gas and ground water at and about 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, California

("Site").

The Site has been subject to years of prior assessment, remediation, and monitoring

activities subject to the oversight of the Regional Water Board. Indeed, the soil was extracted in

the area of identified contamination in 1993 and subsequently the identified area on the Site was

completely and successfully remediated with a gas vapor extraction process under the supervision

of the Regional Water Board. After the gas vapor extraction was completed, the Site was

monitored and sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. In 2004, the

Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any

further investigation or remediation activities at the Site. (See Linkletter Declaration)

The sole condition to close the Site was the Regional Water Board's request that Valley

Alhambra (the Site owner) sign a deed restriction. Yet when Valley Alhambra agreed to accept

the deed restriction in January 2007, the Regional Water Board failed to issue a closure; rather,

the Regional Water Board, with no new evidence and with no factual or legal basis, decided to

issue the Section 13267 Order, essentially re-opening the Site and requiring Petitioner to start the

investigation and remediation process all over again.

Complying with the Order will require Petitioner to reinstall equipment that the Regional

Water Board allowed to be shutdown and removed, and will require Petitioner to re-perform

characterization and investigation of the same Site including, without limitation, sampling,

analysis, reporting, and other work that has already been done and accepted by the Regional

Water Board. Yet the Regional Water Board has no new evidence or any evidence of any change
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Pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 and Title 23 of the California Code of Regi1ations,

Section 2050 et seq., Petitioner Leggett & Platt, Incorporated, a Missouri corporation ("Leggett &

1atherebypetitions_theSiate Water Resources Control Board ("State Water Board") for

review of a Water Code Section 13267 Order ("Order") issued on June 11, 2008 by the Executive

Officer of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region ("Regional

Water Board"), which would require Petitioner to submit a work plan for additional investigation

of soil gas and ground water at and about 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, California

("Site").

The Site has been subject to years of prior assessment, remediation, and monitoring

activities subject to the oversight of the Regional Water Board. Indeed, the soil was extracted in

the area of identified contamination in 1993 and subsequently the identified area on the Site was

completely and successfully remediated with a gas vapor extraction process under the supervision

of the Regional Water Board. After the gas vapor extraction was completed, the Site was

monitored and sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. In 2004, the

Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any

further investigation or rernediation activities at the Site. (See Linkletter Declaration)

The sole condition to close the Site was the Regional Water Board's request that Valley

0

Aihambra (the Site owner) sign a deed restriction. Yet when Valley Alhambra agreed to accept

the deed restriction in January 2007, the Regional Water Board failed to issue a closure; rather,

the Regional Water Board, with no new evidence and with no factual or legal basis, decided to

issue the Section 13267 Order, essentially re-opening the Site and requiring Petitioner to start the

investigation and remediation process all over again.

Complying with the Order will require Petitioner to reinstall equipment that the Regional

Water Board allowed to be shutdown and removed, and will require Petitioner to re-perform

characterization and investigation of the same Site including, without limitation, sampling,

analysis, reporting, and other work that has already been done and accepted by the Regional

Water Board. Yet the Regional Water Board has no new evidence or any evidence of any change
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at the Site to justify re-doing what has already been done at a previously remediated Site. Thus,

pursuant to Water Code Section 13320, Petitioner requests that the State WaterBoard review the

Regional Water Board's Section 13267 Order, rescind the Order on the grounds that it is beyond

the scope of the investigation necessary to characterize the Site for closure, and direct the

Regional Water Board to grant closure of the Site without further unnecessary expenditure by

Petitioners.

Concurrently with the filing of this Petition, Petitioner will pursue reconsideration of the

Order by the Regional Water Board. Thus, Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold

this Petition in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section

2050.5(d), pending further good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water

Board.

H. NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PETITIONER

Leggett & Platt has acted as the administrator of settlement funds used to fund the

remediation of the Site pursuant to a settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra and Leggett

& Platt and Dresher, Inc., its wholly owned subsidiary. The remediation process is documented in

reports filed with the Regional Water Board by Environ and referred to in George Linkletter's

Declaration. Notably, the settlement was a resolution of a disputed claim regarding

contamination at the Site after Leggett & Platt' s subsidiary Dresher, Inc. vacated the Site in 1991.

The settlement was intended to terminate expensive protracted litigation in favor of remediating

the alleged contamination at the Site. Neither party admitted liability. There has been no finding

of liability against Leggett & Platt or Dresher, Inc. for contamination at the Site.

Valley Alhambra is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the

Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, without naming Valley

Alhambra. In light Of their respective interests in the outcome of the Petition, Leggett & Plaft (as

administrator of the settlement fund) and Valley Alhambra (filing a partial joinder as the owner of

the Site and an interested party) are jointly concerned about the efficacy of the pending order.

Thus, all con-espondence and other written communications regarding this matter should be

-3-

DOCS

:i

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

PARKER MJJKEN 28
CLK OHARA&

SMUEWN. A
PROFS$IONA
CORPOR.ATN

DOCS

at the Site to justifi re-doing what has already been done at a previously remediated Site. Thus,

pursuant to Water Code Section 13320, Petitioner requests that the State WaterBoard review the

Regional Water Board's Section 13267 Order, rescind the Order on the grounds that it is beyond

the scope of the investigation necessary to characterize the Site for closure, and direct the

Regional Water Board to grant closure of the Site without further unnecessary expenditure by

Petitioners.

Concurrently with the filing of this Petition, Petitioner will pursue reconsideration of the

Order by the Regional Water Board. Thus, Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold

this Petition in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section

2050.5(d), pending further good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water

Board.

II. NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PETITIONER

Leggett & Platt has acted as the administrator of settlement funds used to fund the

remediation of the Site pursuant to a settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra and Leggett

& Platt and Dresher, Inc., its wholly owned subsidiary. The remediation process is documented in

reports filed with the Regional Water Board by Environ and referred to in George Linkletter's

Declaration. Notably, the settlement was a resolution of a disputed claim regarding

contamination at the Site after Leggett & Platt's subsidiary Dresher, Inc. vacated the Site in 1991.

The settlement was intended to terminate expensive protracted litigation in favor ofremediating

the alleged contamination at the Site. Neither party admitted liability. There has been no finding

of liability against Leggett & Platt or Dresher, Inc. for contamination at the Site.

Valley Alhambra is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the

Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, without naming Valley

Alhambra. In light Of their respective interests in the outcome of the Petition, Leggett & Plaft (as

administrator of the settlement fund) and Valley Aihambra (filing a partial joinder as the owner of

the Site and an interested party) are jointly concerned about the efficacy of the pending order.

Thus, all correspondence and other written communications regarding this matter should be
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addressed as follows:

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
P.O. Box 757
Number I Leggett Road
Carthage, MO 64836

Gary J. Herman, Sr.
See Partial Joinder filed by Valley Alhambra

Los Angeles, California

With copies to:

Joan C. Donnellan, Esq., , Counsel for Leggett & Platt
Gary Meyer, Esq.
Pedram Mazgani, Esq.
Parker, Milliken, Clark, O'Hara & Samuelian
A Professional Corporation
555 5. Flower St., 30th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 9007 1-2440
Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669
JDonnellan@pmcos.com
GMeyipmcos.com
PMazgani(pmcos.com

Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Alhambra
Northrup Schiueter
31365 Oak Crest Drive
Suite 250
WestlakeVillage, CA 91361

SPECIFIC ACTION OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD THAT PETITIONER

RFQTJESTSTHESTATEWATERBOARIYREVLEW

Petitioner requests review of the Section 13267 Order issued by the Regional Water Board

on June 11, 2008 to Petitioner Leggett & Platt. The Order requires the preparation of a work plan

for additional investigation of soil gas and ground water at and about the Site pursuant to Water

Code Section 13267. A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION

The Order is dated June 11, 2008.
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addressed as follows:

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
P.O. Box 757
Number 1 Leggett Road
Carthage, MO 64836

Gary J. Herman, Sr.
See Partial Joinder filed by Valley Aihambra

Los Angeles, California

With copies to:

Joan C. Donnellan, Esq., , Counsel for Leggett & Platt
Gary Meyer, Esq.
Pedram Mazgani, Esq.
Parker, Milliken, Clark, O'Hara & Samuelian
A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-2440
Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669
JDonnellan@pmcos.com
GMeyer@Epmcos.com
PMazganipmcos.com

Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Aihambra
Northrup Schiueter
31365 Oak Crest Drive
Suite 250
WestlakeVillage, CA 91361
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Code Section 13267. A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION

The Order is dated June 11, 2008.
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I V. STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY TIlE REGIONAL WATER BOARD'S

2 ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR IMPROPER

3 As explained more fully below, the issuance of the Order was beyond the authority of the

4 Regional Water Board and was inappropriate, improper and not supported by the record for the

5 following reasons:

6 The Order contains findings of fact that are not supported by substantial evidence

7 in the record;

8 Investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring activities, as well as the

9 data derived from these activities, evidence that current conditions of the soil and

10 ground water at the Site do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the

11 waters of the State;

12 Given the extensive work performed at the Site over the last 10 years,

13 characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial

14 conditions at the Site;

15 The burden, including costs of compliance, imposed on Petitioner by the Order

1 6 does not bear a reasonable relationship to the benefits that may be obtained from

17 the reports and investigations sought by the Order;

18 Valley Alhambra should be included in the 13267 Order as the owner of the

19 property located at 4900 Valley Boulevard as Leggett & Platt's Dresher subsidiary

20 has not occupied the Site for almost 18 years and has no legal rights to use,

21 manage, control, alter, modif' or dispose of the Site. Any inclusion of Leggett &

22 Platt in a 13267 Order should be specifically limited to its role as the administrator

23 of the settlement fund pending a determination of its status as a potentially

24 responsible party;

25 Investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring to date justifies closure of

26 the Site without further investigation.

27 A more complete explanation of the statement of reasons why the Regional Water Board's Order

28 is inappropriate and improper is set for in Section VIII of this Petition, which is incorporated
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herein.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves its right to

supplement this Petition with a further statement of reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

MANNER IN WHICH THE PETITIONER IS AGGRIEVED

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because: (1) Closure should have been issued with

restrictive covenants when requested by Valley Alhambra in January 2007; (2) the Section 13267

Order was wrongfully issued solely to Leggett & Platt as the presumed responsible party without

including Valley Alhambra and before any determination that Leggett & Platt was a PRP as to the

Site; and (3) the Order imposes an excessive and unnecessary financial burden on Valley

Alhambra and on Leggett & Platt (as Fund administrator).

THE SPECIFIC ACTION THAT PETITIONER REQUESTS THE STATE BOARD

TAKE

Petitioner requests that the Order be rescinded in its entirety on the grounds that it is

beyond the scope of the investigation necessary to characterize the Site for closure. The State

Water Board should direct the Regional Water Board to issue a closure letter for the Site.

Alternatively, Leggett & Platt requests that the Order be amended to include Valley

Alhambra, the owner of the Site (i.e. 4900 Valley Boulevard property), and to limit the Order's

application to Leggett & Platt to reflect Leggett & Platt's limited role as the administrator of the

settlement funds available to remediate the Site, reserving any order against Leggett & Platt until

the Regional Water Board establishes that Leggett& Platt is a responsible party with respect to

the scope of the current order or any subsequent order pertaining to Site investigation or

characterization.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves the right to

request further action authorized by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition is reactivated.
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herein.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves its right to

supplement this Petition with a further statement of reasons if the Petition is reactivated.

MANNER IN WHICH THE PETITIONER IS AGGRIEVED

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because: (1) Closure should have been issued with

restrictive covenants when requested by Valley Aihambra in January 2007; (2) the Section 13267

Order was wrongfully issued solely to Leggett & Platt as the presumed responsible paiiy without

including Valley Aihambra and before any determination that Leggett & Platt was a PRP as to the

Site; and (3) the Order imposes an excessive and unnecessary financial burden on Valley

Alhambra and on Leggett & Platt (as Fund administrator).

THE SPECIFIC ACTION THAT PETITIONER REQUESTS THE STATE BOARD

TAKE

Petitioner requests that the Order be rescinded in its entirety on the grounds that it is

beyond the scope of the investigation necessary to characterize the Site for closure. The State

Water Board should direct the Regional Water Board to issue a closure letter for the Site.

Alternatively, Leggett & Plafl requests that the Order be amended to include Valley

Alhambra, the owner of the Site (i.e. 4900 Valley Boulevard property), and to limit the Order's

application to Leggett & Platt to reflect Leggett & Platt's limited role as the administrator of the

settlement funds available to remediate the Site, reserving any order against Leggett & Platt until

the Regional Water Board establishes that Leggett& Platt is a responsible party with respect to

the scope of the cunent order or any subsequent order pertaining to Site investigation or

characterization.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the

maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves the right to

request further action authorized by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition is reactivated.
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2 VIII. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL

3 ISSUES RAISED IN THIS PETITION

4 A. APPLICABLE STANDARD OF REVIEW

5 Any aggrieved person may petition the state Water Board to review an action or failure to

6 act by a Regional Water Board within 30 days of such action or failure. Water Code § 13320(a).

7 Pursuant to Water Code section 13320(c), the State Water Board may find that the actions of a

8 Regional Water Board were inappropriate or improper. Upon finding that the action of a

9 Regional Water Board, or the failure of a Regional Water Board to act, was inappropriate or

10 improper, the State Water Board may take the appropriate action, direct the Regional Water

11 Board to take the appropriate action, and/or refer the issue to another state agency with

12 jurisdiction. Water Code13320(c). The State Water Board is vested with all the powers of the

13 Regional Water Board for purposes of taking such actions. Water Code § 13320(c).

14 Upon a Water Code Section 13320 Petition, the State Water Board must review the

15 Regional Water Board record to determine if there is sufficient evidence ensuring an appropriate

16 and proper action by the Regional Water Board. See Water Code § 13320. The State Water Board

17 is required to make an independent review of the Regional Water Board action to determine

18 whether the weight of the evidence supports the issuance of the Regional Water Board's order. In

19 the Matter of the Petition of Exxon Company, U.S.A., et al. of the Adoption of the Cleanup and

20 Abatement Order No. 85-066 by the Calffornia Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central

21 Valley Region, Order No. WQ 85-7, at p. 10 (standard of State Water Board review under Section

22 13320 requires independent judgment as to whether the action was reasonable).

In reviewing a decision of a Regional Water Board, the State Water Board is not subject to

the same strict standards that govern court review of administrative actions. See Cal. Water Code

§ 13320; In the Matter of the Petition ofExxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-7, at p. 10.

Rather, the State Water Board must consider both the record before the Regional Water Board

and "any other relevant evidence" when reviewing an order. Water Code §13320(b). Thus, the

scope of review is "closer to that of independent review." In the Matter of the Petition ofExxon
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16 and proper action by the Regional Water Board. See Water Code § 13320. The State Water Board
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23 In reviewing a decision of a Regional Water Board, the State Water Board is not subject to

24 the same strict standards that govern court review of administrative actions. See Cal. Water Code

25 § 13320; In the Matter of the Petition ofExxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-7, at p. 10.
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Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-7, at pp. 10, 12.

To uphold the Regional Water Board's challenged action as appropriate and proper, the

State Water Board must conclude that the action was "based on substantial evidence." See Cal.

Water Code § 13320; In the Matter of the Petition ofExxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-

7, at pp. 10, 12.

B. THE REGIONAL WATER BOAR]) HAS IMPROPERLY ISSUED THE

WATER CODE 13267 ORDER TO ONLY LEGGETT & PLATT

WITHOUT SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD THAT

LEGGETT & PLATT HAS DISCHARGED OR IS THREATENING TO

DISCHARGE WASTE AFFECTING WATER QUALITY; THE ORDER

SHOULD BE AMENDED TO REFLECT LEGGETT & PLATT'S ROLE AS

THE ADMINISTRATOR OF SETTLEMENT FUNDS

In relevant part, Water Code Section 13267(b)(1) authorizes a Regional Water Board to

"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

Regional Board has not established that Leggett & Platt has discharged waste at the Site which

would be the subject of the current Order and, as such, the Regional Water Board has exceeded its

authority under Water Code Section 13267 by issuing its Order against Leggett & Platt.

The State Water Board has recognized that it is important for orders to explain the basis

for naming persons under Sections 13267 and 13304. See e.g., In the Matter of the Petition of Mr.

Kelly Engineer/All Star Gasoline. Inc., Order No. WQO - 2002-0001, at pp. 4-5 (holding that

because Administrative Civil Liability Order did not contain requisite findings tojustif'

individual's responsibility under Section 13267 the matter must be remanded to regional board to

"separately name each responsible party, and include the justification for each named party."); see

also, In the Matter of the Petition of Exxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 8 5-7, at p. 10-11

("[T]here must be a reasonable basis on which to name each party. There must be substantial
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evidence to support a filing of responsibility for each party named. This means credible and

reasonable evidence which indicates the named part has responsibility.")

Further, while Section 13267 broadly authorizes the regional water boards to require

persons who "are suspected to have discharged" wastes to prepare technical reports, "[w]hen

acting under this broad authority, regional boards must identif' the evidence that supports

requiring that person to provide the reports." In Re Petition for Review of Technical Report

Order/Chevron Products Co, Order No. WQO 2004-0005, at p. 4. Moreover, if later

investigations do not support the regional water board's initial "suspicions" then that person can

no longer be required to prepare further technical reports under Section 13267. Id. at pp. 6-8

(holding that regional board appropriately ordered Chevron to conduct an investigation during the

initial phases of the investigation but evidence gathered during the earlier investigations does not

support continuing requirements imposed on Chevron); see also, Petition of Lariy and Pamela

Canchola for Review of Water Code Section 13267 re MTBE, Order No. 2003-0020, at p. 3, 7-8

(holding that regional board cannot require petitioners to further investigate MTBE pollution at

UST site because there is substantial evidence in the existing record that petitioners are not

responsible for MTBE pollution).

Contract Metal Fabricators (a.k.a. Harris Hubb), the predecessors ofthe current Dresher,

Inc. conducted assembly operations at the Site and leased the Site from Harold Roach, the

pJdcess_Qr of Valley Alharnbra, to "assemble" and "paint" bed frames. Evidenceproduced in

connection with the litigation settled in 2000 demonstrated that bed frames were delivered,

assembled and painted at the Site from about 1973 to 1990. A subsidiary of Leggett & Platt

acquired the stock of the former Dresher, Inc. on June 19, 1990, and the subsidiary took the name

of Dresher, Inc., which is the current Dresher entity. The current Dresher, Inc. was not a party to

the lease of 4900 Valley Boulevard (Site) nor did it operate the facility at that Site. Shortly after

the June 19, 1990 stock acquisition, the current Dresher, Inc. shut down and transferred the plant

operations to a different facility in Whittier, California, ultimately ceasing all activity at the Site

in early 1991 and vacating the Site thereafter. Leggett & Platt has no ownershiprights to the Site

and no legal right to manage or operate the Site.
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Leggett & Platt has agreed to manage a fund to remediate the Site pursuant to a settlement

agreement with Valley Alhambra executed in September of 2000. The settlement agreement

stipulated that neither Leggett & Platt nor Valley Alhambra admitted liability. To date, Leggett &

Platt's dealings with the Regional Water Board in relation to the Site have been in its capacity as

administrator of the settlement fund. Consequently, the Regional Water Board has exceeded its

statutory authority by issuing a Section 13267 Order to Leggett & Platt as a responsible party

because the Regional Water Board failed to identify substantial evidence in support of its decision

to issue the Section 13267 Order to Leggett & Platt as a potentially responsible party. Thus, the

State Water Board should amend the Order to clarify that Leggett & Platt is being named in the

Order in its capacity as administrator of the settlement fund. Further, Leggett & Platt reserves the

right to dispute the Regional Water Board's issuance of any future Order's directed to Leggett &

Platt in any capacity other than as administrator of the settlement fund.

C. DATA FROM GROUND WATER SAMPLING REPORTS PREPARED BY

ENVIRON AND SUBMITTED TO THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD

SHOW THAT THE CURRENT CONDITION OF THE SOIL AND

GROUND WATER DOES NOT POSE A SUBSTANTIAL RISK TO THE

WATERS OF THE STATE OR THE GENERAL ENVIRONMENT AND IS

COMPLIANT WITH THE CUR ENTCONDITIOF01 SITE

CLOSURE

The Site has been subject to years of prior assessment, remediation, and monitoring

activities under the oversight of the Regional Water Board. As detailed more fully in the

Regional Water Board record, these activities have included soil and ground water investigation,

successful remediation including soil extraction in 1993 and utilizing a gas vapor extraction

process, confirmation monitoring and sampling, and a risk assessment for the Site as recounted in

George Linkletter's Declaration. Indeed, following these activities, the Regional Water Board

authorized removal of the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any further environmental

related activities at the Site. As a result of the investigation, remediation, and confimiation
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Leggett & Platt has agreed to manage a fund to remediate the Site pursuant to a settlement

agreement with Valley Alhambra executed in September of 2000. The settlement agreement

stipulated that neither Leggett & Platt nor Valley Aihambra admitted liability. To date, Leggett &

Platt's dealings with the Regional Water Board in relation to the Site have been in its capacity as

administrator of the settlement fund. Consequently, the Regional Water Board has exceeded its

statutory authority by issuing a Section 13267 Order to Leggett & Platt as a responsible party

because the Regional Water Board failed to identif' substantial evidence in support of its decision

to issue the Section 13267 Order to Leggett & Platt as a potentially responsible party. Thus, the

State Water Board should amend the Order to clarify that Leggett & Platt is being named in the

Order in its capacity as administrator of the settlement fund. Further, Leggett & Plart reserves the

right to dispute the Regional Water Board's issuance of any future Order's directed to Leggett &

Platt in any capacity other than as administrator of the settlement fund.
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process, confirmation monitoring and sampling, and a risk assessment for the Site as recounted in

George Linkletter's Declaration. Indeed, following these activities, the Regional Water Board

authorized removal of the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any further environmental

related activities at the Site. As a result of the investigation, remediation, and confinriation
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monitoring Environ has concluded that the current soil and ground water conditions at the Site do

not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment based upon, inter alia, the

foil owing factors:

The Site is located atop shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

formation. Further, borings and wells installed at the Site confirm that the water-bearing

strata at the Site is locally non-contiguous and that there is relatively little water present.

In light of these data, contamination detected in shallow ground water beneath the Site

does not pose a threat to aquifers that may be present down valley to the west of the Site

There are no public supply or privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

Ground water testing between 2001 and 2003 demonstrated that PCE levels in the gmund

water beneath the Site were reduced by orders of magnitude (e.g., from a peak of 4,800

p.g/l to 26 ug/l at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the

Site) as a result of Regional Water Board approved remediation at the Site.

Investigations relating to historic operations at the Site are inconclusive regarding the

cause of the PCE contamination at the Site but clearly defined the source area. Given the

results of the assessment, investigation, and remediation history of the Site it appears that

source contamination at the Site has been sufficiently remediated and remaining materials

do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment.

Data collected from monitoring wells afld:soil borings along the western property line of

the Site (as well as other data points located downgradient from the source area), when

compared to substantially higher contamination levels in the source area on the Site and

within the context of the hydrostratigraphy at the Site, indicate only limited migration of

contaminants away from the source area.

The radius of influence of the remediation system that operated at the Site, which include

an extraction well immediately adjacent to the Site's western property line, indicate that

the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to

the downgradient property.

The analytical results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of ground water
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monitoring Environ has concluded that the current soil and ground water conditions at the Site do

not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment based upon, inter alia, the

following factors:

The Site is located atop shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

formation. Further, borings and wells installed at the Site confirm that the water-bearing

strata at the Site is locally non-contiguous and that there is relatively little water present.

In light of these data, contamination detected in shallow ground water beneath the Site

does not pose a threat to aquifers that may be present down valley to the west of the Site

There are no public supply or privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

Ground water testing between 2001 and 2003 demonstrated that PCE levels in the ground

water beneath the Site were reduced by orders of magnitude (e.g., from a peak of 4,800

p.g/l to 26 ugh at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the

Site) as a result of Regional Water Board approved remediation at the Site.

Investigations relating to historic operations at the Site are inconclusive regarding the

cause of the PCE contamination at the Site but clearly defined the source area. Given the

results of the assessment, investigation, and remediation history of the Site it appears that

source contamination at the Site has been sufficiently remediated and remaining materials

do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment.

Da eted from monitoring wells and il borings along the western property line of

the Site (as well as other data points located downgradient from the source area), when

compared to substantially higher contamination levels in the source area on the Site and

within the context of the hydrostratigraphy at the Site, indicate only limited migration of

contaminants away from the source area.

The radius of influence of the remediation system that operated at the Site, which include

an extraction well immediately adjacent to the Site's western property line, indicate that

the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to

the downgradient property.

The analytical results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of ground water
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conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of contaminants

along the western Site boundary prior to the startup of the remediation system.

Environ prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"

datedNovember 28, 2005, which concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks re no

higher than I X I 0 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed

with Environ's conclusions regarding the risk assessment.

Remaining contamination at and beneath the Site should dissipate without further active

remediation and there is no evidence to suggest that it will pose a significant risk to

human health or the environment.

Based upon the above-listed factors, Petitioner maintains that soil and ground water

conditions at the Site do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment, that there

is no need for further investigation at or downgradient from the Site, and, further, that closure

should be granted. Further, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the last 10 years,

characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial conditions at the

Site. The Regional Water Board has failed to present "substantial evidence" in support of the

further investigation required by the Order.

D. THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD HAS NOT PROVIDED PRIMA FACIE

EVIDENCE TO SHOW A CHANGE IN CONDITIONS SINCE IT

ORDERED THE REMEDIATION EQUIPMENT REMOVED AND

STATED THAT THE SITE WAS ELIGIBLE FOR CLOSURE, SUBJFCT

TO RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS

The Site has been subject to years of prior assessment, remediation, and monitoring

activities. Indeed, the Site was completely and successfully remediated with a gas vapor

extraction process, and after the gas vapor extraction was completed, the Site was monitored and

sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. As established by the following
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conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of contaminantS

along the western Site boundary prior to the startup of the remediation system.

Environ prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"

datedNovember 28, 2005, which concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks re no

higher than I X 1 0 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed

with Environ's conclusions regarding the risk assessment.

Remaining contamination at and beneath the Site should dissipate without further active

remediation and there is no evidence to suggest that it will pose a significant risk to

human health or the environment.

Based upon the above-listed factors, Petitioner maintains that soil and ground water

conditions at the Site do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment, that there

is no need for further investigation at or downgradient from the Site, and, further, that closure

should be granted. Further, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the last 10 years,

characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial conditions at the

Site. The Regional Water Board has failed to present "substantial evidence" in support of the

further investigation required by the Order.

D. THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD HAS NOT PROVIDED PRIMA FACIE

EVIDENCE TO SHOW A CHANGE IN CONDITIONS SINCE IT

ORDERED THE REMEDIATION EQUIPMENT REMOVED AND

STATED THAT THE SITE WAS ELIGIBLE FOR CLOSURE, SUBJFCT

TO RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS

The Site has been subject to years of prior assessment, remediation, and monitoring

activities. Indeed, the Site was completely and successfully remediated with a gas vapor

extraction process, and after the gas vapor extraction was completed, the Site was monitored and

sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. As established by the following
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timeline of events, the Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring equipment

and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the Site:

On April 30, 2001, Environ submitted an "Interim Remedial Action Plan" (IRAP)

to address subsurface volatile organic compo.mds (VOCS) at the Site. The

Regional Water Board authorized the implementation of the work on June 8,

2001. The remediation system, consisting of 2-PHASE soil vapor and ground

water extraction, began operating on December 6, 2001.

Following an October 8, 2002 on-site meeting with representatives from Environ

(George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, and Bita Tabatabai) and the Regional Water

Board (David Yo.mg and J.T. Liu), it was mutually agreed to shut down the

remediation system in order to evaluate possible rebound in ground water. On

October 15, 2002, Environ submitted to the Regional Water Board a "Request for

Post-Remediation Monitoring" documenting the outcome of the October 8, 2002

meeting.

Following the agreed upon number ofpost-remediation ground water monitoring

events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from

Environ (George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arslanian) and the

Regional Water Board (David Young and J.T. Liu) to discuss the data from the

post-remediation ground water monitoring and protocols for confirmation soil

sampling and a final ro.md of ground water monitoring as a prelude to site closure

(No Further Action [NFAJ designation).

On December 3, 2003, Environ submitted its "Work Plan for Confirmation Soil

Sampling and Final Round of Groundwater Sampling." The work plan included

an historical summary of the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from

the Site. In a December 9, 2003 email, Mr. Young approved the work plan.

In a January 16, 2004 email Environ submitted to the Regional Water Board the

results of the confirmation soil sampling and final round of ground water

sampling and requested an NFA designation for the Site.
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timeline of events, the Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring equipment

and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the Site:

On April 30, 2001, Environ submitted an "Interim Remedial Action Plan" (IRAP)

to address subsurface volatile organic compounds (VOCs) at the Site. The

Regional Water Board authorized the implementation of the work on June 8,

2001. The remediation system, consisting of 2-PHASE soil vapor and ground

water extraction, began operating on December 6, 2001.

Following an October 8, 2002 on-site meeting with representatives from Environ

(George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, and Bita Tabatabai) and the Regional Water

Board (David Young and J.T. Liu), it was mutually agreed to shut down the

remediation system in order to evaluate possible rebound in ground water. On

October 15, 2002, Environ submitted to the Regional Water Board a "Request for

Post-Remediation Monitoring" documenting the outcome of the October 8, 2002

meeting.

Following the agreed upon number of post-remediation ground water monitoring

events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from

Environ (George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arsianian) and the

Regional Water Board (David Young and J.T. Liu) to discuss the data from the

post-remediation ground water monitoring and protocols for confirmation soil

sampling and a final round of ground water monitoring as a prelude to site closure

(No Further Action [NFAJ designation).

On December 3, 2003, Environ submitted its "Work Plan for Confirmation Soil

Sampling and Final Round of Groundwater Sampling." The work plan included

an historical summary of the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from

the Site. In a December 9, 2003 email, Mr. Young approved the work plan.

In a January 16, 2004 email Environ submitted to the Regional Water Board the

results of the conflnnation soil sampling and final round of ground water

sampling and requested an NFA designation for the Site.
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In a February 11, 2004 email Environ followed up with Mr. Young on the status

of the NFA.

In a February 24, 2004 email Mr. Young requested a few items after talking to

the "closure process

In a March 25, 2004 email Environ submitted a case review form via electronic

mail.

Following various emails between Environ and Regional Water Board staff in a

June 30, 2004 email Mr. Liu stated that Mr. Young had begun working on the

NFA designation for the Site.

In an August 10, 2004 email Environ once again submitted information to Mr.

Young regarding the Site use history.

Following various emails between Environ and Regional Water Board staff in an

October 1, 2004 email Mr. Liu stated that the closure was discussed with Dr.

Arthur Heath, Remediation Section Chief.

In an October 6, 2004 telephone conversation with Mr. Liu, Environ informed the

Regional Water Board that the Site is not located within the San Gabriel Valley

Superfund Area. Also, Mr. Liu stated that a deed restriction would be placed as

part of the NFA designation for the Site, restricting the use to non-sensitive

receptors (i.e., excluding uses such as residential, schools, health care). In an

October 6, 2004 email Environ confirmed its understanding of the results of the

telephone discussion held earlier that day.

To address the Regional Water Board's concern that a deed restriction would be

required for unrestricted future use, and the implications of VOCs remaining in

soil and ground water, Environ prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential

Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air," dated November 28, 2005. The risk

assessment concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks are no higher than I X 10

(mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water Board

provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site."
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In a February 11,2004 email Environ followed up with Mr. Young on the status

of the NFA.

In a February 24, 2004 email Mr. Young requested a few items after talking to

the "closure process."

In a March 25,2004 email Environ submitted a case review form via electronic

mail.

Following various emails between Environ and Regional Water Board staff in a

June 30, 2004 email Mr. Liu stated that Mr. Young had begun working on the

NFA designation for the Site.

In an August 10, 2004 email Environ once again submitted information to Mr.

Young regarding the Site use history.

Following various emails between Environ and Regional Water Board staff in an

October 1, 2004 email Mr. Liu stated that the closure was discussed with Dr.

Arthur Heath, Remediation Section Chief

In an October 6, 2004 telephone conversation with Mr. Liu, Environ informed the

Regional Water Board that the Site is not located within the San Gabriel Valley

Superfund Area. Also, Mr. Liu stated that a deed restriction would be placed as

part of the NFA designation for the Site, restricting the use to non-sensitive

receptors (i.e., excluding uses such as residential, schools, health care). In an,

October 6, 2004 email Environ confirmed its understanding of the results of the

telephone discussion held earlier that day.

To address the Regional Water Board's concern that a deed restriction would be

required for unrestricted future use, and the implications of VOCs remaining in

soil and ground water, Environ prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential

Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air," dated November 28, 2005. The risk

assessment concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks are no higher than I X 1 0

(mostly attriuted to PCE) and' recommended that the Regional Water Board

provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site."
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The Regional Water Board submitted the risk assessment to the Office of

Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) for review. In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board OEHHA stated that it

agreed with Environ's conclusions regarding the risk assessment, but raised

certain questions for Regional Water Board consideration.

On January 19, 2007, representatives from Environ (George Linidetter, CY Jeng,

Eddie Arslanian), the Regional Water Board (Adnan Siddiqui and David Young),

and representatives of the Site owner (Linda Northrup, counsel for the Site

owners and Gary J. Herman, Sr.) and representatives of Leggett & PlaU (Joan

Donnellan, counsel for Leggett & PlaU as administrator of the settlement fund)

met to discuss the outstanding items raised in the OEHHA memo. Valley

Alhambra waived its objections to executing restrictive covenants that run with

the land as a condition of closure. The Regional Water Board agreed on an

approach to address the various comments made by OEHHA. At the January 19,

2007 meeting Messrs. Siddiqui and Young indicated that they would discuss with

Regional Water Board upper management whether there would be a need to

conduct a post-remediation soil vapor study to confirm that there had been no

change in the Site from the last ground water sampling as part of the closure

:.pQc.ss.

Throughout the above timeline of events Petitioner, Valley Alhambra and Environ were

lead to understand, based upon the representations made by the Regional Water Board, that

closure would be granted for the Site (either with or without a deed restriction). Nevertheless,

when Environ (George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, Seema Sutarwala) and the Regional Water

Board staff(Su Han and David Young) met on May 16, 2008, the Regional Water Board staff

stated that additional work would be required prior to obtaining closure for the Site. Thereafter,

on June 11,2008, the Regional Water Board issued the Section 13267 Order. Regional Water

Board staff, however, did not identif' any new evidence or changed circumstances that would

justify the Regional Water Board's apparent change in position.
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The Regional Water Board submitted the risk assessment to the Office of

Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) for review. In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board OEI-IHA stated that it

agree..d with Environ's conclusions regarding the risk assessment, but raised

certain questions for Regional Water Board consideration.

On January 19, 2007, representatives from Environ (George Linidetter, CY Jeng,

Eddie Arsianian), the Regional Water Board (Adnan Siddiqui and David Young),

and representatives of the Site owner (Linda Northrup, counsel for the Site

owners and Gry J. Herman, Sr.) and representatives of Leggett & Platt (Joan

Donnellan, counsel for Leggett & Plati as administrator of the settlement fund)

met to discuss the outstanding items raised in the OEHHA memo. Valley

Aihambra waived its objections to executing restrictive covenants that run with

the land as a condition of closure. The Regional Water Board agreed on an

approach to address the various comments made by OEHHA. At the January 19,

2007 meeting Messrs. Siddiqui and Young indicated that they would discuss with

Regional Water Board upper management whether there would be a need to

conduct a post-remediation soil vapor study to confirm that there had been no

change in the Site from the last ground water sampling as part of the closure

:pQSS.
Throughout the above timeline of events Petitioner, Valley Aihambra and Environ were

lead to understand, based upon the representations made by the Regional Water Board, that

closure would be granted for the Site (either with or without a deed restriction). Nevertheless,

when Environ (George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, Seema Sutarwala) and the Regional Water

Board staff (Su Han and David Young) met on May 16, 2008, the Regional Water Board staff

stated that additional work would be required prior to obtaining closure for the Site. Thereafler,

on June 11, 2008, the Regional Water Board issued the Section 13267 Order. Regional Water

Board staff, however, did not identify any new evidence or changed circumstances that would

justify the Regional Water Board's apparent change in position.
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As evidenced by the above timeline, the Regional Board had previously indicated that the

Site qualified for closure based on extensive ground water monitoring after a comprehensive

remediation had been completed in 2004. There have been no changes in the condition of the Site

or new or additionaLfactstosupporLreopening the investigation. To the contrary, investigation,

assessment, and remediation activities conducted at the Site support closure at this time. The

Regional Water Board bears the burden of establishing by substantial evidence the need for

additional investigation after the Regional Water Board has previously authorized the removal of

the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the

Site.

E. THE COST ASSOCIATED WITH THE INVESTIGATION REQUIRED BY

THE ORDER HAS NO REASONABLE RELATIONSHIP TO THE

NOMINAL THREAT CAUSED BY THE RESIDUAL TRACES OF

CHEMICALS IN SOIL AND GROUND WATER AT THE SITE

In relevant part, Water Code Section 1 3267(b)(J) provides that 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." Water Code Section 1 3267(b)( I) further provides that

in "requiring those reports, the regional board shall provide the person with a written explanation

withrgarcitp the need for the reports, and shall identify the.evidence that supports requiring that

person to provide the reports."

While the statute may not require a formal "economic analysis," it does place an

obligation on the Regional Water Board to come forward with prima facie evidence that the

burdens, including the costs, of the study are reasonable relative to the benefits. Where the benefit

is nominal or nonexistent, a disproportionately high cost will invalidate the request. See, In the

Matter of the Petitions of the City ofPac/Ic Grove, Order No. WQ 82-8, at pp.5-7, 14 (holding

that record contained ample evidence of the need for a study under Section 13267 but that "the

scope of the study is excessive resulting in unreasonably high costs" and, thus, should be

modified); see also, in re the Matter of the Petition ofPacfic Lumber Company and Scotia
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As evidenced by the above timeline, the Regional Board bad previously indicated that the

Site qualified for closure based on extensive ground water monitoring after a comprehensive

remediation had been completed in 2004. There have been no changes in the condition of the Site

or new or additionaLfactstosupporLITeOpening the investigation. To the contrary, investigation,

assessment, and remediation activities conducted at the Site support closure at this time. The

Regional Water Board bears the burden of establishing by substantial evidence the need for

additional investigation after the Regional Water Board has previously authorized the removal of

the monitoring equipment and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the

Site.

E. THE COST ASSOCIATED WITH THE INVESTIGATION REQUIRED BY

THE ORDER HAS NO REASONABLE RELATIONSHIP TO THE

NOMINAL THREAT CAUSED BY THE RESIDUAL TRACES OF

CHEMICALS IN SOIL AND GROUND WATER AT THE SITE

In relevant part, Water Code Section 1 3267(b)(J) provides that 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." Water Code Section l3267(b)(l) further provides that

in "requiring those reports, the regional board shall provide the person with a written explanation

withrgarcitQ tençed for the reports, and shall identify thevidence that supports requiring that

person to provide the reports."

While the statute may not require a formal "economic analysis," it does place an

obligation on the Regional Water Board to come forward with prima facie evidence that the

burdens, including the costs, of the study are reasonable relative to the benefits. Where the benefit

is nominal or nonexistent, a disproportionately high cost will invalidate the request. See, in the

Matter of the Petitions of the City of PacUic Grove, Order No. WQ 82-8, at pp.5-7, 14 (holding

that record contained ample evidence of the need for a study under Section 13267 but that "the

scope of the study is excessive resulting in unreasonably high costs" and, thus, should be

modified); see also, in re the Matter of the Petition ofPacific Lumber Company and Scotia
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Pacjfic Company LLC, Order WQ 200 1-14,at pp. 9-10 ("Information that is required to be

provided under Section 13267 is subject to the requirement that '{t]he burden, including costs of

these reports shall bear a reasonably relationship to the need for the reports and benefits to be

In the present case, the Order requires an extensive work plan, investigation, technical

reports, and monitoring that will result in significant and unnecessary costs. The burden placed

on Petitioner, as the administrator of the settlement fund, and Valley Alhambra, as the owner of

the Site, by the Order far exceeds. the benefit that the additional assessment required thereunder

would provide. The scope and breadth of the investigation that is required by the Order will

require substantial monetary expenditures, despite any substantial evidence that there is a pressing

need for this additional analysis. Moreover, the costs associated with complying with the Order

will be further compounded by logistical problems in obtaining access to an adjacent property

whose owner has been uncooperative to date. These costs have no reasonable relationship to the

need for the investigation sought by the Regional Water Board or the benefits that could be

gained from such an investigation.

At great expense, and with the approval of the Regional Water Board, Environ completely

and successfully remediated the Site with a gas vapor extraction process. After the gas vapor

extraction was completed to the Regional Water Board's satisfaction, the Site was monitored and

sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. Eventually satisfied with the

results of the monitoring, the Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring

equipment and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the Site. The sole

remaining issue was whether the Regional Water Board would require a deed restriction. Yet

when the Site owner (Valley Alhambra) agreed to accept the restrictive required by the Regional

Water Board as a condition of closure, in January 2007, the Regional Water Board failed to issue

a closure; rather the Regional Water Board, with no new evidence and with no factual or legal

basis, decided to issue the Order instead, essentially re-opening the Site and requiring Petitioners

to start the investigation and remediation process all over again.

Complying with the Order will require the reinstallation of equipment that the Regional
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Pac/Ic Company LLC, Order WQ 200 1-14,at pp. 9-10 ("Information that is required to be

provided under Section 13267 is subject to the requirement that '{t]he burden, including costs of

these reports shall bear a reasonably relationship to the need for the reports and benefits to be

In the present case, the Order requires an extensive work plan, investigation, technical

reports, and monitoring that will result in significant and unnecessary costs. The burden placed

on Petitioner, as the administrator of the settlement fund, and Valley Alhambra, as the owner of

the Site, by the Order far exceeds, the benefit that the additional assessment required thereunder

would provide. The scope and breadth of the investigation that is required by the Order will

require substantial monetary expenditures, despite any substantial evidence that there is a pressing

need for this additional analysis. Moreover, the costs associated with complying with the Order

will be further compounded by logistical problems in obtaining access to an adjacent property

whose owner has been uncooperative to date. These costs have no reasonable relationship to the

need for the investigation sought by the Regional Water Board or the benefits that could be

gained from such an investigation.

At great expense, and with the approval of the Regional Water Board, Environ completely

and successfully remediated the Site with a gas vapor extraction process. After the gas vapor

extraction was completed to the Regional Water Board's satisfaction, the Site was monitored and

sampled extensively as instructed by the Regional Water Board. Eventually satisfied with the

results of the monitoring, the Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring

equipment and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the Site. The sole

remaining issue was whether the Regional Water Board would require a deed restriction. Yet

when the Site owner (Valley Aihambra) agreed to accept the restrictive required by the Regional

Water Board as a condition of closure, in January 2007, the Regional Water Board failed to issue

a closure; rather the Regional Water Board, with no new evidence and with no factual or legal

basis, decided to issue the Order instead, essentially re-opening the Site and requiring Petitioners

to start the investigation and remediation process all over again.

Complying with the Order will require the reinstallation of equipment that the Regional
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Water Board allowed to be shutdown and removed and will require the re-performance of

sampling, analysis, reporting, and other work that has already been done and accepted by the

Regional Water Board. Yet the Regional. Water Board has no new evidence or any evidence of

what has already been done at an already remediated

Site.

As set forth in the accompanying Declaration of George Linkletter, the cost of complying

with the Order is conservatively estimated to be in excess of $250,000.00. In light of the

investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring conducted to date, the burden placed on

Petitioner by the Order (including the monetary cost of compliance) does not bear a reasonable

relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports requested

by the Regional Water Board.

F. FAILURE TO ISSUE CLOSURE CAN RESULT IN SERIOUS FINANCIAL

HARDSHIP TO VALLEY ALHAMBRA SINCE IT CANNOT SELL ITS

REAL ESTATE FOR A COMPETITIVE PRICE

Petitioner incorporates herein by reference the Joinder filed by Valley Alhambra and the

supporting Declaration of Gary J. Herman, Sr.

IX. STATEMENT OF SERVICE QF PETITION TO THE REGIONAL WATER

BOARD

A copy of this Request has been sent to the Regional Water Board.

22

23 X. STATEMENT THAT THE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES RAISED IN THE PETITION

24 HAVE BEEN RAISED BEFORE THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD

25 Concurrently with the filing of this Petition, Petitioner will pursue reconsideration of the

26 Order by the Regional Water Board. Thus, Petitionerrequests that this Petition be held in

27 abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending.

28 further good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.
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Water Board allowed to be shutdown and removed and will require the re-performance of

sampling, analysis, reporting, and other work that has already been done and accepted by the

Regional Water Board. Yet the Regional. Water Board has no new evidence or any evidence of

what has already been done at an already remediated

Site.

As set forth in the accompanying Declaration of George Linkletter, the cost of complying

with the Order is conservatively estimated to be in excess of $250,000.00. In light of the

investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring conducted to date, the burden placed on

Petitioner by the Order (including the monetary cost of compliance) does not bear a reasonable

relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports requested

by the Regional Water Board.

F. FAILURE TO ISSUE CLOSURE CAN RESULT IN SERIOUS FINANCIAL

HARDSHIP TO VALLEY ALHAMBRA SINCE IT CANNOT SELL ITS

REAL ESTATE FOR A COMPETITIVE PRICE

Petitioner incorporates herein by reference the Joinder filed by Valley Alhambra and the

supporting Declaration of Gary J. Herman, Sr.

IX. STATEMENT OF SERVICE OF PETITION TO THE REGIONAL WATER

BOARD

A copy of this Request has been sent to the Regional Water Board.

22

23 X. STATEMENT THAT THE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES RAISED IN THE PETITION

24 HAVE BEEN RAISED BEFORE THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD

25 Concurrently with the filing of this Petition, Petitioner will pursue reconsideration of the

26 Order by the Regional Water Board. Thus, Petitionerrequests that this Petition be held in

27 abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending.

28 further good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.
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Xl. REQUEST TO THE REGIONAl BOARD FOR PREFAIATION OF THE

RECORD

Prior to filing this Petition, Petitioner and Valley Alhambra, acting through their

respective legal counsel, as well as Environ, made repeated efforts to obtain access to the

Regional Water Board file relating to the Site. Copies of multiple written requests to the

Regional Water Board for access to the Regional Water Board file are collectively attached hereto

as Exhibit B. Despite their best efforts, however, Petitioner, Valley Alhambra, and Environ were

unable to review the file prior to the filing of this Petition. Thus, Petitioner reserves the right to

supplement this Petition at a later date after being granted an opportunity to review the Regional

Water Board file.

Additionally, in furtherance of this Petition, Petitioner is requesting that the Regional

Water Board prepare the record, including available tape recordings and transcripts, for the

hearing on this Petition. A copy of Petitioner's request to the Regional Water Board for

preparation of the record is attached hereto as Exhibit C. In light of the ongoing dialogue

between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board, as well as Petitioner's request that this Petition

be held in abeyance to allow further consideration of these matters by the Regional Water Board,

Petitioner reserves the right to request that the Regional Water Board supplement the Regional

Water Board record prepared pursuant to the attached request with additional and further

information and documents submitted to or generated by the Regional Water Board following the

preparation of the record by the Regional Water Board as requested by Exhibit C hereto.

Moreover, pursuant to Water Code Section 13320(b) and Title 23 of the California Code of

Regulations section 2050.6(a), Petitioner requests that the State Water Board supplement the

record before it. Petitioner will advise the State Water Board more specifically in this regard

once the Regional Water Board has prepared the record and Petitioner knows what matters have

not been included.

XII. REQUEST FOR EVIJ)ENTJARY HEARING

-19-

Docs

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19.

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

PKRULUKEN 28
CIAR)( OW%A £

SAMUELLm. A
PROcESSONAt
CORPORATION

X1. REQUEST TO THE REGIONAl BOARD FOR PREPARATION OF THE

RECORD

Prior to filing this Petition, Petitioner and Valley Alhambra, acting through their

respective legal counsel, as well as Environ, made repeated efforts to obtain access to the

Regional Water Board file relating to the Site. Copies of multiple written requests to the

Regional Water Board for access to the Regional Water Board file are collectively attached hereto

as Exhibit B. Despite their best efforts, however, Petitioner, Valley Alhambra, and Environ were

unable to review the file prior to the filing of this Petition. Thus, Petitioner reserves the right to

supplement this Petition at a later date after being granted an opportunity to review the Regional

Water Board file.

Additionally, in furtherance of this Petition, Petitioner is requesting that the Regional

Water Board prepare the record, including available tape recordings and transcripts, for the

hearing on this Petition. A copy of Petitioner's request to the Regional Water Board for

preparation of the record is attached hereto as Exhibit C. In light of the ongoing dialogue

between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board, as well as Petitioner's request that this Petition

be held in abeyance to allow further consideration of these matters by the Regional Water Board,

Petitioner reserves the right to request that the Regional Water Board supplement the Regional

Water Board record prepared pursuant to the attached request with additional and further

information and documents submitted to or generated by the Regional Water Board following the

preparation of the record by the Regional Water Board as requested by Exhibit C hereto.

Moreover, pursuant to Water Code Section 13320(b) and Title 23 of the California Code of

Regulations section 2050.6(a), Petitioner requests that the State Water Board supplement the

record before it. Petitioner will advise the State Water Board more specifically in this regard

once the Regional Water Board has prepared the record and Petitioner knows what matters have

not been included.

XII. REQUEST FOR EVIJ)ENTIARY HEARING
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In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2050.6(b) and

2052(c), Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board hold a hearing to consider this

Petition. At the hearing, Petitioner may present additional evidence that was not available to the

RegionaLWateLRoardaLthetime the Order was issued or when this Petition is submitted. In

addition, Petitioner requests permission at any hearing (1) to present oral argument on the legal

and policy issues raised by this Petition; and (2) to present to the State Water Board factual and

technical information in the Regional Water Board's files which may have been overlooked by

the Regional Water Board.

XIII. REQUEST FOR STAY

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2053(a),

Petitioner requests a stay of the Order. Compliance with the Order will cause substantial hami to

the Petitioner, including the cost of compliance with the Order, which will exceed $250,000.00.

Moreover, in order to comply with the timelines established by the Order the bulk of these costs

will be incurred by Petitioner prior to a hearing on the Petition by the State Water Board unless a

stay is granted.'

By contrast, there will be no substantial harm to the public interest or other interested

parties if a stay is granted because investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring, as

.welLas apriorrisk as.s sji1t, cQnl rm .lat at tIeSite do not posea

significant risk to human health or the environment. To the contrary, the Regional Water Board

has previously indicated that the Site was ready for closure.

Finally, there exist substantial questions of fact and law regarding thepropriety of the

Regional Water Board's Order, including, inter alia, Leggett & PlaU's contention that the

Regional Water Board is without authority to issue a Section 13267 Order against Leggett & PlaU

except in Leggett & Plau's capacity as administrator of the settlement fund, and Petitioner's

contention that the cost of compliance with the Order does not bear a reasonable relationship to

Alternatively, Petitioner may be placed in the position of having to incur substantial fines or
penalties for failing to comply with the Regional Water Board Order pending a hearing on their

Petition. -20 -

D005

2

3

4

S

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

L9.

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

PARIER MILLDcEN 28
cIARK OHMA &

SAMVELL A
PROFESSIONAL

CORPORAI1ON

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2050.6(b) and

2052(c), Petitioner respectfully requests that the State Water Board hold a hearing to consider this

Petition. At the hearing, Petitioner may present additional evidence that was not available to the

RegionaLWateLfloarcLatthetime the Order was issued or when this Petition is submitted. In

addition, Petitioner requests permission at any hearing: (1) to present oral argument on the legal

and policy issues raised by this Petition; and (2) to present to the State Water Board factual and

technical information in the Regional Water Board's files which may have been overlooked by

the Regional Water Board.

XIII. REQUEST FOR STAY

In accordance with Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations section 2053(a),

Petitioner requests a stay of the Order. Compliance with the Order will cause substantial harm to

the Petitioner, including the cost of compliance with the Order, which will exceed $250,000.00.

Moreover, in order to comply with the timelines established by the Order the bulk of these costs

will be incurred by Petitioner prior to a hearing on the Petition by the State Water Board unless a

stay is granted.1

By contrast, there will be no substantial harm to the public interest or other interested

parties if a stay is granted because investigation, remediation, and confirmation monitoring, as

.welLaa apnQLrass smejt, the current conditions at the Site do ntpo a

significant risk to human health or the environment. To the contrary, the Regional Water Board

has previously indicated that the Site was ready for closure.

Finally, there exist substantial questions of fact and law regarding thepropriety of the

Regional Water Board's Order, including, inter alia, Leggett & Platt's contention that the

Regional Water Board is without authority to issue a Section 13267 Order against Leggett & Platt

except in Leggett & Platt's capacity as administrator ofthe settlement fund, and Petitioner's

contention that the cost of compliance with the Order does not bear a reasonable relationship to

'Alternatively, Petitioner may be placed in the position of having to incur substantial fines or
penalties for failing to comply with the Regional Water Board Order pending a hearing on their
Petition. - 20 -
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I the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports requested by the Regional

2 Water Board.

3 Based upon these reasons, as well as the other contentions set forth in this Petition,

------4-- Petitioner requests a stay of the Order pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations

5 section 2053(a). Petitioner has attached to this Petition the Declaration of Dr. George Linidetter

6 setting forth proof of the facts alleged in support of its request for stay and, further, requests a

7 hearing on its request for stay to present further relevant evidence and arguments.

8

9 XIV. REQUEST THAT PETITION BE HELD IN ABEYANCE

10 Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hOld this Petition in abeyance pursuant to

11 Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050(d) or 2050.5(d), pending further

12 good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board. Petitioner requests that

13 the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the maximum time period permitted or

14 until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner will promptly notice the State Water Board when it is

15 ready to reactivate and have its Petition considered. Petitioner reserves the right to supplement

16 this Petition if the State Water Board does not grant Petitioner's request for abeyance or should

17 the Petition be reactivated in the future.

18 II

19 II

20 /-

21 /-

22 /-

23 II

24 /-

25 /I

26 /-

27 /-

28 II
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the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained 'from the reports requested by the Regional

Water Board.

Based upon these reasons, as well as the other contentions set forth in this Petition,

--Petitioner requests a stay of the Order pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations

section, 2053(a). Petitioner has attached to this Petition the Declaration of Dr. George Linidetter

setting forth proof of the facts alleged in support of its request for stay and, further, requests a

hearing on its request for stay to present further relevant evidence and arguments.

XIV. REQUEST THAT PETITION BE HELD IN ABEYANCE

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hOld this Petition in abeyance pursuant to

Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050(d) or 2050.5(d), pending further

good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board. Petitioner requests that

the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the maximum time period permitted or

until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner will promptly notice the State Water Board when it is

ready to reactivate and have its Petition considered. Petitioner reserves the right to supplement

this Petition if the State Water Board does not grant Petitioner's request for abeyance or should

the Petition be reactivated in the future.

/1
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XV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully submits that the issuance of the Order.

was improper, inappropriate, unJawful, and not supported by substantial evidence. Petitioner

-respectfully requests-that the State-Water-Board grant this Petit-ion and-review--the-Regional-Water----

Board's action in issuing the Order. However, until such time that Petitioner requests the State

Water Board to reactivate this Petition, Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this

Petition in abeyance.

DOCS

DATED: July 10, 2008 PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA &
SAMUELIAN

A Professional Corporation

-

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
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XV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons,Petitioner respectfully submits that the issuance of the Order.

was improper, inappropriate, unlawful, and not supported by substantial evidence. Petitioner

-respectfully-requests that the State-Water-Board grant this Petit-ion and-review-the-Regional--Water--

Board's action in issuing the Order. However, until such time that Petitioner requests the State

Water Board to reactivate this Petition, Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this

Petition in abeyance.

DOCS

DATED: July 10, 2008 PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA &
SAMUELTAN

A Professional Corporation

By: i' A a
0 1! C. DONN L'N

-

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Plan, Incorporated
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

Linda S. Adams
Cal/EPA Secretary

June 11, 2008

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett and Platt, Inc.
One Leggett Road
Carthage, MO 64836

CALIFORNIA WATER CODE (CWC) SECTION 13267 ORDER: REQUIRENG

SUTBMITTAL OF A WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SOIL GAS AND GROUNDWATER

INVESTIGATION - VALLEY ALHAMBRA PROPERTY, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD,

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA (SLIC NO. 0967, SITE ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality C ntrol Board (Regional Board) staff has completed a review

of the case file for the subject site. Based: on the information provided to us, we have determined that

the site is not eligible for closure of soil and/or groundwater at this time. The Regional Board is

issuing this letter to require. submittal of a work plan for additional investigation of soil gas and

groundwater at the site.

Background

The site operated as a service station from at least 1920 until 1953 and subsequently was used by a

variety of pxivate companies. In 1953, three 500 gallon underground storage tanks (USTs) and three

1,000 gallon USTs were removed. In 1969, the Green Mountain Paper Company received a permit to

int1l one 2,000 gallon UST. FtomJnua1y1972toJaflua1Yi993, the site was oceupied .by--Hariis

Hub/Contract Metal Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 199Q, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and

continued the operation. Activities at the site included painlirig and assembling metal bed frames. As

part of the painting process, two dip tanks and three 750 gallon USTs were used td contain or store

solvents The three 750 gallon USTs were removed from the site in 1991, under the direction of the

City of Los Angeles Fire Department (Fire Department). Several subsurface investigations were

conducted at the site between 1991 and 1993 as required. by the Fire Department for closure of the

facility. These investigatiOns are described in the report Response to Request for Subsurface Site

Assessment Work Plan dated April 30, 2001.

Tn March 1999 and June 2001, additional soil investigations were completed at the site. Based on

boring logs completed at the site during the installation of five groundwater monitoring wells in

1999, lithology in the upper 25 feet of soil consists of sands, clayey sands, and clays: The soil

investigations indicated that volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including tetrachioroethene (PCE),

trichioroethene (TCE), toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes were present beneath the footprints of the

California Environmental Protection Agency

320w. 4th 5tree, 5uite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013

Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213)576-6640 - ntcrnet Address httpJ/www.waterboardsCa.govJk3Saflge -no1dSchwarzenegger
Governor

Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of Calrornia water resources for the benefit ofpresent andfiaure generations.

).:
California Regional Water Quality COntrol Board

Los Angeles Region

Linda S. Adams
Cal/EPA Secrethry

June 11, 2008

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett and Platt, Inc.
One Leggett Road
Carthage, MO 64836

CALIFORNiA WATER CODE (CWC) SECTION 13267 ORDER: REQUIRING

SUTBMITTAL OF A WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SOIL GAS AND GROUNDWATER

INVESTIGATION - VALLEY ALHAMBRA PROPERTY, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD,

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA (SLIC NO. 0967, SITE ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Cdntrol Board (Regional Board) staff has completed a review

of the case file for the subject site. Based:on the information provided to us, we have determined that

the site is not eligible for closure of soil and/or groundwater at this time The Regional Board is

issuing this letter to require submittal of a work plan for additional investigation of soil gas and

groundwater at the site.

Background

The site operated as a service station from at least 1920 until 1953 and subsequently was used by a

variety of private companies. In 1953, three 500 gallon underground storage' tanks (USTs) and three

1,000 gallon liSTs were removed. In 1969, the Green Mountain Paper Company received a permit to

instaIl one 2,000 gallon UST. FromJanuaiy 1972to January 1993, the site was occupied by-Harris

Hub/Contract Metal Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 1990, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and

continued the operation. Activities at the site included painting and assembling metal bed frames. As

part of the painting process, two dip tanks and three 750 gallon USTs were used to contain or sthre

solvents. The three 750 gallon USTs were removed from the site in 1991, under the direction of the

City of Los Angeles Fire Department (Fire Department). Several subsurface investigations were

conducted at the site between 1991 and 1993 as required, by the Fire Department for closure of the

facility. These investigations are described in the report Response to Request for Subsurface Site

Assessment Work Plan dated April 30, 2001.

Tn March 1999 and June 2001, additional soil investigations were completed at the site. Based on

baring logs completed at the site during the installation of five groundwater monitoring wells in

1999, lithology in the upper 25 feet of soil consists of sands, clayey sands, and clays: The soil

investigations indicated that volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including tetrachioroethene (PCB),

trichloroethene (TCE), toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes were present beneath the footprints of the

California Environmental Protection Agency

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

Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213)576-6640 - oternet Address httpi/www.WatelbOardS.Ca.gOVJbOSahlgeIes rno1dSchwaneflegger
Governor

Recycled Pager

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia's water resourcerfor the benefit ofpresent andfuture generations.



Mr. Robert Anderson - June 11, 2008

Valley AThanabra Property

former dip tanks and USTs at approximately 8 to 10 feet below ground surface (bgs). Soil samples
from beneath these tanks contained PCE at concentrations of up to 5,300 milligrams per kilojam
(mg/kg), TCE at concentrations of up to 10 mg/kg, toluene at .cóncèntrations of up to 540 mg/kg,
ethylbenzene at conceiitrations of up to 76 mg/kg, and xylenes at concentrations of up to 360 mgfkg
Soil samples also contained gasoline-range total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) at concenfrations of
up to 4,590 mg/kg. Analysis of sil samples for metals indicated,concentrations conistent with
background levls found in Southern California soils.

Soil-gas samples were collected in Janiary 1999, at 15 locations from 5, 10, and 15 feet bgs,with
the exception of two locations where the maximum achievable depth was 10 feet bgs. PCE was
detected in soil gas in the upper 15 feet of soil at the site at concentrations up to 620 micrograms per
liter (g/L). TCE was only detected in two borings at much lower concentrations.

In May 1999, five groundwater monitoring wells (MW-I through MW-5) were-installed. These wells
were &st sampled in second quarter 1999. and showed moderate to high concentrations of VOCs. A
quarterly groundwater monitoring program was initiated at the site in February 2001. The highest
concentrations of VOCs m groundwater were detected during the second quarter sampling event
completed in May 2001. During this sampling event, elevated concentrations of PCE were detected
in wells MW-2 and MW-3 at 4,800 micrograms per liter (giL) and 4,100 g/L, respectively. TCE
and cis-1,2-DCE were also detected during this event, however at much lower concentrations.
Groundwater was encountered during' the installation of monitoring wells MW-I through MW-S
between approximately 15 and 17,feet bgs.

Remediation of soil and groundwater began in December 2001, with the implementation of a dual-
phase extraction system. The extraction system operated from December 2001 through October 2002
and removed approximately 107 pounds of VOCs from the site. Afler the rem ediation system was
turned off, five additional quarters of groundwater sampling were performed to test for rebound and
to verify residual contamination levels in groundwater: VOCs concentrations (PCE, TCE, and cis-
.1,2-DCE).in groudwater had decteased or remained generally stable after system shut down. Based
on the latest groundwater sampling event in December 2003, VOCs remain in groundwater beneath
the site with concentrations up to 26 g/L of PCE, 19 g/L of TCE, and 89 g/L of cis-1,2-DCE.

Confirmation soil matrix sampling was êonducted at the sitein December 2003 and Januaxy 2004 at
locations adjacent to the former,dip tanks and USTs. Analytical results indicated that PCE was found
in six of the nine samples with a maximum concentration of 140 micrograms per kilograin(igfkg) at
10 feet bgs (decreasing to 37 gfkg at 12 feet bgs). Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to
320 pg/kg, ethylbenzene up to 19 gfkg, and xylenes upto 108 pg/kg. No other VOCs were detected
above the laboratory reporting limits during this soil sampling event.

The consultant for the site, Environ Infemational Corporation (Environ), prepared' a Risk Assessment
of Potential Migration of Volatile Organic Compounds to Indoor Air (Risk Assessment) dated
November 28, 2005 The Office of Envirorimeiital Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed.
the Risk Assessment aiid provided comments to Regional Board staff in a memo dated April 17,
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foimer dip tanks and USTs at approximately 8 to 10 feet below ground surface (bgs). Soil samples
from beneath these tanks contained PCE at concentrations of up to 5,300 milligrams per ldlojam
(mg/kg), TCE at concentrations of up to 10 mg/kg, toluene at .cóncènfrations of up to 540 mg/kg,
ethylbenzene at concentrations of up to 76 mg/kg, and xylenes at concentrations of up to 360 mgfkg
Soil samples also contained gasoline-range total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) at concentrations of
up to 4,590 mg/kg. Analysis of soil samples for metal.s indicated, concentrations consistent with
background levels found in Southern California soils.

Soil-gas samples were 'collected in January 1999, at 15 locations from 5, 10, and 15 feet bgs,'with
the exception of two locations where the maximum achievable depth was 10 feet bgs. PCE was
detected in soil gas in the upper 15 feet of soil at the site at concentrations up to 620 micrograms per
liter (j.tg/L). TCE was only detected in two borings at much lower concentratio'ns.

In May 1999, five groundwater monitoring wells (MW-I through MW-5) were. installed. These wells
were first sampled in second quarter 1999, and showed moderate to high concentrations of VOCs. A
quarterly groundwater monitoring program was initiated at the site in February 2001. The highest
concentrations of VOCs In' groundwater were detected during the second quarter sampling event
completed in May 2001. During this sampling event, elevated concentrations of PCE were detected
in wells MW-2 and MW-3 at 4,800 micrograms per liter (jigiL) and 4,100 p.g/L, respectively. TCE
and cis-1 ,2-DCE were also detecte.d during this event, however at much lower concentrations.
Groundwater was encountered during the installation of monitoring wells MW-I through MW-S
between approximately 15 and I 7.feet bgs.

Remediation of soil and groundwater began in December 2001, with the implementation of a dual-
phase extraction system. The extraction system operated from December 2001 through October 2002
and removed approximately 107 pounds of VOCs from the site. Afier the remediation system was
turned off, five additional quarters of groundwater sampling were perfonned to test for rebound and
to verify residual contamination levels in groundwater: VOCs concentrations (PCE, TCE, and cis-
l.,2-DCE in groundwater had decreased or remained generally stable after system shut down. Based
on the latest groundwater sampling event in December 2003, VOCs remain in groundwater beneath
the site with concentrations up to 26 jig/L of PCE, 19 gg/L of TCE, and 89 p.g/L of cis-1,2-DCE.

Confirmation soil matrix sampling was conducted at the sitein December 2003 and Januaxy 2004 at
locations adjacent to the former.dip tanks and USTs. Analytical results indicated that PCE was found
in six of the nine samples with a maximum concentration of 140 micrograms per kilogram(igfkg) at
10 feet bgs (decreasing to 37 jig/kg at 12 feet bgs). Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to
320 jig/kg, ethylbenzene up to 19 jig/kg, and xylenes up to 108 jig/kg. No other VOCs were detected
above the laboratory reporting limits during this soil sampling event.

The consultant for the site, Environ International Corporation (Environ), prepared' a Risk Assessment
of Potential Migration of Volatile Organic Compounds to' Indoor Air (Risk Assessment) dated'
November 28, 2005 The Office of Envirorimeiltal Health. Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed.
the Risk Assessment and provided comments to Regional Board staff in a memo dated April 17,
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2006. OEHHA indicated that the lack of postrernediation soil-gas sampling could represent a

limitation in the Risk jäsajtmodejjngw ased0n soiLmatxix and grQwldwater data.

Comments and Requirements

After reviewing historic groundwater monitoring, dual-phase extraction, and confirmation samp1ing

reports, as well as the Risk Assessment and other file documents, Regi9nal Board staff has the

following comments and requirements:

You are required to submit a conceptual site model (CSM), using existing and new data, to

identify any data gaps foE delineating the soil vapor plume and impacted groundwater on and

offsite. This CSM is due to the Regional Board by August 19, 2008, and may be included

with the required work plan(s) for additional investigation of soil-gas and groundwater (see

below). .

Additional groundwater data is.needed-t properly evaluate the'lateral and vertical extent of

groundwater contamination. Although groundwater data collected from the on-site

monitoring wells indicate concentrations of chlorinated VOCs contamination in groundwater

have been significantly reduced, the upgradient, cross-gradient, and downgradient extent of

this contamination has not been defined to non-detect levels. Therefore, you are required to'

fully defme the vertical and lateral extent of groundwater contamination originating from the

site. However, prior to consttuction of additional groundwater monitoring wells you are

required to conduct an investigation of the physical properties of the saturated zone (including

laboratory sieve analysis of soil matix samples) and collect discrete vertical groundwater

samples. Investigation of the saturated zone must include continuous coring until. a competent

clay boundary with a minimum thickness of 5 feet is encountered. Discrete groundwater'

samples should be collected from water bearing zones or at a minimum of every 10 feet if the

lithology appears consistent over 'a large depth interval. Based on this information, additional

groundwater monitoring wells canbe constructed to give the most useful data for evaluation of

impact, to groundwater beneath the sife, which may require-the instailatiôn-of multi-depth

nested or cluster wells on and offsite. You are required to submit 'a work p]an to define' the

lateral and vertical extent of contamination in groundwater by August 19, 2008.

Based on comments received' from OBHHA dated April 17, 2006 (copy attached), you are

required to perform a post-remedial soil-gas investigation and complete a vapor intrusion

evaluatlQn for the site. The work plan for the soil-gas investigation may be included with the

work plan for the lateral and vertical delineation of contaminated groundwater due to the

Regional Board by August 19, 2008. The completed vapor intrusion evaluation is due to the

Regional Board by December 19, 2008. The following document can be referenced for the

site-specific vapor intrusion evaluation: "lrtterirn Final Guidance ,for the Evaluation and

Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air", dated December 15, 2004 (rvised

February 7,2005), prepared by the Department ofToxic Substances Control.
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2006. OEHHA indicated that the lack of post-rernediatiOn soil-gas sampling could represent a

limitation in the Risk
55j asalimodejing was sed0nS0flI andg1QW1dWer data.

Comments and Requirements

After reviewing historic groundwater monitoring, dual-phase extraction, and confirmation Sampling'

reports, as well as the Risk Assessment and other file documents, Regi9nal Board staff has the

following comments and requirements:

You are required to submit a conceptual site model (CSM), using existing and new data, to

identify any data gaps for delineating the soil vapor plume and impacted. groundwater on and

offsite. This CSM is due to the Regional Board by August 19, 2008,' and may be included

with the required work plan(s) for additional investigation of soil-gas and groundwater (see

below).

Additional groundwater data is needed- tà properly evaluate the 'lateral and vertical extent of

groundwater contamination. Although groundwater data collected from the on-site

monitoring wells indicate concentrations of chlorinated VOCs contamination in groundwater

have been significantly reduced, the upgradient, cross-gradient, and downgradient extent of

this contamination has not been defined to non-detect levels. Therefore, you are required to

fully defme the vertical and lateral extent of groundwater contamination originating from the

site. However, prior to consttuètiOfl of additional groundwater monitoring wells you are

required to conduct an investigation of the physical properties of the saturated zone (including

laboratory sieve analysis of soil matrix samples) and collect discrete vertical groundwater

samples. Investigation of the saturated zone must include continuous coring until. a competent

clay boundary with a minimum thickness of 5 feet is encountered. Discrete groundwater'

samples should be collected from water bearing zones or at a minimum of every 10 feet if the

lithology appears consistent over 'a large depth interval. Based on this information, additional

groundwater monitoring wells can, be constructed to give the most useful data for evaluation of

impact, to groundwater beneath the sit,"WhicTh may require-the installation-of' multi-depth

nested or cluster wells on and offsite. You are required to submit a work p]an to define' the

lateral and vertical extent of contamination in groundwater by August 19, 2008.

- 3. Based on comments received from OEHHA dated April 17, 2006 (copy attached), you are

required to perform a post-remedial soil-gas investigation ana complete a vapor inirusion

evaluatiQfl for the site. The work plan for the soil-gas investigation may be included with the

work plan for the lateral and vertical 'delineation of contaminated grundwater due to the

Regional Board by August 19, 2008. The completed vapor intrusion evaluation is due to the

Regional Board by December 19, 2008. The following document can be referenced for the

site-specific vapor intrusion evaluation: "Interim Final Guidance ,for the Evaluation and

Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Aif', dated December 15, 2004 (revised

February 7,2005), prepared by the Department ofToxic Substances Control.
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4 Groundwater monitoring is not being c9nducted atthe site. You must resume monitoring of

the existing and new groundwater welI at the

schedule:

Report Period Report Due Date

JanuaryJune July315'

JulyDecember Januarj31

In addition to the, information provided th the previous monitoring reports, all future

groundwater monitoring reports shall include the following:

Isoconcentration map(s) for contaminants of concern in groundwater at the site.

A table detailing the construction of all existing (and planned) gromtdwater
monitoring wells at the site.

Cross-section figures showing the extent of dissolved-phase contamination in the

saturated zone along the groundwater flow diiection and perpendicular to
groundwater flow direction.

You are required to resume groundwater monitoring at the site with the July through
December 2008 groundwater monitoring report 'due to' the Regional Board no later than

January 31, 2009.

A Health and Safety Plan for the required work must be submitted to the Region1 Board

prior to initiating.any fieldwork. You may include the Health and Safety Plan in the required

work plan(s) as an appendix.

Please note- that" effective--July 1,2005,. all reports submitted to the. Regional Board mist

comply with the electronic submittal of information (ESi) to be submitted over the internet,

including, groundwater monitoring reports, soil and/or groundwater

investigationlcha:racterization reports, remedial action plans, requests for closure, and
portable data format (PDF). The text of the regulations can be found at the URL:

http
reporting/docs/fitlaI electronic regs dec04 .pdf.

Additipnally, the State Water Board Geotracker data management. system is capable of

accepting this electronic information. The Regional Board does not have the resources to

acquire hardware to allow caseworkers to appropriately review documents in electronic

form. Therefore, for the. foreseable future, we request that you continue to submit hard

copies of all documents and data submittals, in addition to ESI to Geotracker.
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4 Groundwater monitoring is not berng conducted aithe site. You must resume monitoring of

the existing and new groundwater weIL at the

schedule:

Report Period Report Due Date

JanuaryJune July31"
July - December January 31

In addition to the information provided in the previous monitoring reports, all future
groundwater monitoring reports shall include the following:

Isoconcentration map(s) for contaminants of concern in groundwater at the site.

A table detailing the construction of all existing (and planned) groundwater
monitoring wells at the site. .

Cross-section figures showing the extent of dissolved-phase contamination in the

saturated zone along the groundwater flow direction and perpendicular to
groundwater flow direction.

You are required to resume groundwater monitoring at the site with the July through
December 2008 groundwater monitoring report due to. the Regional Board no later than

January 31, 2009.

5. A Health and Safety Plan for the required work must be submitted to the RegionJ Board

prior to initiating.any fieldwork. You may include the Health and Safety Plan in the required

work plan(s) as an appendix. .

6 Please, note that effective-July 1,2005,. all reports submitted tb the. Regional Board must

comply with the electronic submittal of information (ES1) to be submitted over the internet,

including, groundwater monitoring reports, soil and/or groUndwater

investigation/characterization reports, remedial action plans, requests for closure, and
portable data format (PDF). The text of the regulations can be found at the URL:

http upei0 reporting/docsIfiXJaI electronic regs decO4.pdf.

Additionally, the State Water Board Geotracker .data management. system is capable of

accepting this electronic information. The 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 request that you continue to submit hard

copies of all documents and data submittals, in addition to ESI to Geotracker.
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Puisuant to section 13267 of the CWC, you are required to submit a conceptual site model and a

vapor intrusion evaluation by December 19, 2008, and to resume groundwater monitoring and

reporting according to the schedule specified in item 4 (above), with the first semi-annual
groundwater monito±ig report due by January 31, 2009. A Health and Safety Plan for the proposed

work must be submitted to the Regional Board prior to initiating any fieldwork. You may include the

Health and Safety Plan with the required work plan as an appendix.

Pursuant to section 13268 of the CWC, failure to submit the required technical reports by their due

dates may result in civil liability administratively imposed by the Regional Board .in an amount up to

one thousand dollars ($1000) for each day the technical report or document is not received.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. David Young at (213) 576-6733 or Ms.

Su Han at (213) 576-6735:

Sincerely,

Enclosure Memorandum from OEHHA dated April 17, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Fordyce, Office of Chief Counsel
Ms Linda Northrup, Northrup Schlueter
Mr. Gaiy Hexman,.S,D. Herman Co.
Ms. Joan Donnellan, Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick, LLP

Dr. George Linkletter, Environ
Mr. Eddie Ai-siaiiian, Eñiiöñ
Ms. Seema Sutarwala, Environ

Cc:

-5- June 11, 2008
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Puisuant to seciion 13267 of the CWC, you are required t6 submit a conceptual site model and a

worlcplanforadditional
vapor intrusion evaluation by December 19, 2008, and to resume groundwater monitoring and

reporting according to the schedule specified in item 4 (above), with the first semi-annual
groundwater monitoring report due by January 31,2009. A Health and Safety Plan for the proposed

work must be submitted to the Regional Board prior to initiating any fieldwork. You may include the

Health and Safety Plan with the required work plan as an appendix.

Pursuant to section 13268 of the CWC, failure to submit the required technical reports by their due

dates may result in civil liability administratively imposedby the Rgipnal Board in an amount up to

one thousand dollars ($1000) for each day the technial report or document is not received.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. David Young at (213) 576-6733 or Ms.

Sn Han at (213) 576-6735:

Sincerely,

Enclosure

Cc:

Memorandum from OEHHA dated April 17, 2006

Ms Jennifer Fordyce, Office of Chief Counsel
Ms. Linda Northrup, Northrup Schlueter
Mr. Gaiy Hexman,.S,D. Herman Co.
Ms. Joan Donnellan, Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Mehtick, LLP

Dr. George Linidetter, Environ
Mr. Eddie Arstaiiian, Etiirdti
Ms. Seema Sutarwala, Environ

-5- Jimel1,2008
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David A Young
Los Angeles Region IV
California Regional W.ter Quality Control Board

320 W 4tb Street, 1st Floor

Los Angeles,CRlifoID1a 90013:

FROM: Hristo Hristov, MD,h.D-, MEnvSc-
Integrated Risk Assessment Branch

Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment Asessrnent

1001 I Street,
12th Flopr

Sacrniento, California 95814

DATh: April 17, 2006.

- STTBJECT: RISK ASSESSMENT 0FPOTENTIALMGRATT0N OF VOLATILE :

ORGANIC G®&®TTDS TO .iND®OAIR., 4900 VALLBY BOULEVARD,

LOS ANGELES CALIFORNIA A11D RESPONSETO OBHHA REVIEW OF

"RISK ASSESSMENT OI P.OThNT .GRATIQN OF VOIATIUE

ORGANIC COMPOUNDS TOThfl)OORAIR,4900 VALLEY BOULEVAPD,

LOS ANGBUS, CAIFOR}1TA
SWRCB #-R4-05-l0 OEBBA # 880118-01

T0:

Office of Envirolimental Health Hazard Ass essment
- - - - oaflE.DentOfl, FhD-, )hèctor

Headqnfers' 1001 1 Street ScraJnentO CahiorIfla 95814

1YlaigdreS: .-O- BoX4010- sacrathnfoCa1110Ta9581OO

Oak1aJfLCe .Man d 15 ay e4,4 Floor QaJdand California946l2

MEMORANDUM

Document Reviewed
(Italicized text is quoted from the report-)

The Integrated Risk Assessment Branch of the Office ofEnviroflifleiltal Health hazard

Asspssnaent (OEHRA) reviewed the docirnient entitled 'Risk Assesinefl Of Potential Migration

Of Volattle Organic Compouns To Indoor Air, 4900 Vaifry Boulevard, .Lo. Azgeles,

CalfOrnia' prepared b)' Environ to provide coxuients or approvaL In addition, a letter entitled-

'Resporiie to QEEHA review ofRisk Assessment OfPotential Migration OfVdlatile Organic

Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900: Valley Boulevard, LOs Angeles, Calforrzia " was received on

March 29, 2006 and consider&d In the peparation.of this ixiemorandi±iTh The letter was prepared

to address sciiae initial OEIIHA's concerns intended to the attntion of the Los Angeles Water

Resoi)rce Quality Control BoardLA RWQCB) site rnanager

Califonia Environmental Protection A ecy

Thç ner' challenge facing California is riaL £very Ciiijforuian
needsio take immediate action to reduce energy consuwp(iOfl-

Yriillatl o,,.RccycletJPpct

H- t''

ArnpId sthw3rzCfltCrer
Govr,ior

Dw&S'kcpcc
gncy 4ecr4OJy

TO: avjdA. Young
Los Angeles Region IV
CRjifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board

320W. 4tb Strôet, ist Floor.

Los Angeles, -California 90013:

FROM: Hristo Hristoy, MD,h.D., M.Env.Sc.
Jiite&atd Risk Assessment Btanch

Office of Environmcfltal Health Hazard Assessment Asessmeflt

1001 I Street,
.12th Floor

. SacrnientO, California 95814-

April -17, 2006

RISK. ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL I[IGRATIO OF VOLATILE -

ORGA)1C ®TJi!DS TO fl .O AIR, 4900 VLEY BOULEVARD,.

LOS ANELEScAL'oRMA, ....SPONE0®B REVmW OF

"iUSI ASSBSSMENT 0E POTENT GRATIQN OF VOJA'IILE

0RGANIC coMPou1'IDS TO INDOOR AIR, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD,

LOS ANGEIES, CALIFORITA
SWRCB#R4-05-1O .

OEBEA#880118-Oi

Office of EnviroRmental Hei1th Hazard Ass essment
- ID., Dir4or

Headqnfers' 1001 1 Street ScraJnefltO, Cahlorifla 95814

.MangdeS -P.O. BoX4010- sara nioCall1ora9581oro :-

Oak1ad_Oifice a Mai 155 ayecty Floor Oajdand, .Ca1iforia946i-2

.MEMORANDUM

DATh:

-SUBJECT:

H- t''

Arnold scwT3r2CntCrer
Governor

Document Reviewed : :
(Italicized text is cuoted from the report.).

The Integrated Risk Assessmçnt Branch of the Office of EnviroaII1L1tal Health haiard

Assessment (OBEHA) reviewed the: docirnient entitled 'Risk Asses.smeflt OfPotential Migration

OfVolattle Organic Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900 ValieyBoulevard0.
alfOrnia" prepared by Environ to provide connentS or approval.- In addition, a letter ntitied-

'Responie to QEHHA re-view ofRisk Assessment OfPotential Migration OfYdlatile Organic

Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Lds Angeles, Clfornia "was received on

March 29,2006 and consider&d in the piepar.atfon.of this ixiemorandithi. The letter was prepared

to address sortie initial OEIIHA's concerns intended to the attçntion of the Los Angeles Water

Resource Quality Control BoardLA RWQCB) site manager. -

Califon4a Enviroflrnent2 Protection A' ency
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David A. Young
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Scope of the Review

flie documents were reviewed for scientific aud regulatory issues related to th risk

assessment process applied "to obtain an "unrestricted use" condition for-the Site from the

California Regional Wajer Quality ControlBoard - Los Angeles " The review was intended -

to veiify the obtained results; elaborate on:their ana1'siS, and evaluate the conQluslons thade by

the consultant- Only typo graphica' errors reflecting the scientific integrity and the text

ntrpretation were noted. -

Limitations -

The Report Fonnat and Content - This short report jEnitd to the deve1cpnient of risk-

based conberLtratlons (RBCs) developed to protect residents potentially occupying the site from

inhalation of"apor,s migrating from contaminated soil and groundwater: - . - -

-
Site CharacteñZatiOfl- No site characterization section was found in the provided report.

Erivirpn provided (thróughtheLARWQB) a set of doQuments, nane1y "Fourth Quarter 2003

Ground WaterMonitoring report and Confirmation Soil Sampling, 4900 East Valley Boulvard,-

Los Azgeles, Cälzfornii ", and "Wor-kplan for Conjirination Soil Sampling and Final Round of

Ground. Wa&er Sarnvling, 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Valley Alhambra Property, Los Ailgeles,

Calfornia" as part of the Response to .OEBBA. reviw letteron March 29, 2006. However, . -

OBIIFiA was not authorized to rev ew these documents- An accurate estimate of risk from

contamination at a site depends on chemical concentrations that- reflected the contamination at -

the site. This requires samples of soil, soil-gas and water to be ana'yzed for toxic chernicals that

.ljk1y to be in t)esarnpleS- P errnor:thesaiflPie ibcati flisi-rrsn th. site as a

whole or at least not avoid significant contain nallon- Finally, srnples must be handled in such a

way that chemical is not lost before the analysis can tak p1ace Due to their proximity to and

fainiliaiity with sites, Rgional Water Quaity Conliol Board (RWQCB) stffcanijetter. -

detennine the sampling locations, sample handling ?nd needed for cemicaianalys1s Therefore,

OEBBA based its analysis on the assumptionthat thesampling and analysis are comprehensive,

representative, and accurate for this site and that all data used in the Risk Assessment are correct

and representative of the data shown in the ground water monitoring nd cortfiulflati9n soil

sampl]flg repo- - - -

Type olData Used - All modeling is based on soil matrix and groundwater data. CaIRPA

and US EPA recommend the use of soil-gas datato decrease the uncertamtY related to

contaninant pa oDnarnong the three SQL1 matrix phases- According to the Environ

"Response to OEBBA review of "Risk Assessment of Potential MigratiolL - " letter sent on

David A. Young
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Page 2

Scope of the Review

I'be documents were reviewed for scientific and regulatory isues related to th risk

assessment process applied "to obtain an "unrestricted use" condition for.the Site from the

California Regional Wa.ter Quality Control Board - Los Angeles...." The xevieW was intended

to verify the obtained results; elaborate onThea anal'sis, and evaluate the, coucluslonsniade by

the consultant. Only typographical errors reflecting the scientific integrity and the text

interpretation were noted.

LimitatiOfiS 0

The Report Format and Content - This short'report i linited to the ieveiopment of risk-

based conbentrations (RBçs) developed to protect residents potentially occupying the site from

inhalation of''apor,s thigrati.rig from contaminated soil and groun4water

Site Characterization - No site characterzatiOfl section wasfound in the provided report.

Erivirpn provided (through the 'LA RWQCB)' a set of documents, nanely "Fourth Quarter 2003

Ground Water Monitoring report and Confirmation Soil Sampling, 4900 'ast Valley Boulvard,

Los Azgeles, Cclfornia ' and "Workplan for Confirmation Soil Sampling and Final Round of

Ground. Water Samr'ling, 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Valley Alhanm bra Property. Los Angeles,

Calfornia" as part of the Response to .OEBB-A review letteron March 29, 2006. Howver,

OBBB.A was not authorized to review these documents. An accurate estimate of risk from

contamination at a site depends on chemical concentratiOns that reflected the contamination at

the site. This requires samples of soil, soil-gas and water to be analyzed for toxic :chernicals that

1elyto be in te-sampies. '? icati th. site as a

whole or at least not avoid significant contamination. Finally, samples must be handled in such a

way that chemical is not lost before the analysis can take place. Due to their proximity to and

familiarity with sites, Rgional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) stff can ijetter,

determine the sampling locations, sample handling nd needed for chemical .analysis. Therefore,

OEBBA lased its analysis on the assuniptionthat thesampling and analysis are comprehensive,

representative, and accurate for this site and that all data used in the Risk Assessment are cortect

and representative of the data shown in the ground watermonitoring nd coiifihlflati9fl soil

sampling report.

- TTr1 All de.ii is baed on soil max ad groundwatr data. CamPAIypeu.LJJaia u'---- --
and US EPA recommend the use of soil-gas data to decrease the uncertaintY related to

contarninaht partitioning, among th three SQL1 matrix phases. According to the Bn\iiron

"Response to OBUBA review of "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration. . " letter sent on



David A. Ydung
April, 17, 2006

:Page3

March29, 2006 "no soil_gassarnplin -Was-P for 2edfolloWzTkg the rernediation because of the

low coñcentTation5 remaining in soil and ground water." This could represent a limitation in

the assessment.

SiteBackground

No Site Badkgroufld Information wa found within the provided risk assessment report and

*ithin the documents sent on March 29 2006.

General Comments

Co;mpletefless of the Risk Assessment - The LAkWQCB requested OEKHA to reviewS

the risk estimation under rçsidentiai and construction scenarios, soil ingetion and, contact

pathways, and migration of.vapors originating from spil and ground water. Some initial.

opnnents provided by OBUHA to the LA RWQUB resulted in Enviion's 1'Resplonse to OEHHA

eviewof "RiskA sesnent ofPotential Migration ..
"letter snt on March 29, 2006 to OEIl

1:Site Conptua1 Model (SCM) figure attached to this letter shows a number cif omp1ete

exposure path.vays;includmgso11.mgestio.n and dermai contact with soiL However, according to

thetext (response 1) all pathways except vapor thiation indoors have been e]iminatd as

incomplete with6ut further explana.tioii The elimination of potentially relevant pathways shpuld

be discussed in the repprt. OBIIHA agrees that risk etiinationunder iesidential scenario

provides thore conservative risk.estirnates than tyjical risk estimation wider industrial or

çommercial scenarios. However, this does nbt applyto the constniction.worker scenario:

Withàut fuither explanatipn,QEHHA cannot suppprt theelimination of pathways under the

residential and construction scemrios.

Gizounwatei . tai ion 1 coern-
the site is not in a water supp7y aqu/er and too deepfor deiinãl contact . The following t.able

compares the rnaximiim groundwater.concentratlollsto cunent drinking water Public Health

Goals.

Chemical

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE)*
Trichioroethylefle (TCE)*
cis-1 ,2-Dichloro ethylene

Maximiim Groundwater .Concentration
(pgIL)

26

19

89

Public Health. Goal
(g/L)
0.06
0.8
100

* carcrnogen
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March29, 2006' "no soil-gas-sampling wasperforinedf0ll0Wg the rernediation because of the

low oiicentrati0n5 remaining in soil and,ground water." This could represent a limitation in

the assessment.

Site Background

No Site Bakgi'ouãd Ti'ormation. wa found within the 1irovided risk assessment report and

*ithin the documents sent on March 29 2006.

General Comments

Co;inpleteness of the Risk Assessment - The LAkWQCB requested OBUBA to review'

the risk estimation under rsidentiai and construction scenarios, soil ingestion and contact

pathways, and migration of vapors originating from soil aud ground 'water. Some initial.

ojments provided by OEHHA to Zhe LA RWQUB esulted in Enviion's "Response to OEHHA

review 'of "Risk Ases.s'rnent ofPotential Migration .., " letter sent on March 29, '2006 to OEHBA.

:Sjte Conéptual Model (SCM) figure attached to this letter shows a number of omplete

exposure path is,.jncludingsoil.Lflgestio1l and dermal contact with soil, However, according to

the'text (response 1) all pathways except vapor migration indoors have been e]iminatd as

incomplete without further explanation. The elimination ofpotentially relevant jathways shpuld

be discussed in the repprt: OEHHA agrees that risk estirnationunder residential scenario

provides more conservative risk.estimates than tyjrical risk estimation .indr industrial or

commercial scenarios. However, this does not apply to the constraction.worker scnario.

Withàut fufther explanati9fl,QEHHA cannot suppprt theeliminatiOfl of pathways under the

residential and construction sce1mrios.'

Groundwater ContamniatlOn Of Concern - Accordmg to the SCM, grornd water at

the site is not in a water supply aqu[er and too deep.for deiinczl contact". The following t3ble

compares the maximum groithdwater.cOflcefltratloflSto cun-ent drinking water Public Health

Goals.

Chemical

Tetrachloro ethylene (PCE)*

Trichioro ethylene (TCB)*

cis-1 ,2Dichloro ethylene

Maximum Groundwater .Concentration
(agIL)

Public Health.Gaal
(tg/L)
0.06
0.8
100

* carcinogen

26

19

89
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David A. Young
April, 17, 2006
Page4

Based on-Table 5ihowing parameters used i the-vapopfli on rnodehrg, it appears that

the oDfld ater is located 13 feet below wound suace (ftbgs)- The locaÜon of the :clOsest

drinkixig water wells is not shown in the report- OBHB.A is not in a position to assess the

appropritens of the Environ's conc1uson that ground water-does not need to be protectedas a

-drinicing water source -

- vauatOfl oEco1ogiC2l Inpact - no discussion of the potential of ecologicalUflpact ias

found the rep oit -

Soil and Gr.ound Water Vapor MgratiOfl to Indocr tr

The followthg issues weidtife -the .povided documts:

1- Accordirig to p 3 of the report tetracboroethYlene (PCE) waideiified at two sep4rate depth

strata from approximatelY 2 to 7 feet below. gound surface gs) and from 10 to 13-ft bgs. All

PCE modeling nd risk calculations are based on this depth contalniflatioil assumption- The soil -

- interval between 73 and 10 ft bgs was not sampled- Environ should have assuxied that the PCE

contaic±natiOn starts at 73 and extends to 13 ftbgS to avoid mode]ing underestimation of the risk

andhazard- -

- 2. Although the report's Table 5 shows the paetes usedm the.yapOr intnsion modelg

- (from soil and gro'imd water), modeling spreadsheets were not provided within the report- Later,

Environ povided e*arnple preadshetS for PCE in soil and refined PCE no deling for one of the

three groups of groundwater wells only, as part of i "Response to OBHEIA comments " letter

Thus I was unabk to verify the modeling calculations-

Two soil trâta, namely A.aiad Bares1TW11W thepil D:gsect10 in TableS. This

subdivision is unnecessary and onfusIng because both strata are sand extendmg to the

groundwater table and the Johnson & Ettinger model allows assigning strata for the -

depth interval above the top of contamination not below the top of contaIflmaton-

Ho'ever, the spreadsheet providd later shows th4 -the modeling was perfoiind.

conectly Accordingl', tbs comment rfer to the presentatioll in Table 5 only.

Ta1 5 shows three groups of groundwater well locations differing by the different type of

- soil, respectively soil properties; soil thicigiess, ad contaminant concentrations- The

provided spreadsheet shows an eamp1e of refined groundwater PCB modeling at Qne of

the groups only- This way it was impossible to understand whether the modeling results

are representative of the locations showing the highst vapor migration, and respectively

sk and hazard- -

David A. Young
April, 17, 2006
Page4

Based on.Tab1 5ihowmg parameters used iii the vapo igratl0n modelirg, it appears that

the ground 'vater is located 13 feet below ground surface (f bgs). The location of the :closest

chinking water wells is not shown in the report. OBHB.A is not in a position to assess the

approprtefle.$ of the Environ'S conclusofl that .ground waterdoes not need to be protectedas a

-drinking water source.

- gynationofEc010gi Impactfl0 discussiOn of the potential of ecological imPact *as

.found in the report.

Soil and .Ground Water Vapor MgratiOJ to Indoo.rAr

The following issues wer&identif ed in -tiie provided docume1tS

1 ..Accordiflg to p 3 of the report tetracbloroethYlene (PCE) waidenfied at two sepate depth

strata from approximatelY 2 to 7 feet below. ound surface gs) and om .10 to 13 -ft bgs. All.

PCE modeling and risk calculations re based on this depth contaminat10i assumption. The soil

interval between 7.3 and 10 ftbgs wa nof sampled. Environ should have assumed that the PCE

contaminatiOn starts at 73 and extends to 13 ftbgto avoid modeling underestimat0fl of the risk

and hazard. .

2. Although the report's Table 5 shows the paraniet susedin the. yapor iLtrLSiOfl modeling

(from soil and ground water), modeling spreadsheets were not provided within the.report. Later,

Envifon provided example spreadsheets for PC m soil and refined PCB modeling for one of the

three groups ofgroundwâte wells only, as part of i "ResponSeto OEHHA comments...." letter

Thus I was unabl to verify the modeling calculations.

Two soil strata, namely A and B are shown in the soil model.ngseCt10fl in Table 5 This

subdivision is unnecessarY and confusIng beóauSe both .strata are sand extending to the

groundwater table and the Jolwso.n & Ettinger model allows assigning strata for the -

depth interval above the top of contamination not below the top of contamination.

However, the spreadsheet providd later shows that -the rnádeling was perfoimd.

correctly. According1', this comment rfer to the resentatiO1i in Table 5 ony. -

Table 5 shows three groups of groundwater well locations differing by the different type of

- soil, respectvelY soil propeTties; soil thickness, and contaminant concefltrat0fls. The

provided spreadsbet shows an example of refined groundwater
PCB modeling at one of

the groups only. This way it was impossible to understand whether The modeling results

are representative of the locations showing the highast vapor migration, and respectively

ñsk and hazard.
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3: The report does not-show-the-C1 hazard resulting from inhalation of vapors

originating in soil and ground water..

4.. Table 6 of the report show some RBC calculation errors which were corrected in the revised

Table 6 attached to the letter (except for ethylbenzene which RBC shoull be 2.32 B+02 jig/kg).

Based on the above, OEHIIX independentlY remodeld the RBCs and estimated the

cuniu1ativerisk aTid hazard.. Whilethe ttaJ incremental Jifeime cancer risk resulted jn.the low

lO range, the total hazard index resulted about 0.2 which is even belowthe recommended

acceptable one of 1.0. Thg obtained RBC and riskvalue.s resulted to be close to the ones

generated by the cou1tant: . :

Conclusions

My review of the presented Risk Assessment QfotentialMgrat10fl Of Volatile Organic

Coinpouxids To Indoor Air com5rmed theconsuThmt conclusions. .

The following issues are presented for.your consideration: .

i.The assessment was limited to the indoor air pathway for residents. It did not evaluate all

complete pathways under iesidenfial and constru9tion wotker scepaiios.

.Thepotentialecolog1c impact was not discussed

lGroundWat.er was not.considerd a source or.potential source of drinking water. No.

supportive arguments were found iii the provided documents.

4.The methods and parameters for evaluating the-vapor migration pathway were not clear in

theoriginal report. Although, this was eventually clarified by Environ's subsequent letter

of the .rp.oit. Ayi amendrnnt to.;the report

may help in this regard. . . . .

5 .Adthtivity was not considered for noncarcinogens, a1thouh my calculations demonstrated

acceptable total hazard index. .

6.The acceptability of the calculated total cancer risk is a risk management decision and the

possibi.lit.ofuser1o11 or mitigation shouldbe determined by the LA RWQCB.

Please do not hesitate to cothct the at (916) 322-8364 or by e-mail at,

hhristov®oehha.ca.gov, if you have any quest Ons related to this review.

Reviewed by:

Jim C. Senior Toxicologist
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complete pathways under iesidenfial and construction wotker sceprios.
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supportive arguments were found in the provided documents. -

4.The methods and parameters for evaluating the-vapor migration.pathwaY were not clear in

theoriginal report. Although, this was eventually clarified by Environ's subsequent letter

letter-is not part of the report. -Ada amendment to.;the report

may help in this regard. . - . . . . -

5 .Additivity was not considered for non-carcinogens, although my ca.lulations demonstrated

- acceptable total hazard index. . -

6.The acceptabilitYof the calculated total cancer risk is a risk management deeision and the

possibility.of useresllictiOfl or mitigation shouldbe determined by the LA RWQCB.

Please do not hesitat to coulact the at (916) 322-8364 or by e-mail at, -

hhristov®oehha.Ca.g0', if you have any quesiOns related to this review.

Reviewed by:
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4009-700 (329848)

PARKER MILLIKEN
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUEL-LAN

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Truly Yours,

4½LLL
/Joan C. Donnellan

?ARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,
O'HARA & SAMUELIAN

ATIORNEYS AT LAW
ThIR11ETI-I FLOOR

555 50. FLOWER STREET . LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440
(213) 683-6500 . EA)( (213) 683-6669

www.PtCOS.COM

Direct DiI: (213). 683-6638
E-m&I: JOONNELLAN@PMCO5.COM

JOAN C. DONNELLAN

June 27, 2008

Via I[Tand Delivery & Facsimile
Fax No. (213) 576-6.640
David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: 4900 ValleyAlhambra Blvd Site, (SLIC No 0967,Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

Leggett & Platt Incorporated hereby requests that the file containing all documentation

relied on by the Board in the above referenced matter be made available for inspection and

copying rio later than July 2, 2008 to assist both Valley Alhambra and Leggett & Platt

Incorporated to evaluate the filing of a Petition for Reconsideratipn of the order issued in the

June 1 ith 2008 letter pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 and a Petition for Review

and Abeyance with the State Water Board under California Water Code Section 13320.

Because State Water Board Counsel has advised us that the petitions must be filed by

July 11, 2008,we request an expedited response to avoid further prejudice to our client.

Leggett & Platt Incorporated makes this request exclusively in its role as administrator of

the ap fund established by the settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra and Leggett &

Platt Incorporated and does not admit liability for the condition of the above referenced site.

Please contact Eddie Arslanian at Environ to anange the date for inspection and copying.

JOAN C. DONNELLAN

June 27, 2008

Via Band Delivery & Facsimile
Fax No. (213) 576-6640
David Yoing
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: 4900 ValleyAlhambra Blvd Site, (SLIC No 0967,Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

Leggett & Platt Incorporated hereby requests that the file containing all documentation

relied on by the Board in the above referenced matter be made available for inspection and

copying no later than July 2, 2008 to assist both Valley Alhambra and Leggett & Platt

Incorporated to evaluate the filing of a Petition for Reconsideratipfl of the order issued in the

June 11th 2008 letter pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 and a Petition for Review

and Abeyance with the State Water Board under California Water Code Section 13320.

Because state Water Board Couflsel has advised us that the petitions must be filed by

July 11, 2008,we request an expedited response to avoid further prejudice to our client.

Leggett & Platt Incorporated makes this request exclusively in its role as administrator of

the cap fund established by the settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra and Leggett &

Platt Incorporated and does not admit liability for the condition of the above referenced site.

Please contact Eddie Arsianian at Environ to anange the date for inspection and copying

4009-700 (329848)

PARKER MILLIKEN
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUEL-LAN

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213). 683-6638
E-mail: JDONNELLAN@PMCOS.COM

Truly Yours,

½

ATIORNEYS AT LAW
ThIRTIETh FLOOR

555 SO. FLOWER STREET . LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440
(213) 683-6500 - FAX (213) 683-6669

WWWJ'T4COS.COM

Joan C. Donnellan
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,

O'HARA & SAMUELIAN



.Northrup Sc ueter
A Professional Law Corporation

LLN/

June 27, 2008

Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile
(213) 576-6640
Mr. David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: 4900 Valley Alhambra Blvd. Site, (SLIC No 0967, Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

My firm represents Valley Alhambra Properties, the owner of the above referenced

property. We are in receipt of a recent order issued by the State Water BOard with reference to

this property. On behalf of our client, we hereby request that the file containing, all

documentation relied on and generated by the Board in the above referenced matter be made

available for inspection and copying no later than July 2, 2008 to assist us and our consultants in

evaluating the recent order in the context of the entire site history and to evaluate and, if

necessary, file a Petition for Reconsideration of the order issued in the June 11, 2008 letter

pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 and .a Petition for Review and Abeyance with

the State Water Board under California Water Code Section 13320.

Because State Water Board Counsel has advised us that any such petitions must be filed

by July 11, 2008, we request an expedited response to this request to avoid prejudice to our client

in this matter.

Please contact Eddie Arsianian at Environ as soon as possible to arrange a date for

inspection and copying. Should you have any questions or need further information to process

this request, please do not hesitate to contact me.

31365 Oak Crest Drive, Suite 250
Westlake Village, CA 91361

ph: 818.707.2600
Ix: 818707.2675

www.nsplc.com.Northrup Sc ueter
A Professional Law Corporation

June 27, 2008

Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile
(213)576-6640
Mr. David Young
California Regional Water Quality Conirol Board
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Re 4900 Valley Aihambra Blvd. Site, (SLIC No 0967, Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

My firm represents Valley Aihambra Properties, the owner of the above referenced

property. We are in receipt of a recent order issued by the State Water Board with reference to

this property. On behalf of our client, we hereby request that the file containing all
documentation relied on and generated by the Board in the above referenced matter be made

available for inspection and copying no later than July 2, 2008 to assist us and our consultants in

evaluating the recent order in the context of the entire site history and to evaluate and, if

necessary, file a Petition for Reconsideration of the order issued in the June 11, 2008 letter

pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 and .a Petition for Review and Abeyance with

the State Water Board under California Water Code Section 13320.

Because State Water Board Counsel has advised us that any such petitions must be filed

by July 11, 2008, we request an expedited response to this request to avoid prejudice to our client

in this matter.

Please contact Eddie Arsianian at Environ as soon as possible to arrange a date for

inspection and copying. Should you have any questions or need further information to process

this request, please do not hesitate to contact me.

LLN/

31365 Oak Crest Drive, Suite 250
Westlake Village, CA 91361

ph: 818.707.2600

fx: 81 8.7O72675

www.nsplc.com



Mr. David Young
June27, 2008
Page 2

cc: Joan C. Donnellan, Esq. (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. Gary 3. Herman, Sr. (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. Eddie Arslanian (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. George Linidetter (by U.S. Mail)
Ms. Sue Hahn (by U.S. Mail and Facsimile)

Mr. David Young
June27, 2008
Page 2

cc: Joan C. Donnellan, Esq. (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. Gary 3. Herman, Sr. (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. Eddie Arslanian (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. George Linidetter (by U.S. Mail)
Ms. Sue Hahn (by U.S. Mail and Facsimile)



IRON

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER

Totai # of Pages: i (including cover page)

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of a "Petition for Reconsideration" by this Friday, July 11, ENViRON

requests to review files this week for the Valley Aihambra Property, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los

Angeles, California (Underground Storage Tank ID No. 900320052). The site also has a SLIC

listing (SLIC No. 0967) and we have made a separate request for that file under the SLIC program.

Please coordinate with Mr. David Young, the case officer under the SLIC listing, to expedite this

process.

Please call me at 213-943-6326 to set up an appointment. Thank you.

copy: Mr. David Young, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

www.envirOflcOlP.cOm 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950. Los Angeles. CA 90017 213.943.6300 .Fax: 213.943.6301 -
If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,

-I i12\ OA 2A

Date:

To: UST File Review From: Eddie Arsianian

Company: LARWQCB Company: ENVIRON

Fax No.: 213-5766707 Fax No.: (213) 943-6301

Project No.:

- E '4V I R.O N

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER

Totai # of Pages: i (including cover page)

www.envirO1COrP.COm

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of a "Petition for Reconsideration" by this Friday, July 11, ENViRON

requests to review files this week for the Valley Alhambra Property, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los

Angeles, California (Underground Storage Tank ID No. 900320052). The site also has a SLIC

listing (SLIC No. 0967) and we have made a separate request for that file under the SLIC program.

Please coordinate with Mr. David Young, the case officer under the SLIC listing, to expedite this

process.

Please call me at 213-943-6326 to set up an appointment. Thank you.

copy: Mr. David Young, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950. Los Angeles, CA 90017 213.943.6300 Fax: 213.943.6301

If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,
-' i12\ OA

Date: July 7, 2008

To: UST File Review From: Eddie Arsianian

Company: LARWQCB Company: ENVIRON

Fax No.: 213-576-6707 Fax No.: (213) 943-6301

Project No.:



NV:IRON

www.enviroflCOrpCOm

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER

Project No.: SLIC No. 0967

Total # of Pages: 1 (including cover page)

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of a "Petition for Reconsideration" by this Friday, July 11, ENVIRON

requests to review files this week for the Valley Alhambra Property, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los

Angeles, California (SLIC No. 0967). Please coordinate with Mr. David Young, the case officer, to

expedite this process.

Please call me at 213-943-6326 to set up an appointment. Thank you.

copy: Mr. David Young, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,

please contact our reception desk at (213) 943-6300.

Date: July 7, 2008

To: SLIC File Review Request From: Eddie Arsianian

Company: LARWQCB. Company: ENVIRON

Fax No.: 213-576-6717 Fax No.: (213) 943-6301

-'ENVIRON

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER

Project No.: SLIC No. 0967

Total # of Pages: 1 (including cover page)

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of a "Petition for Reconsideration" by this Friday, July 11, ENVIRON

requests to review files this week for the Valley Aihambra Property, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los

Angeles, California (SLIC No. 0967). Please coordinate with Mr. David Young, the case officer, to

expedite this process.

Please call me at 213-943-6326 to set up an appointment. Thank you.

copy: Mr. David Young, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

www.enviroflCOrpCOm If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,

please contact our reception desk at (213) 943-6300.

Date: Ju1y7;20O8

To: SLIC File Review Request From: Eddie Arslanian

Company: LARWQCB Company: ENVIRON

Fax No.: 213-576-6717 Fax No.: (213) 943-6301
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4009-700 (330435)

PARKER MILLj
PARKER, MILUKEN,

CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUEUAN

A pROFESSO'- CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213) 683-6686

E-mail: PMAZGANI@PMW5COM

PEDR.AM MAZGANI

July 10, 2008

Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile [213) 576-66401

Attn: David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: 4900 Valley Alhambra Blvd Site, (SLIC No 0967,Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

On July 10, 2008, Leggett & Plafl Incorporated filed a Petition with the State

Water Resources Control Board pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 for review of the

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region's Section 13267 Order

issued to Leggett & Plafl Incorporated on June 11, 2008. Pursuant to Title 23 of the California

Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(a) you are requested to file the administrative record,

including available tape recordings and transcripts, if any, with the State Water Resources

Control Board within thirty (30) days.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Very Truly Yours,

Pedram Mazgani
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,

O'HARA & SAMUELIAN

cc: Ms. Linda Northrup (via facsimile)

Mr. Gordon Billehi.mer (via facsimile)

Mr. Eddie Arslanian (via facsimile)

Mr. George Linkletter (via facsimile)

Ms. Sue Hahn (via hand delivery)

AUORNEYS AT LAW
THIRTIETH FLOOR

555 SO. FLOWER STREET - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440

(213) 683-6500 . FAX (213) 683-6669
WWW.PMCOS.COM

4009-700 (330435)

PARKER MILLJKEN
PARKER, MILUKEN, CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUEUAN

A pROFESSI0'- CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213) 683-6686

E-mail: pMAZGANI@PMC0SOM

PEDR.AM MAZGANI

July 10, 2008

Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile [213) 576-66401

Attn: David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles., California 90013

Re: 4900 Valley Alharnbra Blvd Site, (SLIC No 0967,Site ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Young:

On July 10,2008, Leggett & Platt Incorporated filed a Petition with the State

Water Resources Control Board pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 for review of the

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region's Section 13267 Order

issued to Leggett & Platt Incorporated on June 11, 2008. Pursuant to Title 23 of the California

Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(a) you are requested to file the administrative record,

including available tape recordings and transcripts, if any, with the State Water Resources

Control Board within thirty (30) days.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Very Truly Yours,

Pedram Mazgani
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,

O'HARA & SAMUELIAN

cc: Ms. Linda Northrup (via facsimile)

Mr. Gordon Billehi.mer (via facsimile)

Mr. Eddie Arsianian (via facsimile)

Mr. George Linkletter (via facsimile)

Ms. Sue Hahn (via hand delivery)

AUORNEYS AT LAW
ThIRTIETh FLOOR

555 SO. FLOWER STREET LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440

(213) 683-6500 . FAX (213) 683.6669
WWW.PtICOS.COM
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Joan C. Donnellan SBN 79462
Gary A. Meyer SBN 94144
Pedram F. Mazgani SBN 204808
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA & SAMUELIAN
A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-2440
Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION
OF LEGGETT & PLATT,
INCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF
WATER CODE SECTION 13267
ORDER DATED JUNE .11, 2008, BY
THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD,
LOS ANGELES REGION,

Petition No.

DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
PURSUANT TO WATER CODE SECTION
13320 AND 23 C.C.R. SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
[Request To Be Held In Abeyance Under 23
C.C.R. §2050.5(d)] and STAY OF ORDER

I, GEORGE 0. LINKLETTER, declare as follows:

1. 1 declare under penalty of perjury that I am a Principal and Senior Vice President

of ENVIRON and have served as the Principal-in-Charge ofinvestigation, evaluation and

remediating the PCE/TCE contamination at 4900.East Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles California

("Site").

I have both A.B. and A.M. degrees in Geology from Dartmouth College, and a

Ph.D. in Geology from the University of Washington. I am a Professional Geologist in the State

of California with over 35 years of experience, including extensive experience in investigating

suspected contamination, characterizing contaminated sites and developing and successfully

implementing remedial programs. A copy ofmy curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

My experience extends to all types of industrial contaminants in soil and ground

water, including PCE/TCE, in both rural and urban settings.
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Joan C. Donnellan SBN 79462
Gary A. Meyer SBN 94144
Pedram F. Mazgani SBN 204808
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA & SAMUELIAN
A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-2440
Telephone: (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION
OF LEGGETT & PLATT,
iNCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF
WATER CODE SECTION 13267
ORDER DATED JUNE .11, 2008, BY
THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD.
LOS ANGELES REGION,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

Petition No.

DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
PURSUANT TO WATER CODE SECTION
13320 AND 23 C.C.R. SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
[Request To Be Held In Abeyance Under 23
C.C.R. §2050.5(d)] and STAY OF ORDER

1, GEORGE 0. LINKLETTER, declare as follows:

- I declare under penalty of perjury that I am a Principal and Senior Vice President

of ENVIRON and have served as the Principal-in-Charge of investigation, evaluation and

remediating the PCE/TCE contamination at 4900.East Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles California

("Site").

I have both A.B. and A.M. degrees in Geology from Dartmouth College, and a

Ph.D. in Geology from the University of Washington. I am a Professional Geologist in the State

of California with over 35 years of experience, including extensive experience in investigating

suspected contamination, characterizing contaminated sites and developing and successfully

implementing remedial programs. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

My experience extends to all types of industrial contaminants in soil and ground

water, including PCE/TCE, in both rural and urban settings.
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1 4. ENVIRON was engaged by Leggett & Platt Incorporated in 1998 as a consultant,

2 to evaluate claims of contamination alleged in a complaint filed by Valley Alhambra, the Site

3 owner, against Leggett & Platt Incorporated, Dresher, Inc., and alleged prior tenants at the Site.

4 ENVIRON's evaluation was based on data reflected in reports filed with the California Regional

5 Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region ("Regional Water Board") by RMT

6 Environmental in 1992 and 1993 in connection with the excavation and remediation of soil

7 adjacent to a former paint dip tank system, which was removed by RMT. We also reviewed

8 reports filed with the Regional Board in 1993 and 1994 by CLT Engineering Services, Valley

9 Alhambra's consultant, in connection with an investigation of the Site and reflecting the presence

10 of PCE and TCE in the subsurface adjacent to the paint tanks.

11 5. As a condition of the settlement of the litigation in 2000, Valley Alhambra and

12 Dresher Inc./Leggett & Platt, engaged ENVIRON to investigate and remediate the PCE/TCE

13 contamination reflected on the "Investigation Results Report" dated December 9, 1999 in

14 accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement between Valley Alhambra, Dresher, Inc.

15 and Leggett & Platt Incorporated.

16 6. The Regional Water Board issued a letter dated January 17, 2001 requiring a

17 Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan. In that letter, the Regional Water Board requested

1 8 information regarding site use history and previous environmental investigations conducted at the

19 site.

20 7. Early in the investigation process, the Regional Water Board requested that

21 ENVIRON submit a work plan to identif' the migration of contaminants off site on the property

22 located at 4880 East Valley Boulevard, west of the Site.. In response, ENVIRON submitted the

23 "Work Plan for Off-Site HydroPunch and Bedrock Identification" dated February 22, 2001,

24 affecting the adjacent property owned at that time by the Corradini Corporation.

25 8. On April 30, 2001, ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board its

26 "Response to Request for Subsurface SiteAssessment Work Plan." ENVIRON's April 30, 2001

27 submittal addressed certain issues raised by the Regional Water Board in its letter dated January

28 17, 2001.
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1 4. ENVIRON was engaged by Leggett & Platt Incorporated in 1998 as a consultant,

2 to evaluate claims of contamination alleged in a complaint filed by Valley Alhambra, the Site

3 owner, against Leggett & Platt Incorporated, Dresher, Inc., and alleged prior tenants at the Site.

4 ENVIRON's evaluation was based on data reflected in reports filed with the Califorria Regional

5 Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region ("Regional Water Board") by RMT

6 Environmental in 1992 and 1993 in connection with the excavation and remediation of soil

7 adjacent to a former paint dip tank system, which was removed by RMT. We also reviewed

8 reports filed with the Regional Board in 1993 and 1994 by CLT Engineering Services, Valley

9 Alhambra's consultant, in connection with an investigation of the Site and reflecting the presence

10 of PCE and TCE in the subsurface adjacent to the paint tanks.

11 5. As a condition of the settlement of the litigation in 2000, Valley Alhambra and

12 Dresher Jnc./Leggett & Platt, engaged ENVIRON to investigate and remediate the PCE/TCE

13 contamination reflected on the "Investigation Results Report" dated December 9, 1999 in

14 accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement between Valley Alhambra, Dresher, Inc.

15 and Leggett & Platt Incorporated.

16 6. The Regional Water Board issued a letter dated January 17, 2001 requiring a

17 Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan. In that letter, the Regional Water Board requested

18 information regarding site use history and previous environmental investigations conducted at the

19 site.

20 7. Early in the investigation process, the Regional Water Board requested that

21 ENVIRON submit a work plan to identif' the migration of contaminants off site on the property

22 located at 4880 East Valley Boulevard, west of the Site.. In response, ENVIRON submitted the

23 "Work Plan for Off-Site HydroPunch and Bedrock Identification" dated February 22, 2001,

24 affecting the adjacent property owned at that time by the Corradini Corporation.

25 8. On April 30, 2001, ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board its

26 "Response to Request for Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan." ENVIRON's April 30, 2001

27 submittal addressed certain issues raised by the Regional Water Board in its letter dated January

28 17,2001.
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1 9. The historical uses of the site and prior environmental investigations, including

2 remediation efforts, were documented in Attachment C to ENVIRON's April 30, 2001 submittal.

3 Contrary to the statement in the June 11, 2008 Order from the Regional Water Board, the "dip

4 tanks" and ndrgroun&stprage tanks used in the bed frame assembly process were used to store

5 paints, not solvents, as reflected in reports filed with the Regional Board.

6 10. Documentation on the site geology/hydrogeology, including several regional maps

7 show the site to be located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

8 formation. Based on ENVIRON's site investigation, including generally the stratigraphy

9 interpreted from boring logs and specifically two borings in which no ground water was

10 encountered in the southern portion of the site, the water-bearing strata at the site were confirmed

11 to be locally variable.

12 11. Research into ground water supply wells showed that there are no public supply or

13 privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

14 12. Initially, the Regional Water Board approved the work plan and its addendum in a

15 letter datedApril 18, 2001. However, the work plan was not implemented due to inability to gain

16 access to the Corradini property in spite of the efforts of ENVIRON, various attorneys, and the

17 Regional Water Board itself (letter dated June 5, 2001; see Exhibit B). The Regional Water

18 Board made no further demands to characterize the migration of contaminants off site.

19 13. On June 5, 2001, the Regional Water Board issued a letter regarding ENVIRON's

20 "Response to Request for a Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan," dated April 30, 2001. In

21 that letter, the Regional Water Board required that a work plan be submitted to delineate soil

22 contamination west of the recognized source area. On June 20, 2001, ENVIRON submitted a

23 "Work Plan to Delineate Soil West of Suspected Source Area," which involved advancing two

24 soil borings (SB-I and SB-2) along the western property boundary. This work was completed on

25 June 22, 2001 and an update was provided to the Regional Water Board in ENVIRON's "Status

26 of Project" letter dated October 31, 2001. The analytical laboratory reports of the soil samples

27 and a figure depicting the locations of the two soil borings (SB-I and SB-2) are collectively

28 attached hereto as Exhibit C. Notably, SB-I and SB-2 were advanced to the depth of the capillary
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1 9. The historical uses of the site and prior environmental investigations, including

2 remediation efforts, were documented in Attachment C to ENVIRON's April 30, 2001 submittal.

3 Contrary to the statement in the June 11, 2008 Order from the Regional Water Board, the "dip

4 tanks" and jndrgroun_cLstprage tanks used in the bed frame assembly process were used to store

5 paints, not solvents, as reflected in reports filed with the Regional Board.

6 10. Documentation on the site geology/hydrogeology, including several regional maps

7 show the site to be located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

8 formation. Based on ENVIRON's site investigation, including generally the stratigraphy

9 interpreted from boring logs and specifically two borings in which no ground water was

10 encountered in the southern portion of the site, the water-bearing strata at the site were confirmed

11 to be locally variable.

12 11. Research into ground water supply wells showed that there are no public supply or

13 privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

14 12. Initially, the Regional Water Board approved the work plan and its addendum in a

15 letter dated April 18, 2001. However, the work plan was not implemented due to inability to gain

16 access to the Corradini property in spite of the efforts of ENVIRON, various attorneys, and the

17 Regional Water Board itself (letter dated June 5, 2001; see Exhibit B). The Regional Water

18 Board made no further demands to characterize the migration of contaminants off site.

19 13. On June 5, 2001, the Regional Vt Board issued a letter regarding ENVIRON's

20 "Response to Request for a Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan," dated April 30, 2001. In

21 that letter, the Regional Water Board required that a work plan be submitted to delineate soil

22 contamination west of the recognized source area. On June 20, 2001, ENVIRON submitted a

23 "Work Plan to Delineate Soil West.of Suspected Source Area," which involved advancing two

24 soil borings (SB-I and SB-2) along the western property boundary. This work was completed on

25 June 22, 2001 and an update was provided to the Regional Water Board in ENVIRON's "Status

26 of Project" letter dated October 31, 2001. The ana]ytical laboratory reports of the soil samples

27 and a figure depicting the locations of the two soil borings (SB-I and SB-2) are collectively

28 attached hereto as Exhibit C. Notably, SB-I and SB-2 were advanced to the depth of the capillary
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fringe, just above the water table. The results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of

ground water conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of

contaminants at the western boundary of the Site, adjacent to 4880 East Valley Boulevard.

14. On April 30, 2001, ENVIRON submitted an "Interim Remedial Action Plan"

(IRAP) to address subsurface volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The Regional Water Board

authorized the implementation of the work on June 8, 2001. The remediation system, consisting

of 2-PHASE soil vapor and ground water extraction, began operating on December 6, 2001.

Following an October 8, 2002 on-site meeting with representatives from ENVIRON (George

Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, and Bita Tabatabai) and the Regional Water Board (David Young

and J.T. Liu), the Regional Water Board authorized ENVIRON to shut down the remediation

system in order to evaluate possible rebound of VOCs in ground Water. On October 15, 2002,

ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board a "Request for Post-Remediation Monitoring"

documenting the outcome of the October 8, 2002 meeting (see Exhibit D).

Following the agreed upon number of post-remediation ground water monitoring

events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from ENVIRON

(George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arslanian) and the Regional Water Board (David

Young and J.T. Liu) to discuss the data from the post-remediation ground water monitoring and

protocols for confirmation soil sampling and a final round of ground water monitoring as a

prelude to site closure (No Further Action [NFA] designation).

On December 3, 2003, ENVIRON submitted its "Work Plan for Confirmation Soil

Sampling and Final Round of Ground water Sampling." The work plan included an historical

summary of the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from the Site. In a December 9,

2003 email (see Exhibit E), Mr. Young approved the work plan, noting that "the only comment I

have is with regard to analysis for VOCs. Due to the nature of this sampling event (confirmation

sampling for site closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both soil and ground water by EPA

Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes, which is helpful

information in determining if the site is eligible for closure. Other than this issue, everything else

appears appropriate." ENVIRON addressed Mr. Young's comment using the requested method
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I fringe, just above the water table. The results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of

2 ground water conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of

3 contaminants at the western boundary of the Site, adjacent to 4880 East Valley Boulevard.

4 14. On April 30, 2001, ENVIRON submitted an "Interim Remedial Action Plan"

5 (IRAP) to address subsurface volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The Regional Water Board

6 authorized the implementation of the work on June 8, 2001. The remediation system, consisting

7 of 2-PHASE soil vapor and ground water extraction, began operating on December 6, 2001.

8 Following an October 8, 2002 on-site meeting with representatives from ENVIRON (George

9 Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, and Bita Tabatabai) and the Regional Water Board (David Young

10 and J.T. Liu), the Regional Water Board authorized ENVIRON to shut down the remediation

11 system in order to evaluate possible rebound of VOCs in ground Water. On October15, 2002,

12 ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board a "Request for Post-Remediation Monitoring"

13 documenting the outcome of the October 8, 2002 meeting (see Exhibit D).

14 15. Following the agreed upon number of post-remediation ground water monitoring

15 events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from ENVIRON

16 (George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arsianian) and the Regional Water Board (David

17 Young and LT. Liu) to discuss the data from the post-remediation ground water monitoring and

18 protocols for confirmation soil sampling and a final round of ground water monitoring as a

19 prelude to site closure (No Further Action [NFA] designation).

20 16. On December 3, 2003, ENVIRON submitted its "Work Plan for Confirmation Soil

21 Sampling and Final Round of Ground water Sampling." The work plan included an historical

22 summary of the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from the Site. In a December 9,

23 2003 email (see Exhibit E), Mr. Young approved the work plan, noting that "the only comment I

24 have is with regard to analysis for VOCs. Due to the nature of this sampling event (confirmation

25 sampling for site closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both soil and ground water by EPA

26 Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes, which is helpful

27 information in determining if the site is eligible for closure. Other than this issue, everything else

28 appears appropriate." ENVIRON addressed Mr. Young's comment using the requested method
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1 on samples collected on December 18 and 22, 2003.

2 17. In a January 16, 2004 email (see Exhibit F), ENVIRON submitted to the Regional

3 Water Board the results of the confinnation soil sampling and final round of ground water

4 sampling and requested an NFA designation for the site. In a February 11, 2004 email (Exhibit

5 G), ENVIRON followed up with Mr. Young on the status of the NFA. In a February 24, 2004

6 email (see Exhibit H), Mr. Young requested a few items after talking to Regional Water Board

7 "management" for the "closure process." In a March 25, 2004 email (see Exhibit H), ENVIRON

8 submitted a case review form via electronic mail.

9 18. Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff

10 (see Exhibit I), in a June 30, 2004 email (see Exhibit I), Mr. Liu stated that Mr. Young had begun

11 working on the NFA designation for the site.

12 19. In an August 10, 2004 email (see Exhibit J), ENVIRON once again submitted

13 infonnation to Mr. Young regarding the Site use history.

14 20. Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff

15 (see Exhibit K), in an October 1, 2004 email (see Exhibit L), Mr. Liu stated that the closure was

16 discussed with Dr. Arthur Heath, Remediation Section Chief.

17 21. In an October 6, 2004 telephone conversation with Mr. Liu, ENVIRON informed

18 the Regional Water Board that the Site is not located withinthe San Gabriel Valley Superfund

19 Area. Also, Mr. Liu stated that a deed resiction would be placed as part of the NFA desiation

20 for the Site, restricting the use to nonsensitive receptors (i.e., excluding uses such as residential,

21 schools, health care). In an October 6, 2004 email (see Exhibit M), ENVIRON confirmed its

22 understanding of the results of the telephone discussion held earlier that day.

23 22. In a March 1, 2004 letter to the Regional Water Board (see Exhibit N), ENVIRON

24 requested removal of the remediation equipment from the Site. Subsequently, upon receiving the

25 Regional Water Board's approval, the remediation equipment was removed.

26 23. To address the Regional Water Board's concern that a deed resiriction would be

27 required for unrestricted future use, and the implications of VOCs remaining in soil and ground

28 water, ENVIRON prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"
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I on samples collected on December 18 and 22, 2003.

2 17. In a January 16, 2004 email (see Exhibit F), ENVIRON submitted to the Regional

3 Water Board the results of the confirmation soil sampling and final round of ground water

4 sampling and requested an NFA designation for the site. In a February 11, 2004 email (Exhibit

5 G), ENVIRON followed up with Mr. Young on the status of the NFA. In a February 24,2004

6 email (see Exhibit H), Mr. Young requested a few items after talking to Regional Water Board

7 "management" for the "closure process." In a March 25, 2004 email (see Exhibit H), ENVIRON

8 submitted a case review form via electronic mail.

9 18. Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff

10 (see Exhibit I), in a June 30, 2004 email (see Exhibit I), Mr. Liu stated that Mr. Young had begun

11 working on the NFA designation for the site.

12 19. In an August 10, 2004 email (see Exhibit J), ENVIRON once again submitted

13 information to Mr. Young regarding the Site use history.

14 20. Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff

15 (see Exhibit K), in an October 1, 2004 email (see Exhibit L), Mr. Liu stated that the closure was

16 discussed with Dr. Arthur Heath, Remediation Section Chief.

17 21. In an October 6, 2004 telephone conversation with Mr. Liu, ENVIRON informed

18 the Regional Water Board that the Site is not located within the San Gabriel Valley Superfund

19 Area. Also, Mr. Liu stated that a deed restriction would be placed as part of the NFA designation

20 for the Site, restricting the use to nonsensitive receptors (i.e., excluding uses such as residential,

21 schools, health care). In an October 6, 2004 email (see Exhibit M), ENVIRON confirmed its

22 understanding of the results of the telephone discussion held earlier that day.

23 22. In a March 1, 2004 letter to the Regional Water Board (see Exhibit N), ENVIRON

24 requested removal of the remediation equipment from the Site. Subsequently, upon receiving the

25 Regional Water Board's approval, the remediation equipment was removed.

26 23. To address the Regional Water Board's concern that a deed restriction would be

27 required for unrestricted future use, and the implications of VOCs remaining in soil and ground

28 water, ENVIRON prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"
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dated November 28, 2005. The risk assessment concluded that the "cumulativecancer risks are

no higlter than 1 X i05 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." The Regional Water Board

submitted the risk assessment to the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

(OEHHA) for review. OEHHA provided its comments to the risk assessment in an email dated

January 17, 2006. On March 9, 2006, ENVIRON submitted a response to Regional Water Board

and OEHHA responding to the OEHE-IA comments. In its April 17, 2006 memorandum

addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHBA stated that it agreed with ENVIRON's

conclusions regarding the risk assessment, but raised certain questions for Regional Water Board

consideration. The OEHHA memorandum was first submitted to ENVIRON via facsimile on

July 13, 2006.

On January 19, 2007, representatives from ENVIRON (George Linkletter; CY

Jeng, Eddie Arslanian), the Regional Water Board (Adnan Siddiqui1 and David Young), and

representatives of the property owner and Leggett & Platt met to discuss the outstanding items

raised in the OEHHA memo, It is my recollection and understanding that, at that meeting, the

Regional Water Board agreed on an approach to address the various comments made by OEHHA.

At the January 19, 2007 meeting, Messrs. Siddiqui and Young indicated that they

would discuss with Regional Water Board upper management whether there would be a need to

conduct a post-remediation soil vapor study to confirm that there had been no change in the Site

from the last ground water sampling as part of the closure process.

In a March 16, 2007 telephone conversation, David Young stated to Eddie

Arslanian that Ms. Su Han had been assigned as the case supervisor for the Site, taking over from

Adnan Sidiqui. George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, Seema Sutarwala and Regional Water Board

staff(Su Han and David Young) met on May 16, 2008. At that meeting, in spite of the history of

events, as summarized above, Regional Water Board staff stated that additional work would be

required prior to obtaining closure for the Site. Regional Water Board staff, however, did not

'Adnan Siddiqui took over the site supervisor position after J.T. Liu transferred to the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control.
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dated November 28, 2005. The risk assessment concluded that the "cumulativecancer risks are

no higher than 1 X i0 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." The Regional Water Board

submitted the risk assessment to the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

(OEHHA) for review. OEHHA provided its comments to the risk assessment in an email dated

January 17, 2006. On March 9, 2006, ENVIRON submitted a response to Regional Water Board

and OEHHA responding to the OEH}IA comments. In its April 17, 2006 memorandum
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staff (Su Han and David Young) met on May 16, 2008. At that meeting, in spite of the history of

events, as summarized above, Regional Water Board staff stated that additional work would be

required prior to obtaining closure for the Site. Regional Water Board staff, however, did not

'Adnan Siddiqui took over the site supervisor position after J.T. Liu transferred to the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control.
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identify any new evidence or changes ofcircumstance that would justifr the Regional Water

Board's apparent change in position.

My opinion regarding the current status of the Site and the probability of off site

migration is based on the historical investigations conducted by other consultants, as well as

ENVIRON's Investigation Results Report and subsequent reports of ground water and soil

testing results.

In my opinion, investigation, assessment, and remediation activities conducted to

date, and the data derived as a result thereof; do not support the need for further investigation for

the following reasons:

The Site is located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

formation. Further, borings and wells installed at the Site confirm that the water-bearing

strata at the Site is locally non-contiguous and that there is relatively little water present.

In light of these data, contaminationdetected in shallow ground water beneath the Site

does not pose a threat to aquifers that may be present dowii valley to the west of the Site.

There are no public supply or privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

Ground water testing between 2001 and 2003 demonstrated that PCE levels in the ground

water beneath the Site were reduced by orders of magnitude (e.g., from a peak of 4,800

p.g/l to 26 ugIl at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the

Site) as a result of Regional Water Board approved remediation at the Site.

Investigations relating to historic operations at the Site are inconclusive regarding the

cause of the PCE contamination at the Site but clearly defined the source area. Given the

results of the assessment, investigation, and remediation at the Site, it appears that source

contamination at the Site has been sufficiently remediated and remaining materials do not

pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment.

Data collected from monitoring wells and soil borings along the western property line of

the Site (as well as other data points located downgradient from the source area), when

compared to substantially higher contamination levels in the source area on the Site and

within the context of the hydrostratigraphy at the. Site, indicate only limited migration of
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identify any new evidence or changes of circumstance that would justifr the Regional Water

Board's apparent change in position.

My opinion regarding the cuffent status of the Site and the probability of off site

migration is based on the historical investigations conducted by other consultants, as well as

ENVIRON's Investigation Results Report and subsequent reports of ground water and soil

testing results.

In my opinion, investigation, assessment, and remediation activities conducted to

date, and the data derived as a result thereof, do not support the need for further investigation for

the following reasons:

The Site is located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing

formation. Further, borings and wells installed at the Site confirm that the water-bearing

strata at the Site is locally non-contiguous and that there is relatively little water present.

In light of these data, contamination detected in shallow ground water beneath the Site

does not pose a threat to aquifers that may be present down valley to the west of the Site.

There are no public supply or privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

Ground water testing between 2001 and 2003 demonstrated that PCE levels in the ground

water beneath the Site were reduced by orders of magnitude (e.g., from a peak of 4,800

p.g/l to 26 ugll at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the

Site) as a result of Regional Water Board appro.ved remediation at the Site.

Investigations relating to historic operations at the Site are inconclusive regarding the

cause of the PCE contamination at the Site but clearly defined the source area. Given the

results of the assessment, investigation, and remediation at the Site, it appears that source

contamination at the Site has been sufficiently remediated and remaining materials do not

pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment.

Data collected from monitoring wells and soil borings along the western property line of

the Site (as well as other data points located downgradient from the source area), when

compared to substantially higher contamination levels in the source area on the Site and

within the context of the hydrostratigraphy at the. Site, indicate only limited migration of
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contaminants away from the source area.

The radius of influence of the remediation system that operated at the Site,which include

an extraction well immediately adjacent to the Site's western property line, indicate that

the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to

the dowiigradient property.

The analytical results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of ground water

conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of contaminants

along the western site boundary prior to the startup of the remediation system.

ENVIRON prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"

dated November 28, 2005, which concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks are no

higher than 1 X i0 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed

with ENVIRON's conclusions regarding the risk assessment.

The Regional Water Board has previously detennined that the Site is suitable for closure.

To my knowledge, the Regional Water Board has no new information or evidence to

suggest a change from the empirical results that the Regional Board relied on to authorize

the removal of the remediation equipment in preparation to formally close the Site, and

thus to justify the demand for additional investigation of VOC's at the Site.

Remaining contamination at and beneath the Site should dissipate without further active

remediation and there is no evidence to suggest that it will pose a significant risk to

human health or the environment.

29. The cost of additional investigation would require the development of a new scope

of work for off-site investigation, installation of ground water wells, monitoring costs, additional

reporting and related work.

30: Since approximately 1998, approximately $913,000 has been spent to address

environmental investigations and remediation at the Site. The minimum estimated costs to

comply with the requirements of the Regional Water Board's Order dated June II, 2008 will
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contaminants away from the source area.

The radius of influence of the remediation system that operated at the Site,which include

an extraction well immediately adjacent to the Site's western property line, indicate that

the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to

the downgradient property.

The analytical results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of ground water

conditions and demonstrated only low or nondetectable concentrations of contaminants

along the western site boundary prior to the startup of the remediation system.

ENVIRON prepared a "Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,"

dated November 28, 2005, which concluded that the "cumulative cancer risks are no

higher than 1 X 1 0 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water

Board provide an NFA designation for "unrestricted use for the site." In its April 17,

2006 memorandum addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed

with ENVIRON's conclusions regarding the risk assessment.
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To my knowledge, the Regional Water Board has no new information or evidence to

suggest a change from the empirical results that the Regional Board relied on to authorize

the removal of the remediation equipment in preparation to formally close the Site, and

thus to justify the demand for additional investigation of VOC's at the Site.

Remaining contamination at and beneath the Site should dissipate without further active

remediation and there is no evidence to suggest that it will pose a significant risk to

human health or the environment.

29. The cost of additional investigation would require the development of a new scope

of work for off-site investigation, installation of ground water wells, monitoring costs, additional

reporting and related work.

30: Since approximately 1998, approximately $913,000 has been spent to address

environmental investigations and remediation at the Site. The minimum estimated costs to

comply with the requirements of the Regional Water Board's Order dated June 11, 2008 will
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likely be on the order of $250,000, as illustrated in the estimate presented in the table below.

To date, ENVIRON has spent approximately $913,000 in the site characterization, remediation

and follow up consultation and reports to secure a closure. This does not take into consideration

the costs incuned by RMT on behalf of Dresher Inc. or CLT Environmental on behalf ofValley

Athambra. To date, I estimate, based on our records and the information provided in connection

with the RMT investigation and remediation and the CLT investigation, that over One Million

Dollars has been spent to characterize and remediate the Site.

3 1. It is my opinion that the information regarding the use history of the Site and data

from investigations by other consultants, ENVIRON's investigations, the ground water sampling

data submitted to the Regional Water Board after the completion of the remediation at the Site,

and the results of ENVIRON's human health risk assessment strongly suggest that there is a low

probability of significant off-site contamination migrating from the Site that would present an

unacceptable risk to human health.

32. It is also my opinion that, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the

last 10 years, characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial

conditions at the Site.

II

II

II
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Order Requirement Expenditures and Associated Timeframes

41: Site Conceptual Model $25,000 (by August 19, 2008)

42: Preparation and
ImplementationfWcifkTPlafl
for Ground Water
Characterization

$25,000 (by August 19, 2008)
$l30;OOO-(starng-September2OO8-assufl]ing
Regional Water Board approval of work plan
within 30 days of submittal)

43: Preparation and
Implementation of Work Plan
for Soil Gas Investigation, and
vapor Intrusion Evaluation.

$10,000 (by August 2008)
$30,000 (between September and December 19,
2008)

44: Resuming Semi-Annual
Ground Water Monitoring

$30,000 (minimum of 2 events). $15,000 by
January 31, 2009.
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To date, ENVIRON has spent approximately $913,000 in the site characterization, remediation

and follow up consultation and reports to secure a closure. This does not take into consideration

the costs incuned by RMT on behalf of Dresher Inc. or CLT Environmental on behalf ofValley

A]hambra. To date, I estimate, based on our records and the information provided in connection

with the RMT investigation and remediation and the CLT investigation, that over One Million

Dollars has been spent to characterize and remediate the Site.

It is my opinion that the information regarding the use history of the Site and data

from investigations by other consultants, ENVIRON's investigations, the ground water sampling

data submitted to the Regional Water Board after the completion of the remediation at the Site,

and the results of ENVIRON's human health risk assessment strongly suggest that there is a low

probability of significant off-site contamination migrating from the Site that would present an

unacceptable risk to human health.

It is also my opinion that, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the

last 10 years, characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial

conditions at the Site.
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33. Further, it is my opinion that the Regional Water Board's June 11, 2008 Order to

commence a new investigation would result in excessive costs that will not result in

corresponding benefits to public health and safety especially given the Regional Water Board's

Order, which does not define the clear objectives of the additional testing.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 1oth day of July, 2008, at Los Angeles, California.

)

- 10 -

GEORGE 0. UNKLETTER, Declarant
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33. Further, it is my opinion that the Regional Water Board's June 11, 2008 Order to

commence a new investigation would result in excessive costs that will not result in

corresponding benefits to public health and safety especially given the Regional Water Board's

Order, which does not define the clear objectives of the additional testing.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 10th day of July, 2008, at Los Angeles, California.
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George 0. Linkletter, Ph.D.

Education

1971 Ph.D., Geology, University of Washington, Seattle

1967 A.M., Geology, Dartmouth College, Hanover, New Hampshire

1965 A.B., Geology, Dartmouth College, Hanover, New Hampshire

Registrations and Certifications

Professional Geologist, California

Experience

Dr. Linkletter is a Principal at ENVIRON Jntemational Corporation. He has over 35 years of
experience in the fields of geochemistry and environmental, mathematical, engineering, and
seismic geology. Since the early 1970s, when he developed one of the first academic programs in
environmental geology in the United States, Dr. Linkletter has managed and participated in a
wide range of projects dealing with industrial chemicals and wastes in the geologic and
hydrologic environments. Many of these assignments were large interdisciplinary projects,
including several projects designed to evaluate potential geoenvironmental -project interactions
for facilities planned by the petroleum, utility, and hRzardous waste management industries.
These projects ranged from siting and designing waste management facilities to the
characterization and remediation of environmental impairment at waste management facilities
and industrial properties.

Dr. Linkletter managed and participated in the investigation arid remediation of a number of
USEPA and State of California Superfund sites. These assignments have included site
investigations, remedial design and implementation, PR? allocation issues, and regulatory
negotiation. Contaminants of concern at these sites have included chlorinated solvents, PCBs,
heavy metals, asbestos, and petroleum hydrocarbons.

Throughout a broad spectrum of his work in the geological and engineering s geostatistics,
sciences, Dr. Linkletter has had a strong focus on risk management, using applied mathematics,
geostatistics, and decisiçn analysis to quantiij and manage uncertainty, thereby facilitating
business decision making for his clients. For over a decade, Dr. Linkletter has served as a senior
advisor and management consultant to major financial institutions and manufacturing firms,
participating in the development and upgrading of corporate-wide environmental health and
safety programs, guiding staffing decisions for corporate and divisional environmental programs,
and establishing protocols for environmental due diligence.

Dr. Linkletter has an active litigation support/expert witness practice. Recent issues that have
been the subject of his evaluation and testimony include the origin and timing of soil and ground
water contamination, the standard of practice for environmental due diligence and related
environmental tasks, compliance with the National Contingency Plan, and allocation of costs and
responsibility

Dr. Linkletter has also participated in and directed scientific research projects and applied
investigations in many parts of North America, South America, Europe, Africa, and both polar
regions. Much of his work has included the development and use of computer models and
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George 0. Linkletter, Ph.D.

geochemical techniques to swdy complex natural systems. He has applied the results of these

studies to a variety of programs ranging from investigations for the siting and design of lifelines

and critical facilities to large weather-modification projects. Dr. Linkletter received the U.S.

Antarctic Service Medal for his research in geology, g1aciology;andpOlarmeteorol0gyTands

been an invited speaker at universities througjiout the United States, Europe, and South America.

Dr. Linkletter formerly was a Vice President with Woodward Clyde Consultants, and a Managing

Principal with Harding Lawson Associates in southern California.

Representative Projects

Aswàn Higji Dam, Egypt - Project manager for comprehensive engineering evaluation of

seismic stability of the High Dam. Assessment included seismic and engineering

geology, hydrogeology, seismology, and earthquake and geotechnical engineering.

Client: Government of Egypt/U.S. Agency for International Development.

Litigation support, Wilmington, North Carolina - Provided litigation support, including

expert witness deposition testimony, related to the timing and origin of chlorinated

solvent contamination in ground water beneath a former refrigeration coil manufacturing

facility. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Site investigation, regulatory negotiation, Carson, California - Performed an evaluation of

the origin of chlorinated solvents in fill soils, native soils, and ground water beneath a

multi-tenant light industrial complex that had formerly been used for metal fabrication

and oil field production. Assisted the land owner in obtaining a no further action letter in

spite of the presence of chlorinated solvents in the ground water beneath the property.

Client: Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue.

Air and hazardous materials permitting, Irvine, California - Assisted the owner of a

newly acquired property to obtain the air and other ha7rdous materials storage and

handling permits required to open a specialty chemical formulation facility. Client:

Alpha Metals.

Litigation support SanIus Obispo Cahfornia - Provided litigation support including

deposition and trial testimony, related to the standard of practice for environmental duè

diligence and site investigation related to the acquisition of a former railroad property for

residential use. Client: Beveridge & Diamond.

Site investigation and remediation, Arrowbear, California - Conducted a site investigation

and remedial design and implementation at a former gasoline station acquired by a bank

through foreclosure. Issues included the presence of petroleum and aromatic

hydrocarbons in ground water in fractured bedrock, and the release of contaminants from

the ground water into nearby surface waters. Assisted the bank to obtain reimbursement

througji the California Underground Tank Fund. Client: Aldrich & Bonnefin

Site investigation, risk assessment, regulatory negotiations, San Diego, California -

Assisted attorneys for a property owner in obtaining regulatory closure on a former

agricultural property from which an underground tank had been removed in an

undocumented process and on which elevated concentrations of chlorinated pesticides

had been found. The closure of unused water supply wells was also an issue. Client

O'Melveny & Myers.

2

;NV PG'H

George 0. Linkletter, Ph.D.

geochemical techniques to study complex natural systems. He has applied the results of these

studies to a variety of programs ranging from investigations for the siting and design of lifelines

and critical facilities to large weather-modification projects. Dr. Linkletter received the U.S.

Antarctic Service MdFfor
been an invited speaker at universities throughout the United States, Europe, and South America.

Dr. Linkletter formerly was a Vice President with Woodward Clyde Consultants, and a Managing

Principal with Harding Lawson Associates in southern California.

Representative Projects

Aswàn High Dam, Egypt - Project manager for comprehensive engineering evaluation of

seismic stability of the High Dam. Assessment included seismic and engineering

geology, hydrogeology, seismology, and earthquake and geotechnical engineering.

Client: Government of Egypt/U.S. Agency for International Development.

Litigation support, Wilmington, North Carolina - Provided litigation support, including

expert witness deposition testimony, related to the timing and origin of chlorinated
solvent contamination in ground water beneath a former refrigeration coil manufacturing

facility. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Site investigation, regulatory negotiation, Carson, California - Performed an evaluation of

the origin of chlorinated solvents in fill soils, native soils, and ground water beneath a

multi-tenant light industrial complex that had formerly been used for metal fabrication

and oil field production. Assisted the land owner in obtaining a no further action letter in

spite of the presence of chlorinated solvents in the ground water beneath the property.

Client: Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue.

Air and hazardous materials permitting, Irvine, California - Assisted the owner of a

newly acquired property to obtain the air and other ha7rdous materials storage and

handling permits required to open a specialty chemical formulation facility. Client:

Alpha Metals.

Litigation support Sanluis Obispo Cahforma - Provided litigation support including

deposition and trial testimony, related to the standard of practice for environmentaldue
diligence and site investigation related to the acquisition of a former railroad property for

residential use. Client: Beveridge & Diamond.

Site investigation and remediation, Arrowbear, California - Conducted a site investigation

and remedial design and implementation at a former gasoline station acquired by a bank

through foreclosure. Issues included the presence of petroleum and aromatic

hydrocarbons in ground water in fractured bedrock, and the release of contaminants from

the ground water into nearby surface waters. Assisted the bank to obtain reimbursement

through the California Underground Tank Fund. Client: Aldrich & Bonnefin

Site investigation, risk assessment, regulatory negotiations, San Diego, California -

Assisted attorneys for a property owner in obtaining regulatory closure on a former

agricultural property from which an underground tank had been removed in an

undocumented process and on which elevated concentrations of chlorinated pesticides

had been found. The closure of unused water supply wells was also an issue. Client

O'Melveny & Myers.
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Site investigation, reguJatory negotiations, City of Industry, California - Assisted
attorneys to the owner/operator of a carpet manufacturing facility targeted for incJusion
as a PRP in the San GabrieJ VaJJey Superfund program in obtaining a no further action

ietterfromtheRWQCBand1husavoid1heSuperfundPRPdesignation:eiient: -
Kirkland & EJIis.

Ground water investigation and remediation, CoJorado - Project manager for muJtiphased
evaJuation, characterization, and remediation ofvoJatiJe organic chemicaJs in two ground
water pJumes at a major eJectronics manufacturing faciJity. StatisticaJ sampJing design
was used to Jimit the scope and costs of the investigation whiJe achieving the required
JeveJ of confidence in resuJts. CJient: HewJett-Packard Company.

EnvirônmentaJ due diJigence for industriaJ acquisition - Managed the evaJuation of
worJd-wide environmentaJ JiabiJities for a consortium of banks invoJved in the financing
of LoraJ's purchase of Ford Aerospace. CJient: Simpson Thacher & BartJett.

Ground water investigation and remediation, PaJo AJto, CaJifornia - Project Director for a
Jarge program that included the characterization andremediation of soiJ and ground water
contamination by heavy metaJs and industriaJ soJvents at two eJectronics manufacturing
faciJities and an area-wide Superfund site in PaJo AJto. CJient: Hewlett-Packard
Company and Varian Associates.

Site characterization and remediation, City of Commerce, CaJifornia - Directed the
comprehensive investigation of site use history and soiJ and ground water contamination
and the remediation of soiJ and ground water contamination by chJorinated soJvents and
petroJeum hydrocarbons at a former industriaJ manufacturing faciJity. CJient: Jones, Day
Reavis & Pogue.

Emergency response J 06 Order removaJ action, Los AngeJes, CaJifornia - Managed the
pJanning and impJementation of an emergency response removaJ action associated with a
USEPA 106 Order issued to the owners and former operators of a metaJ pJating faciJity.
Issues incJuded the presence of Jarge voJumes of highJy concentrated chromic acid in
deteriorating aboveground tanks, uncontroJJed access to Jaboratory chemicaJs,
ontaminited pJáting vats nd isteni, andthfliaflageflTent of overJ 00,000

gaJJons of contaminated stormwater ruhoff. CJient: McDermott, WiJJ & Emery

Litigation support, Anaheim, CaJifornia - Provided Jitigation support, incJuding expert
testimony in deposition and at triaJ, reJated to the standard of practice for environmentaJ
due diJigence and the origin of chJorinated soJvents in soiJ and ground water at a former
aircraft component manufacturing faciJity. CJient: KirkJand & EJJis.

Litigation support, Santa CJara County, CaJifornia - Provided Jitigation support, incJuding
preparation of a decJaration and an expert report reJated to historicaJ mining, ore
production and processing, and mining waste handJing at the New AJmaden mercury
mine. CJient: Beveridge & Diamond.

EnvironmentaJ due diJigence, Huntington Beach, CaJifornia - Conducted an
environmentaJ due diJigence assessment for a sporting goods retaiJer that was acquiring'
neighboring properties to expand an existing retaiJ facility. Provided oversigjit of the
remediation of a former gasoJine service station by the oiJ company that previously
operated the station. Conducted Phase II investigations reJated to underground tanks and
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Site investigation, regulatory negotiations, City of Industry, California - Assisted
attorneys to the owner/operator of a carpet manufacturing facility targeted for inclusion
as a PR]' in the San Gabriel Valley Superfund program in obtaining a no further action

Kirkland & Ellis.

Ground water investigation and remediation, Colorado - Project manager for multiphased
evaluation, characterization, and remediation of volatile organic chemicals in two ground
water plumes at a major electronics manufacturing facility. Statistical sampling design
was used to limit the scope and costs of the investigation while achieving the required
level of confidence in results. Client: Hewlett-Packard Company.

Environmental due diligence for industrial acquisition - Managed the evaluation of
world-wide environmental liabilities for a consortium of banks involved in the financing
of Loral's purchase of Ford Aerospace. Client: Simpson Thacher & Bartlett.

Ground water investigation and remediation, Palo Alto, California - Project Director for a
large program that included the characterization and remediation of soil and ground water
contamination by heavy metals and industrial solvents at two electronics manufacturing
facilities and an area-wide Superfund site in Palo Alto. Client: Hewlett-Packard
Company and Varian Associates.

Site characterization and remediation, City of Commerce, California - Directed the
comprehensive investigation of site use history and soil and ground water contamination
and the remediation of soil and ground water contamination by chlorinated solvents and
petroleum hydrocarbons at a former industrial manufacturing facility. Client: Jones, Day
Reavis & Pogue.

Emergency response 106 Order removal action, Los Angeles, California - Managed the
planning and implementation of an emergency response removal action associated with a
USEPA 106 Order issued to the owners and former operators of a metal plating facility.
Issues included the presence of large volumes of highly concentrated chromic acid in
deteriorating aboveground tanks, uncontrolled access to laboratory chemicals,
contàniinited plating vats and air ytth; a thi1gemerit of overl 00,000
gallons of contaminated stormwater runoff. Client: McDermott, Will & Emery

Litigation support, Anaheim, California - Provided litigation support, including expert
testimony in deposition and at trial, related to the standard of practice for environmental
due diligence and the origin of chlorinated solvents in soil and ground water at a former
aircraft component manufacturing facility. Client: Kirkland & Ellis.

Litigation support, Santa Clara County, California - Provided litigation support, including
preparation of a declaration and an expert report related to historical mining, ore
production and processing, and mining waste handling at the New Almaden mercury
mine. Client: Beveridge & Diamond.

Environmental due diligence, Huntington Beach, California - Conducted an
environmental due diligence assessment for a sporting goods retailer that was acquiring
neighboring properties to expand an existing retail facility. Provided oversight of the
remediation of a former gasoline service station by the oil company that previously
operated the station. Conducted Phase II investigations related to underground tanks and
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hydraulic hoists at a former recreational vehicle sale ajd service facility at the property.
Client: Sports Chalet!Trammell Crow.

Litigation support, Sunny-vale, California - Provided litigation support and deposition
testimony related to the origin of chlorinated solvents present in ground water beneath a
office park located downgradiént of several former semiconductor manufacturing
facilities and service stations. Client: Quarles & Brady.

Litigation support,.El Cajon, California - Provided broad-based litigation support to the
Jaw firm defending an insurance carrier in a matter related to a claim of envirorunental
damages. Issues included the timing and nature of a release of petroleum hydrocarbons
from a former underground tank, the distribution of soil and ground water contamination,
and remedial strategies and costs. Client: Morrison & Foerster. -

Environmental due diligence, Burbank, California - Assisted a major retailer in the
evaluation of environmental issues related to the prospective purchase of a nearly 100
acre former aircraft manufacturing. Plans for the property called for comprehensive
redevelopment into a regional-scale shopping center. Client: Wal-Mart.

Litigation support, Sunnyvale, California - Provided a detailed critique of the technical
approach to and costs of investigation and remedial work at a former semiconductor
facility on behalf of a former owner/operator in a private CERCLA recovery action. Also
assisted in the preparation for and participated in depositions of the technical experts
designated by the adverse parties. Client: Pettit & Martin

Environmental due diligence, nationwide - Assisted a major nationwide realty
management company in developing its pre-acquisition environmental due diligence
protocols and a program for annual post-acquisition evaluation of properties in the
company's portfolio. ENVIRON conducts this program for the client and provides
oversight of tenant response to recommended or mandated changes in their
environmental management practices. Client: Confidential..

Litigation support, Tampa, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation suportand expertwitness testimony for-attorneys-defending the former -owner
of a metal scrap yard from claims by the new owner for costs related to environmental
investigations and rèmediation. The primary issues related to the requirements for,
approach to, and costs for the investigation and remediation of soils contaminated with
heavy metals, PCBs, and petroleum hydrocarbons. Client: Trenam, Simmons, Kemker,
Scharf, Barkin, Frye & O'Neill.

Litigation support, Tampa, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation support and expert witness testimony for attorneys defending the Hillsborough
County, Florida in a suit that alleged that the County's mosquito abatement district had

contaminated soils on portions of an island in Tampa Bay that was subsequently
redeveloped into condominiums. The principal contaminants at issue were pesticides,
PCBs, and petroleum hydrocarbons. Client: Trenam, Simmons, Kemker, Scharf Barkin,
Fiye & O'Neill.

Litigation support, Los Angeles, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys for a
family trust from which land was taken by a school district in an eminent domain action.
The primaly dispute related to the school district's proposed reduction in the fair market
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hydraulic hoists at a former recreational vehicle sale and service facility at the property.
Client: Sports Chalet/Trammell Crow.

Litigation support, Sunny-vale, California - Provided litigation support and deposition
testimony related to the origin of chlorinated solvents present in ground water beneath a
office park located downgradiént of several former semiconductor manufacturing
facilities and service stations. Client: Quarles & Brady

Litigation support, El Cajon, California - Provided broad-based litigation support to the
law firm defending an insurance carrier in a matter related to a claim of environmental
damages. Issues included the timing and nature of a release of petroleum hydrocarbons
from a former underground tank, the distribution of soil and ground water contamination,
and remedial strategies and costs. Client: Morrison & Foerster.

Environmental due diligence, Burbank, California - Assisted a major retailer in the
evaluation of environmental issues related to the prospective purchase of a nearly 100
acre former aircraft manufacturing. Plans for the property called for comprehensive
redevelopment into a regional-scale shopping center. Client: Wal-Mart.

Litigation support, Sunnyvale, California - Provided a detailed critique of the technical
approach to and costs of investigation and remedial work at a former semiconductor
facility on behalf of a former owner/operator in a private CERCLA recovery action. Also
assisted in the preparation for and participated in depositions of the technical experts
designated by the adverse parties. Client: Pettit & Martin

Environmental due diligence, nationwide - Assisted a major nationwide realty
management company in developing its pre-acquisition environmental due diligence
protocols and a program for annual post-acquisition evaluation of properties in the
company's portfolio. ENVIRON conducts this program for the client and provides
oversight of tenant response to recommended or mandated changes in their
environmental management practices. Client: Confidential.

Litigation support, Tampa, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation supportand expertwitness testimony-for-attorneys-defending -the former owner
of a metal scrap yard from claims by the new owner for costs related to environmental
investigations and rèmediation. The primary issues related to the requirements for,
approach to, and costs for the investigation and remediation of soils contaminated with
heavy metals, PCBs, and petroleum hydrocarbons. Client: Trenam, Simmons, Kemker,
Scharf Barkin, Frye & O'Neill.

Litigation support, Tampa, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation support and expert witness testimony for attorneys defending the Hillsborough
County, Florida in a suit that alleged that the County's mosquito abatement district had

contaminated soils on portions of an island in Tampa Bay that was subsequently
redeveloped into condominiums. The principal contaminants at issue were pesticides,
PCBs, and petroleum hydrocarbons. Client: Trenam, Simmons, Kemker, Scharf Barkin,
Frye & O'Neill.

Litigation support, Los Angeles, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys for a
family trust from which land was taken by a school district in an eminent domain action.
The primary -dispute related to the school district's proposed reduction in the fair market
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value of the property due to costs associated with the investigation and remediation of
soil contamination from underground gasoline tanks. A favorable settlement was
achieved when ENVIRON successfully demonstrated that much of the work undertaken

Site investigation, Costa Mesa, California - Assisted the owner of a property used to
manufacture munitions in dealing with the tenant responsible for ground water
contamination with industrial solvents. Designed and conducted ground water
investigations sufficient to demonstrate that the current tenant was likely responsible for
the ground water contamination. Thereafter, on behalf ofthe landowner, provided
oversight of the site investigation and remediation work conducted by the tenant's
consultant. Also provided briefings for financial institutions considering involyement at
the site. Client: Confidential.

Site investigation, regulatory support, Houston, Texas - Assisted the owner/operator of a
plastics fabrication facility to respond to a regulatory citation for the release of petroleum
hydrocarbons to a surface drainageway. Conducted a soil sampling and analytical
program that demonstrated that the observed impact was related to heavy, relatively
immobile hydrocarbons only and that the impact was restricted to surficial soils, thereby
eliminating the need for regulatory mandated remediation. Client: NAMPAC

Site investigation, Superfund, litigation support, Burbank and Glendale, California -
Assisted the owner of a long-term industrial site in the San Fernando Valley with the
investigation of soil and ground water conditions at and near the site, and with the
planning and design of interim and final remedial measures. Assisted with regulatory
negotiations, Superfund (PRP) allocation issues, and insurance coverage claims. Client:
Confidential.

Site investigation, Universal City, California - Assisted MCA Development, the land
owner for a facility used by Technicolor (tenant) to process movie film, by providing
oversight and regulatory guidance related to Technicolor's removal of underground tanks
arid the investigatiori/remediation of contaminated soil and ground water at the property.
Client: Seagrams

Waste minimization, San Pedro, California - Assisted the operator of a petrochemical
storage facility in the Port of Los Angeles to evaluate and report its waste management
practices in order to comply with government imposed waste minimization requirements.
Client: GATX.

Regulatory guidance, Carson, California - Provided advice and written testimony to
attomeys representing the owner of properties near the Cal Compact landfill, for which
an integrated remediatiori/redevelopment scheme was being considered by the California
DTSC. Concerns related to the sufficiency of the site investigation/characterization on
which the remedial plans were based, and plans to create vertically stratified Operable
Units. Client: Kelley, Diye & Warren.

Environmental due diligence, site investigations, and site remediation at various locations
in the western United States - Worked with attorneys to Home Depot to provide technical
assessments and regulatory guidance related to the acquisition of new properties to be
redeveloped into Home Depot stores. Client: Latham & Watkins.
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value of the property due to costs associated with theinvestigation and remediation of
soil contamination from underground gasoline tanks. A favorable settlement was
achieved when ENVIRON successftilly demonstrated that much of the work undertaken

Site investigation, Costa Mesa, California - Assisttd the owner of a property used to
manufacture munitions in dealing with the tenant responsible for ground water
contamination with industrial solvents. Designed and conducted ground water
investigations sufficient to demonstrate that the current tenant was likely responsible for
the ground water contamination. Thereafter, on behalf ofthe landowner, provided
oversight of the site investigation and remediation work conducted by the tenant's
consultant. Also provided briefings for financial institutions considering involyement at
the site. Client: Confidential.

Site investigation, regulatory support, Houston, Texas - Assisted the owner/operator of a
plastics fabrication facility to respond to a regulatory citation for the release of petroleum
hydrocarbons to a surface drainagéway. Conducted a soil sampling and analytical
program that demonstrated that the observed impact was related to heavy, relatively
immobile hydrocarbons only and that the impact was restricted to surficial soils, thereby
eliminating the need for regulatory mandated remediation. Client: NAMPAC

Site investigation, Superfund, litigation support, Burbank and Glendale, California -
Assisted the owner of a long-term industrial site in the San Fernando Valley with the
investigation of soil and ground water conditions at and near the site, and with the
planning and design of interim and final remedial measures. Assisted with regulatory
negotiations, Superfund (PRP) allocation issues, and insurance coverage claims. Client-:
Confidential.

Site investigation, Universal City, California - Assisted MCA Development, the land
owner for a facility used by Technicolor (tenant) to process movie film, by providing
oversight and regulatory guidance related to Technicolor's removal of underground tanks
and the investigation/remediation of contaniinated soil and ground water at the property.
Client: Seagrams

Waste minimization, San Pedro, California - Assisted the operator of a petrochemical
storage facility in the Port of Los Angeles to evaluate and report its waste management
practices in order to comply with government imposed waste minimization requirements.
Client: GATX.

Regulatory guidance, Carson, California - Provided advice and written testimony to
attorneys representing the owner of properties near the Cal Compact landfill, for which
an integrated remediation/redevelopment scheme was being considered by the California
DTSC. Concerns related to the sufficiency of the site investigation/characterization on
which the remedial plans were based, and plans to create vertically stratified Operable
Units. Client: Kelley, Drye & Warren.

Environmental due diligence, site investigations, and site remediation at various locations
in the western United States - Worked with attorneys to Home Depot to provide technical
assessments and regulatory guidance related to the acquisition of new properties to be
redeveloped into Home Depot stores. Client: Latham & Watkins.
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Environmental due diligence, St. Louis, Mo. - Conducted an environmental due diligence

evaluation of a former automotive manufacturing facility that was undergoing
redevelopment for commercial and light industrial use. Client: The Koll Company.

Litigation support, Los Angeles, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys

representing the business successor to a paint manufacturing company that had once

occupied a portion of what became Lawry's California Center. Issues related to the origin

of chemicals found in the soil and ground water, the mechanisms through which those

chemicals reached the soil, and the remedial requirements for the site. Client: Millard,

Pilchowski, Holweger & Child.

Litigation support, regulatory negotiations, site investigation and remediation, risk

assessment, Commerce, California - On behalf of a former property owner, evaluated the

need for planned rem ediations at the property, conducted risk assessment and vadose

zone modeling to demonstrate that only a focused remediation was needed. Participated

in negotiations with the RWQCB and the current site owner. Client: INSILCO

Site investigation, remediation, Anaheim Hills, California On behalf of attorneys

representing a property owner, conducted an investigation of soil and ground water at a

dry cleaning facility located in a shopping center. Designed and installed a soil vapor
extraction remedial system that allowed the tenant space to continue to be used while

remediation was ongoing. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Ground water contamination assessment, southern California - Assisted the new owner of

a golf course purchased from the Resolution Trust in dealing with an area-wide ground

water contamination problem that originated at two nearby electronics two manufacturing

facilities, but which had spread broadly beneath the golf course, thereby inhibiting

development of on-site water supply. needed for irrigation. Client: Confidential.

Litigation support, San Diego, California Provided broad-based technical and regulatory

litigation support and expert witness assistance to attorneys defending an insurance

company in an environmental claims action related to the costs to investigate and
remediate soil contamination from an underground storage tank previously removed from

-the-site. Client:O'Meiveny.&MYrs.

Site assessment and regulatory assistance, Santa Monica, California - Provided a detailed

third-party review of a site investigation and remedial action plan prepared for the

bankrupt landowner on behalf of the mortgage holder that wished to foreclose on the

property. Assisted in negotiations with the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the

oil company that had previously operated at the site, and the current site owner.

Conducted forensic testing of samples of floating free product petroleum hydrocarbons in

order to identify that age of the product and potentially the responsible oil company.

Client: Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Company.

Environmental due diligence, Yosemite National Park, California - ENVIRON provided

a pro bono evaluation of environmental liabilities associated with concessionaire

operations in Yosemite National Park in association with the efforts of a not-for-profit

environmental organization to purchase the concession operations in the park after the

then current operator was purchased by a foreign-owned corporation. Client: Skadden,

Arps, Slate, Meager & Flom.
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Environmental due diligence, St. Louis, Mo. - Conducted an environmental due diligence

evaluation of a former automotive manufacturing facility that was undergoing

redevelopment for commercial and light industrial use. Client: The Koll Company.

Litigation support, Los Angeles, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys

representing the business successor to a paint manufacturing company that had once

occupied a portion of what became Lawry's California Center. Issues related to the origin

of chemicals found in the soil and ground water, the mechanisms through which those

chemicals reached the soil, and the remedial requirements for the site. Client: Millard,

Pilchowski, Hoiweger & Child.

Litigation support, regulatory negotiations, site investigation and remediation, risk

assessment, Commerce, California - On behalf of a former property owner, evaluated the

need for planned remediations at the property, conducted risk assessment and vadose

zone modeling to demonstrate that only a focused remediation was needed. Participated

in negotiations with the RWQCB and the current site owner. Client: INSILCO

Site investigation, remediation, Anaheim Hills, California - On behalf of attorneys

representing a property owner, conducted an investigation of soil and ground water at a

dry cleaning facility located in a shopping center. Designed and installed a soil vapor
extraction remedial system that allowed the tenant space to continue to be used while

remediation was ongoing- Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Ground water contamination assessment, southern California - Assisted the new owner of

a golf course purchased from the Resolution Trust in dealing with an area-wide ground

water contamination problem that originated at two nearby electronics two manufacturing

facilities, but which had spread broadly beneath the golf course, thereby inhibiting

development of on-site water supply. needed for irrigation. Client: Confidential.

Litigation support, San Diego, California - Provided broad-based technical and regulatory

litigation support and expert witness assistance to attorneys defending an insurance

company in an environmental claims action related to the costs to investigate and
remediate soil contamination from an underground storage tank previously removed from

-the-site.

Site assessment and regulatory assistance, Santa Monica, California - Provided a detailed

third-party review of a site investigation and remedial action plan prepared for the

bankrupt landowner on behalf of the mortgage holder that wished to foreclose on the

property. Assisted in negotiations with the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the -

oil company that had previously operated at the site, and the current site owner.

Conducted forensic testing of samples Of floating free product petroleum hydrocarbons in

order to identify that age of the product and potentially the responsible oil company.

Client: Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Company.

Environmental due diligence, Yosemite National Park, California - ENVIRON provided

a pro bono evaluation of environmental liabilities associated with concessionaire

operations in Yosemite National Park in association with the efforts of a not-for-profit

environmental organization to purchase the concession operations in the park after the

then current operator was purchased by a foreign-owned corporation. Client: Skadden,

Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom. -
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Litigation support, Santa Clara, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys
defending an engineering consulting firm in a suit alleging negligent performance in the
course of a pre-acquisition site assessment and subsequent site investigation at a former

Expert review panel, Los Angeles, California - Served as a member of an expert panel
assembled to review a base isolation design for a major new trauma care facility being
designed for Los Angeles County. Client: Fluor Daniel

Environmental due diligence for acquisition of railroad facilities and equipment,
nationwide - Managed Phase I and Phase H environmental audits and site assessments at
numerous railcar repair and servicing facilities nationwide in association with the planned
acquisition of the rolling stock and fixed-base assets of Itel. Client: General Electric
Capital Corporation.

Environmental due diligence, southern California - Provided a detailed assessment of an
approximately 1,000 acre former aircraft manufacturing facility being redeveloped into a
major mixed use complex on behalf of a potential investor. The assessment included
comprehensive review of several large-scale site investigation and remedial design
programs conducted by others in the past and of existing manufacturing operations on a
part of the property. A Monte Carlo simulation approach was used to evaluate likely
future costs related to environmental matters. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Pre-demolition site investigation, San Diego, California - Performed an evaluation of site.
use history and the results of previous site investigations, conducted an asbestos survey,
and located and sampled a series of underground tanks and sumps to assist a new land
plan the demolition of a one block area on the edge of downtown San Diego. Client:
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue.

Crude oil pipeline, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California - Project manager for
seismic, geologic, and geotechnical evaluations for a crude oil pipeline to be used to
transport oil produced offshore to an existing pipeline system, Probabilistic assessment
techniques were used to quantify the seismic risk and specify the engineering design
-parameters for two rnajorfault-crossings.Client:.. CheronJJ.SA.

ANGTS Fault study, Alaska - Project manager for fault study for Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation System pipeline. The project, which resulted in the specification of
engineering design parameters for major active fault crossings, included analysis of
remote sensing imagery, field reconnaissance and detailed field studies, and extensive
mathematical modeling of seismic risk along proposed pipeline route. Client: Northwest
Alaska Pipeline Company/Fluor Engineers.

Oil refinery site characterization, Carson, California - Project manager for
characterization of a 75-acre site that included a refinery, tank farm, land farm, and
landfill. Research of historical site use information and the application of statistical
sampling design techniques allowed the site conditions to be evaluated at a specified
level of confidence prior to the sale of the property. Client: Cabot, Cabot and
Forbes/Beacon Oil Company.

Site assessment strategy, California - Project manager for a program to assist a major
California bank in developing an environmental due diligence program to manage the
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Litigation support, Santa Clara, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys
defending an engineering consulting firm in a suit alleging negligent performance in the
course of a pre-acquisition site assessment and subsequent site investigation at a former
industrial site

Expert review panel, Los Angeles, California - Served as a member of an expert panel
assembled to review a base isolation design for a major new trauma care facility being
designed for Los Angeles County. Client: Fluor Daniel

Environmental due diligence for acquisition of railroad facilities and equipment,
nationwide - Managed Phase I and Phase H environmental audits and site assessments at
numerous railcar repair and servicing facilities nationwide in association with the planned
acquisition of the rolling stock and fixed-base assets of lteJ. Client: General Electric
Capital Corporation.

Environmental due diligence, southern California - Provided a detailed assessment of an
approximately 1,000 acre former aircraft manufacturing facility being redeveloped into a
major mixed use complex on behalf of a potential investor. The assessment included
comprehensive review of several large-scale site investigation and remedial design
programs conducted by others in the past and of existing manufacturing operations on a
part of the property. A Monte Carlo simulation approach was used to evaluate likely
future costs related to environmental matters. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

Pre-demolition site investigation, San Diego, California - Performed an evaluation of site.
use history and the results of previous site investigations, conducted an asbestos survey,
and located and sampled a series of underground tanks and sumps to assist a new land
plan the demolition of a one block area on the edge of downtown San Diego. Client:
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue.

Crude oil pipeline, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California - Project manager for
seismic, geologic, and geotechnical evaluations for a crude oil pipeline to be used to
transport oil produced offshore to an existing pipeline system, Probabilistic assessment
techniques were used to quantify the seismic risk and specify the engineering design

..parameters for.twornajorfaultcrossings..Client:..ChevronJJ.SA.

ANGTS Fault study, Alaska - Project manager for fault study for Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation System pipeline. The project, which resulted in the specification of
engineering design parameters for major active fault crossings, included analysis of
remote sensing imagery, field reconnaissance and detailed field studies, and extensive
mathematical modeling of seismic risk along proposed pipeline route. Client: Northwest
Alaska Pipeline Company/Fluor Engineers.

Oil refinery site characterization, Carson, California - Project manager for
characterization of a 75-acre site that included a refinery, tank farm, land farm, and
landfill. Research of historical site use information and the application of statistical
sampling design techniques allowed the site conditions to be evaluated at a specified
level of confidence prior to the sale of the property. Client: Cabot, Cabot and
Forbes/Beacon Oil Company.

Site assessment strategy, California - Project manager for a program to assist a major
California bank in developing an environmental due diligence program to manage the
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bank's risks associated with making loans on potentially contaminated properties. The
program focused on development of screening and decision-making criteria, and on
education of loan officers and appraisers. Client: Union Bank

MX missile system environmental assessment, California/Nevada/Arizona/Utah -
Managed and performed multiple assignments in support of U.S. Air Forc&s evaluation
of environmental considerations related to siting a new defense system. Topics included
water supply, seismic ha7rds, erosion problems, and development.of remote sensing
imagely interpretation techniques. Client: HDR/U.S. Air Force.

Towers of San Diego, San Diego, California - Project sponsor and principal technical
reviewer for geotechnical engineering evaluation and hazardous waste assessment for
major high-rise redevelopment project. Work included a foundation investigation,
seismic ha7ards evaluation, preliminaiy hvrdous materials assessment, removal of
underground storage tanks, and asbestos survey and removal. Client: Cabot, Cabot and
Forbes.

Liquefaction evaluation, San Juan, Argentina - Performed geologic and engineering
evaluation ofdistribution of liquefaction and related structural damage following major
earthquake along the foothills of the Andes. Analysis of remote sensing imagely led to
the recognition that most liquefaction had occurred along paleo-stream channels, which
had no topographic expression, but which provided the requisite soil and ground water
conditions for liquefaction. Client: U.S. Geologic Survey.

Surface impoundments evaluation, southern California - Project manager for evaluation
of hazardous waste impoundments at electrical generating stations. Work resulted in
comprehensive hydrogeologic assessment report for each station, in accordance with
provisions of the California Toxic Pits Act. Client: Southern California Edison.

Remedial investigation and remediation, southern California - Project sponsor and
principal technical reviewer for comprehensive characterization and remediation of site
with soil and ground water contamination by organic solvents. Remediation of five
source areas and a complex ground water plume included limited soil excavation with
on-site-aeration-v-apoextraction, and-apump-and-treat.ground water.system usingboth
injection and extraction wells. Client: Confidential.

Second-opinion review consultation, western United States - Provided individual
consultation for corporate environmental health and safety department of a major
electronics firm. Services focused on the technical review of consultant reports and
strategic planning related to environmental impairment issues. Client: Hewlett-Packard.

Site assessments for commercial real estate transactions, nationwide - Project manager
for program of preliminaiy site assessments prior to purchase of properties by nationwide
development company. Developed standard approach and protocols, coordinated
technical staff assignments for consultant offices around the United States, and provided
detailed technical review. Client: Cabot, Cabot and Forbes

a Lead smelter site characterization, Vernon, California - Supervised investigation of soil
and ground water contamination at site used for smelting of lead for over 60 years.
Contaminants included heavy metals, organic volatiles, and unusually low soil pH.
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Remediation focused on capping and pH adjustment instead of excavation and off-site
disposal. Client: GNB.

Metal smelter site characterization, El Segundo, California - Managed response to
regulatory strike force demands for evaluation of conditions at property on the State's
abandoned sites list. Considerations included arsenic in ground water, a large slag pile
with high heavy metal concentrations, and uncontrolled access to old furnaces and a
chemical laboratory. Client: Confidential.

Lake Chakachamna hydroelectric project, Alaska - Managed geologic and geotechnical
investigations for proposed lake tap hydroelectric project near Cook Inlet in the southern
Alaska Range. Considerations included seismic and volcanic hazards, engineering
geology for 11-mile-long tunnel, and glaciological evaluation of large natural ice dam
that impounds Lake Chakachamna. Client: Bechtel/Alaska Power Authority.

Regional landfill, eastern Pennsylvania - Performed siting study for an association of
rnunicipal governments to identify a suitable location for a large regional landfill.
Limestone bedrock in the area severely limited the number of candidate sites. Geologic
and hydrogeologic investigation, including tracer studies, led to the identification of a site
that met all the mandated State siting criteria. Client: Confidential.

Casmalia disposal site, Santa Maria, California - Served as senior technical reviewer for
geologic and hydrogeologic aspects of evaluation of the Casmalia Class I disposal site.
Work included evaluation of current conditions related to impoundments and landfills at
the facility and assessment ofoptionsfor closure of ponds and expansion of landfilling
operations. Client: Casmalia Resources.

Wilshire-Westwood project, Los Angeles, California - Managed investigation of soil
contamination discovered during foundation excavation at a high-rise construction
project in the Westwood District of Los Angeles. Statistical sampling design was used to
formulate an excavation management plan, which resulted in significant savings over
earlier estimates of the cost to handle the contaminated soil. Client: Poydras Services.

.FranciscanCeramicsproject,LosAngeles,.caljfornia ---Directed the above--and-
below-ground site characterization, geotechnical evaluations, and remedial action plan
preparation at the 45-acre Franciscan Ceramics site. The principal environmental issues
included asbestos, PCBs, underground tanks and clarifiers, heavy metal-contaminated
dust, and lead-contaminated manufacturing wastes. Client: Schurgin Development
Cornpanies

Amusement park company acquisition, nationwide - Consultant to a major financial
institution that was requested to fund the private acquisition ofa large amusement park
cornpany with 40 sites nationwide. The major issue was underground storage tanks. The
assignment included the evaluation of the potential financial exposure associated with
known and possible environmental problems associated with the underground tanks.
Client: Union Bank.

Dairy acquisition, southern California - Directed the multi-phase evaluation of
environmental liabilities associated with the processing and distribution facilities of a
rnajor dairy company under consideration for acquisition by an international food
cornpany. The principal issues were asbestos in existing structures and soil and ground
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water contamination beneath several underground tank installations. Client:
Confidential.

Risk managem.enLand consultation, nationwide - Reviewed existing technical reports and
data regarding environmental conditions at sites throughout the United States on behalf of
a major Japanese investment banking company. Provided independent third-party
review, performed selected independent preliminay site assessments, and advised the
client on risk management strategies. Client: Confidential

Seismic advisory committee, Los Angeles, California - Served as a member of the
Organizing Committee for the Port of Los Angeles (POLA) Seismic Risk Subcommittee
as a part of POLA's 2020 Program. Assisted in the development of a strategy for the Port
to evaluate and engineer for regional and local seismic hazards that might impact existing
facilities and planned 2020 developments in the Port. Client: Port of Los Angeles.

Professional Affiliations

American Association for the Advancement of Science

American Quaternary Association.

Earthquake Engineering Res. Institute

The Explorers Club

Geological Society of America

International Glaciological Society

International Association of Mathematical Geology

Seismological Society of America

Publications and Presentations
Dr. Linkletter has authored and co-authored over 30 technical papers in the earth and atmospheric

sciences- These papers have been published in the Journal of Glaciology, Antarctic
Journal of the United States, New Zealand Journal of Geology and Geophysics,
Mathematical Geology, Journal of Applied Meteorology, Journal de Recherches
Atmospheriques, and the proceedings of national and international conferences.
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Del MarAnalytical

Environ
2010Main Street,9th Floor
Irviie;CA 92614

Attention: Brett Moore

Subject: 2001 Valley Alharnbra report, project O4-9065A
Del Mar Analytical report 1KF0951

Dear Mr. Moore,

Please find enclosed a copy of the final report for the project refe-enced above asrequested.

Should you have any questions or comments please contact me at(949) 261-1 022, ext.213. -

Sincerely,
DEL MAR ANALYTICAL.

Patty Mata'
Proj ëct Mar ager

Enclosure

-
- 26 Alton Avo.-bio,-CA 928O (949) 261-1a22 FX (949) 281-122a

1014 E. Cooley Dr.. Suite A. Coflon. CA 92324 (909) 370-4687 FAX (99) 370-1048
0484 Chesapo& (k, Sue 805, San bieQo, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX f858) 505-9689

9830 South 51st St. &Jta B-12O Phoaiç AZ 85044 (480) 78&0043 FA) (480) 785-0851
2520E Sunset Rdfl. Las \ãs, NV 89120 (702) 798-3620 FAX (7(12) 798-3621

Del MarAnalytical

Environ
201 0Main. Street, 9th Floor
Jrviie;CA 92614

Attentjon: Brett Moore

Subject: 2001 .Valley Alharnbrà report, project O4-9065A
Del Mar Analytical report IKFO9SI

Dear Mr. Moor;

Please find enclosed a copy of the final report for the project refei-enced above asrequested. .

Should you have any questions or comments please contact me at(949) 261-1022; ext213. :

Sincerely,
DEL MAR ANALYTICAL

26 Alton Avo.-b5o,-CA 92808 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 281-1228
10146. Cooiey Dr.. Suite A. CoHen. CA 82324 (909) 370-4687 FAX (980) 370-1048

0484 Chesapo&e (H, Suite 805. San beQo, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505.8689
9830 South 51st St. SOda 8-120 Fhoan(ç AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FA( (880) 785-0851

25206. Sunset Rd93. Las \ãs NV 89120 (702) 788-3620 FAX (7(2)798-3621



Del Mar Analytical,
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Attention: Bita Tabatabai
Project: Valley Aihanibra

04-9065A

Del MarAnalytical

LABORATORY REPORT

Prepared For: Ethrion-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA92614

2852 Mon Ava. k,ne, CA 92806 (949) 281-1022 FAX (949)281-1228
10145. Ccky 1. S4a A. Colton, CA 92324 (809) 370-4867 FAX () 370-1048

7277 HyvenJust, S4Is 8-12, ln NuyS, CA 91406 (818) 779-1844 FAX (ale) 779-1843
9484 Cl,808pe3k9 Dr., S505S3flD92123jO58)58&8S9O+AX-(858)-505-9589

9830 South 5181 St. 58989-120. Ph000lo. AZ 85044 (400) 785-0043 FAX (400)7854951

Sampled:; 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01
Reported:. 07/02/01

This laboratory report is confidential and is i.ntendedfor the sole use of.
Del Mar Analytical iznd Its client. This en/ire report was reviewed and approvedfor release.

CA ELAP Certificate #1197
AZ DHS License #AZ0428

MAL

JUL 3 200!

The resu Its pertain only so the ramp/es tested in the loboratoiy. This report halI not be reproduced,
except infuiI without written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL IKFO9SJ <Page 1 of33>

Del MarAnatytical

Del Mar Analytical,
Patty Mata -

Project Manager

LABORATORY REPORT

Prepared Fr Ethriton-lrvine
2010 Math Stret, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA92614

This Iaborawty report is co.'fldential and is intendedfor the sole use of.
Del Mar Analytical hnd Its client. This en/ire report was reviewed and approvedfor release.

CA ELAP Certificate #1197
AZ DHS License #AZ0428

9484 Clsape3k9 Dr.,
9830 South 5181 St. S8888-120, Phowe. AZ 85044 (480)785-0043 FAX (480)7854951

. .

JUL 3 200!

The resplis pertain. on ly to the sample: tes1d In the loboratoiy. This report :hall not be reproduced, -

except Info!!, without written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL IKFO9SJ <Page 1 of33>
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7277 HyvenJust. S4Is 8-12. n NuyS. CA 01406 (818) 779-1844 FAX (ale) 779-1843
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Attention: Bita Tabatabai
Project: Valley Aihanibra

04-9065A



Del MarAriAlytical

Environ-Irvine Project ID: .ValIey AThambra

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor - . . (i4-9065A

Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: 1KF095 1

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

SAMPLE CROSS REFERENCE

- 5S2 Ahnn Ave., In4ne, CA 92506 (946) 261-1 FAX (949) 251-1229
- 1014 ECok.6y DL. Su8 A, Cdlon. CA 9324 (905) 370-4667 FAX (909) 370-1044

- 72?7 Hayvenhtx* Suile B-la VW) Nuy. CA 91400 (618) 776-1844 FAX (819)770-1843
9484 CSuvepeake Dr.. SuRe 805. Sen D1e9 CA 02123 CaSS) 505-6550 FAX (958) 505-6689

9830-South 5lstSl.Sufte 9-120, PhoenIx, AZ 85044 (450)703-0043 pj 795-0851

Sampler1' ncnnni
Receive

DEL MAR ANALYTICAL, IRVINE (CA ELAP #1197)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager - - -

- The results pertain on ly to the samples tested in the laboralosy. This report shalinot be reproduced.
- except in full. without written pennisston from Del Mar AndlylicaL - KKFO9S1 <Page 2 of33>

± 06/22/01 -

LABORATORY SAMPLE SAMPLE
-: NUMBER

1K.F0951-01

DESCRIPTION -

SBI-2-25
MATRIX -

Soil -

ANALYSES
EPA 60l0

- EPA 7471A
- EPA 8260B

rKFO95I-02 - SBI-5-55 Soil EPA 8260B

IKFO95f03 - SBI-9.2-97 - Soil EPA 8260
-fl(F0951-04 SBI-13-13.5 Soil - EPA 8260B

- 1KF095 1-05 SB2-2-2.5 Soil EPA 6010B
EPA 7471A
EPA 8260B.

1KF0951-06 SB2-5-5.5 Soil EPA 8260B
-1KF0951-07 - SB2-9.2-9.7 - Soil EPA 826DB -

1KF0951-08 5B2-14-14.5 Soil EPA 8260B

LABORATORY
: NUMBER

IcFo9s1-oI

Del MarAriAlytical

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irine, CA 92614

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

SAMPLE
DESCRIPTION

SB 1-2-2.5

Project ID: .ValIey AThambra
ci4-9065A

Report Number 1KF0951

SAMPLE CROSS REIERENCE -

- 0SAhnn AVB., In4ne, CA 92506 (946) 2$1-1 FAX (95) 251-122.6
1014 ECokiy DL. Sufl A, Collon, CA 9324 (905) 370-4667 FAX (909)310-104.6

7277 }1ay nhti* Suite B-la Vas Nuy, CA 91400 (618) 779-1844 FAX (816)779-1843

9484 peaks Dr.. SuRe 805, san Diego, CA 02123 (958)505-8506 Mx sss 505-6689
9830outh 51st St.. SuBs B-120. Phoenix. AZ 85044 (460) 785-0043 FAX (4.60) 765-0851

SAMPLE
MATRIX

Soil

Sampler)' ncrnini
Reàeive

- ANALYSES
EPA 6010
EPA 7471A

- EPA 8260B

Soil EPA 8260B

Soil EPA 8260

Soil - EPA 8260B -

Soil EPA 6010B
- EPA747IA

EPA 8260B.

1KF0951-06 SB2-5-5.5 Soil EPA 8260B

IKFO9SI-07 SB2-9.2-9.7 .
Soil EPA 826DB

1KF0951-08 SB2-14-14.5 Soil EPA 8260B

DEL MAR ANALYTICAL, IRVINE (CA ELAP #1197)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manger -

The results pertain oni)' to the samples tested in the laboratory. This report shli not be reproduced.

except infull, without written pennissionfrom Del Mar Andlylical. - KKFO9S1 <Page 2 of33>

± 06/22/01 -. -

rKF095I-02 SBI-5-5.5

JKF9S l-03 SB 1-9.2-9.7

]XF095 1-04 SB 1-13-13.5

- 1KF0951-05; SB2-2-2.5



Environ-Irvine
2OlOMain Street,9th floor
Jrv)nc, CA 92614
Attention: Bta Tabatbai

Del . MarAnalytical

Project ID: -Valley Alliarnbra
04-9065A

Report Number 1KF095 I

VOLAITLEORGANLCS by GC/MSçEFA 5030B/8260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution -Date - Date

- 2BS2 Mon Ave.; hvthe CA 92605 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 2Z1-1228
- - 1014 a CoJcy Dr.. &te A. Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4657 FAX (BCe) 310-1040
- - 7277HyenhwM. Sufto B-12Van Niys. CA 14 (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 77D-1843
9484 enpaka Dr.. Sué 805. San Dgo CA 921 (88) 5QS-856 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 Soith 51st St. Suite 8-120. Phcn&. AZ 85044 (laO) 785-O43 FAX (400) 785-0051

Sampled: 06/22/01 -

Received: 0&'22/01

ThE resulspertoin oAuy to the scrnpks tz.ted in t/z laborato,y: This report shall not be reproduced.
eccej,t lnfi,ll. without wrtttei perrnfssionfropn De(MarAnaMicol.

IKFO9SJ <Page 3 of 33>

Data.
QualifiersAnályte Method - Batch Limit Result Factor Etr acted Analyzed

ugfkg ug/kg -

Sample ID: LKFO9SI-01 (SB 1-2-23 - Soil) -

Benzene --EPA 8260B -11F2825 20 ND I - 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND - 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromochipromethane - EPA 8260B 11F2825 50. ND 6/28/01 6/28/01.
Brombdichloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromoform EPA 8260B j1F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromornethane EPA 8260B 1.1 F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
n-Bulylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/8/01
sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND .6/28/01- 6/28/01
tert-Butylbenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825

-

5.a ND .6/28/01 6/28/01
Carbon tetrachlónde EPA 82608 11F2825. 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Chlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Chioroethane EPA826OB 11F2825 5.0 ND .6/28/01 . 6/28/01
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 .ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Choromcthane EPA 8260B - 11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
2-Chiorotoluene EPA 8260B I]F825 SO ND. 6/28/0.1 6/28/01
4-Chiorotoluene EPA 8260B. 11F2825 5O ND - I - 6/28/01 6/28/01
Dibromochioromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
I ,2-IDibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 ,2-Dibrornoethane (EDB) EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 . 6/28/01 6/28/01
Dibi-ornomethane EPA 8260B. : 11F2825 2.0: ND I 6/28/0j 6/28/01
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene. EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/0 1
I,3-Dichlorobénzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
I,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Dichlorodif) uoroin ethane - EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,1 -DàhIorôethane EPA826OB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2-Dichloroethane EPA8260B 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
I, 1-Dichioroethene EPA 26OB 11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
cis- 1,2-Dichioroethene EPA826QB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
trans-.1,2-Dichloroethenc. - .EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2-Dichioropropane EPA 8260B- 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
I ,3-DichIcropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 6/28/01 6128/01
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
1, 1-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 1W2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
cis- 1,3-Dichioropropene EPA-8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
trans-I,3-Dichloropropcne EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Ethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28101
Hexachlorobutadiene EPA 8260B 11F2.825 50 ND 6128/01 6/28/01
Jsopropylbenzene EPA 8-260B IlF282S 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 8260B IlF282S 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
Methylene cbloridc EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/0 1 6/28/01
Naphthalëne EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5A3 ND 6/2/01 6128/01
n-Propylbenzenè EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 -ND - 6/28/01 6/28/01

Del Mar Axialytical, In'ine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Environ-hvine
2010.Main Strcet,9th floor
Irvnc, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabat8bai

V

V : Reporting Sample Dilution :Date - Date Data.V

Method - Batch Limit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualiflers

ugfkg ug/kg

Analyte

Del . MarAnalytical

I
1

Sample ID IKFO9SI-01 (SB 1-2-2.5 - Soil) - - -

The resuks pertain oAtly to the sampler tested in the laborato'y.- This report shall ioi be reproduced.
excej,t Inflill. without written permission from De(MarAnatvticaL IKFO9SJ <Page 3 of 33>

Benzene - -
V -

-- EPA 826DB VJ1F2825
V

2.0 ND I - 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromobenzene - EPA 826DB V11F2825 5.0 - . ND 1 6/28/01 6128/0-1
Bromochiorométhane - EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0. - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101.
Bromodichioromethane EPA 826DB 11F2825 - 2.0 . ND I V 6/28/01 6/28/01VBromVofolVm

EPA 826DB V11F2825 5.0 - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Bromomethane EPA 826DB 1.1 F28-25 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0]

V n-Bulylbenzene EPA 826DB
V

11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 . 6/28/01 6/28/01
sec-Butylbenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825- 5.0 ND I .6/28/01 6/28/01
tert-Butylbenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND .6/28/01 6/28/01
Carbon tetrachlóride EPA 82608 11F2825. 5.0 ND. 1 6/28/0.1 6/28/01
.Chlorobènzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.OV ND I 6/28101 6/28/01
Chioroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 NDV I 6/28/01 . 6/28/0
Chloroform EPA 82608 11 F2825 2.0

V

V ND I . 6/28101 6/28/01
Chloromethane

V V V EPA 826DB - 11F2825 5.0 V ND V
V 6/28/01 6/28/01

2-Chiorotojuene' . EPA 826DB i]F2825 S.O ND. I- 6/28/01 6/28/01
.4-Chlorotoluene - .

V V
EPA 826DB. 11F2825 5.0 ND - I - 6/28/01 6/28/01

Dibromochloi-omethane - EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 '6/28/01.
1,2-bibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2-Dibroinoethane (EDB) EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Dibromornethane EPA 826DB. : 11F2825. 2.0; . ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene.' . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01
l,3-Dichlorobenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01
Dichlorodjf]uorornethane - EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28101
1,1-Dichlorôethane V EPAV826OB 11F2825 2.0 ND V 1 '6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2-Dichioroethane EPA8260B' I.1F2825 .0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,1-Dichioroethene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28i0I
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01
trans-.1,2-Dichloroethenc. EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0

V

ND 1 6/28/01 6128/01
1,2-bichioropropane EPA 8260B- 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,3-Dichlorópropanc EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0

V

ND 1
V

6/28/01 6/28/01
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01
'l,l-Dichloroproperie EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND 1

V 6/28/01 6,28/01
cis-1,3-Dichioropropene EPA.826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/Ol 6/28/01
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6128/01
Ethylbenzene .. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/O1
Hex'ach1orbut'adiene EPA 826DB 11F2.825 5.0 ND . I 6/28/Oi .6128/01
Jsopropylbenzene -EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 .N1) 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01
p-Isopropyltoluene . EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Methylene chloride . EPA 826DB 11F2825 . 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/2.8/01
Naphhal8ne EPA 826DB I1F2825 5.0 ND I 6128/01 6128/01
n-Propylbenzenè EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 -ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Proj ccl Manager

2882 Mon Ave.; Mne. CA 92605 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949)261-1229
1014 a CoJc8y O. St4te A. Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4657 FAX (909) 370-1040

V - 7277) venhujet, 0-Jig B-12 Van Niys. CA 61409 (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 778-1843
9484 Cliesnpaeka Dr.. SuSé 805, San Diego, CA 82122 (888) 508-8506 FAX (858)505-9589

9830 Sooth 51st St. Suite 8-120. Phcent. AZ 85044 (400) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0051

Project ID: -Valley Alliainbra
.VVQV

04-9065A - - Sampled: 06/22/01 V

ReportNumber IKFO9SI Received: 06/22/01

VOLAIILE-ORGANLCS by GCIMS çEFA 503 OB/826ffB)



Del MarAnãltipal
- - - 2252 Mon Mo.. kvtno, CA 92200 (949) 225-1022 FAX (049)261-1228

1014 E. Cdthy Dr.. &410 A. Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 870-4887 FAX (909)370-1046
- 7271 Hyvonhu, So_It. B-12.Van Nuyo_. C.'. 81406 (018)779-1844-FAX (818) 779-1843

9484 CItesepo1c Dr.. SuIte 806. So_n DIog CA 92123 - (084) 5o5-85 FAX (08) 505-0995
9820 South Slot SL. SuIte 0-120, Phoo_ñtx, AZ 85044. (480) 795-0043 FAX 480) 755-0851

Environ-Irvine - ProjectiD: ValleyAihambra
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A - - Sanpied: 06/2201 : - -

Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number 1KF095 1 - Received: Ô6t22/01
Attention: BitaTabatabal. - -

VOLATILE ORGAN[CS by GC/MS EPA5O3OB/826OB) - -

-

Del Mar Analytical, IrvThe
Patty Mata
project Manager

The results pertain otfr to the samples tested in thE laboratory. :This report shall not be reproduced. -

exCept lu/jill, wIt/to Ut written oennlssloufrorn Del /oThr AnalyticaL JJ(Ffl95J <p.,,, j ,,j q 7>

Analyte : Method

SarnplelD! JKFO95I-01 (SBI-2-2.5-Soil)

- - Reporting
- Batch Limit

ug/kg

Sample Dilution Date Date - Data
Result Factor Extratted Analyzed - Qualifiers

ug/kg

StyrCne EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
],l,l,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane - ..- - EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Tetrachloroethene - EPA 8260B .l]F2825 - 10 ND 1 6/28101 6/28/01
Toluene EPA 8260B 11F2.825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

- l,2,4-Triclilorobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,1,l-Tnchloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND - - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

- 1,l,2-Txichloroethane - EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/011
Trichioroethene --- EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Tiichlorof1uorometbane EPA 826QB 11F2825 5.0 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2,3-Trichioropropane EPA8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
l,2,4-Thmethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28101 6/28/Or
l,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F282-5 10 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01
Vinyl chloride EPA 8260B. 11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
o-Xylene EPA 8260B IlF2825 10 ND- - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND

- I - 6/28/01 6/28/&1
Surrogate: Dibrornofiuoroni ethane (85-125%) . 105 % -

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-12.0%) 101 %
Surrogate: 4-Bronofluorobenzene (80-J20%,) 103 %

Del MarAnãlytical
- - 2252 AlIen Mo.. kvtna, CA 92200 - (949) 205.1022 FAX (049)261.1228

1014 E. Cdthy DL. &419 Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4881 FAX (909) 370-1046
- 7277 Hyvonhw Salt. B-12.Van Nuya. CA 81409 (018)779-1844-FAX (018)79-1843

9484 ClIesepok Dr. SuIte 806. San Dlag CA 92123 (884)505-4996 FAX esa 5os-ooaa
9850 South Slot SL. SuIte B-720. Phoañ AZ 85044. (490)785-0043 FAX (l8) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine - Project ID: Valley. Aihambra
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor - 04-9065A. - - Sampled: 06/22/01 :
Irvine, CA 92614 Report Numbec IKFO9S1 - - - Received: 06/22/01
Attention: BitaTabataSal.

.Analyte :

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain only to the samples tested in the 1oborototy :-Th1s report shall not be reproduced.
except In /1:11, without written pennisslonfrorn Del leThr AnalyticaL JJ(fl95J j ,p. q 7>

VOLATILE ORGANtCS by GC/MS (EPA.5030B/8260B) - -

- -
- Reporting Sample Dilution Date Date - Data

Method - Batch Limit Result Factor Extratted Analyzed - Qualifiers

uglkg ug/kg
SirnplelD: JKFO95I-01 (SBI-2-2.5-Soil)
Styréne
],l,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Tetrachioroethene -

Toluene
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene
1,1,1-Trichioroethane

- 1,1,2-Trichioroethane
Trichioroethene
Tiichlorofluoromethane
1,2,3-Trichioropropane
l,2,4-Trimethylbenzene
1;3,5-Trimethylbenzene
Vinyl chloride .. .

o-Xylene
m,p-Xylenes

- - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND- 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

... - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B .l]F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260W 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101
EPA 8260B 11F2825 .5.0 ND I 68/01 - 6/28/01

- - EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND . - 1 6128/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/2.8/01

- EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - 1- 6128/01 6/28/01.:
- --- EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B -11F2825 5.0 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
- EPA8260B 11F2825 10 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82.608 11P2825 -2.0: ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/Or
- EPA 8260B 11F282-S 2.0 . ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B. 11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 826B I1.F2825 2.0 ND- - 1 6/28/01 6/28/0!
EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND

- 1 - 6/28/01 6/281&1
Surrogate: Dibrornofluoromethane (85-125%) . 105 %
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-12.0%) 101 %
Surrogate: 4-Bronofluorobenzene (80-J20%) 103 %



Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Aft&ntorn BitaTabatãba

.DeI Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

Project TI): -Valley Alhainbra
- 04-9065A

Report Number IKFO9SI

VOLATILE ORGANECS by GCIMS (EFA 503 OB18260B)

28 Mon Avu; rMe. CA 92605 (940)261-1022 FAX 949) 1-1228
- 1014 ECokLy Or.. Sufte A. CoOon CA 82324 C809) 370-4887 FAX (909) 370:1046
7217 Hay.thutsI SuT*o D-12. Van Nuyn. CA91408 (818)170-1644 FAX (618) 779-843 - -

0464 Cuapaa3co Or.. SuOe 805. San Oago. CA 92123- (858)505-8588 FAX (958 S-0589
9930 South 51st Si.. SuRe 9-120. Pboen; AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480)185-0551

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

- Data.
Qualifiers

-

The results pertoLt only to the samples test2d hi the laboratory. ThIs report shall iot-be reproduced. -

- - except in fulL without written permission from Del-/War AnalyticaL JKFO951 - <Page 5 of33>

Analyte - Method

.Sample ID: }KFO9SI-02 (SBI-5-5.5 -Soil)

Reporting
-Batch Limit

ug/kg

SampJe Dilution -Date Date
Result Factor. Exiracted Analyzed

ug/kg -- -

Bezeñe . EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1- 6/29/01 6/29/01
Bromobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
Broniochipromethane - . EPA 8260B - 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01.
Brornbdichloromethane. - - EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
Bromoform ..- - EPA 8260B )1F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
Bromometh.ane EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
n-Butylbenzene EPA.82.60B 11F2908 50 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

- sec-Butylbenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908- 5.0 ND I .6/29/01. 6/29L01
tert-Butylbeozene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 5-i) ND .6/29/01 6/29/01 -

Carbon fetrachlozide EPA 8260B 1ff2908 50 ND : I 6/29/01 6/29/01
.Chlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/01
Chloroethne . - EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
Chloroform - EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND I 6/29101 6/29/01
Chioromethane - . . EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/OJ
2-Chlorotoluene - . EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND -1 6/29/0.1 - 6/29/01

.4-Chlorotoluene . EPA8260B. 11F2908 50 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/1
Dibmmochloromethane . EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND - 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dibromoetháne (EDB) EPA 8260B 1]F2908 2.0 ND I : 6/29/01 6/29/01
Dibromornethane - EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene. .. EPA 8260B - UF2908 - 2.0 ND I 6/29/0.1 6/-29/0l
J,3-bichloro1nzéne EPA 8260B 1ff2908 2.0 - ND - 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

- 1,4-Dichlorobenzeue EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01-
Dichiorodifluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29101

1,i-Dichloróethane EPA.8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND .1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dii1thethäii 8260B I1F208 2:0 - ND I 6/29/al 6/29/01.
1,1-Dichioroethene -EPA 8260B- 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
cis-1,2-Dichloróethene . EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
trans-.1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01-
1,2-Dichloropropaiie ; EPA 8260B - flF2908 2.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,3..Dichlór6propane EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
2,2-Dichioropropane EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

1,1-Dichioropropene EPA 8260B J1F2908 2.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/0 1

ci-1,-Dic11oropropene EPA-8260B 1W2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene . EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Ethylbenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 -2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/0]
- l-Iexachlorobutadiene . EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Jsopropylberizene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND - 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Methylene chloiide EPA 8260B 1lF2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Naphthaen EPA 8260B 11F2908 - 50 - NI? 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B I]F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th floor
Ihine,CA92614
Attenon BitaTabatãbaf

.Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Project TI): -Valley Alhathbra
- 04-9065A

Report Number: IKFO9SI -

2883 MOn Ava; tMe CA 92806 (949) 261.1022 FAX (949)301-1228
- 1014 E.CokLy Dr.. Suite A. Cotton, CA 62324 (909) 370-4587 FAX (909) 370:1046
7277 F4ays.ithuan Suite 9-12. Van Nu95, CA91408 (818) 770-i844 FAX (818) 779-1843 -

0484 Cttaoapealco Dr., Sutte 805. San Dlago, CA 92133. (858)505.9898 FAX (858)505-0559
9930 South 51st Si.. SuRe 5-120. Pboeni; AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480)165-0551 -

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE ORGAMCS by GC/MS (EFA O3OBI826OB) .

Data.
Qualifiers

The rest:!ts pertain only to the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shall ,ot-be reproduced.
except in full. without wrUren pernt Isslon front Del/War AnalyticaL JKFO9S1 - <Page 5 of33>

-. : Reporting
Analyte Method -Batch Limit

ug/kg
.Sample ID: I-KFO9SI-02 (SBI-5 -5 .5 -Soi1

Sample Dilution -Date Date
Result Factor Extracted Analyzed

ug/kg -

Benzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1- 6/29101 6/29/01
Bromobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 - ND 1 6/29/0 1 '6/29/01
Bioniocblpromethane - EPA 8260B - 11F2908 5.0 ND - 1 6/29/01 6/29101.
Brornbdichloromethane. EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29101
Bromoform - EPA 8260B I1F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6129/01 6/29/0 1

- n-Butylbenzene EPA.8260B 11F2908 5.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
- sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908- 5.0 ND I - .6/29/01 6/291.01

tert-Butylbeozene - PA 8260B 11F2908 5J) ND I .6/29/01 612.9/01 -

Carbon tetrachioride EPA 826GB 11F2908 5.0 ND: I 6/29101 6/29/01
Chlorobënzene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/01
Chioroethane . - EPA 826GB 11F2908 5.0 ND I 6/29/01 - 6/29/01
Chloroform . EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 . ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
Chioromethane - . . EPA 826GB 11F2908 5.0 14I) 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
2-Chiorotoluene . . EPA 826GB 11F2908 5.0 ND -1 6/29/01 - 6/29/01
4-Chlorotoluene - - EPA 826GB. J1F29d8 5.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/01:
Dibmmochloromethane -. EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 826GB 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND I - : 6/29/01 6129/01
Dibromornethane - . EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene. EPA 826GB 11F2908 -. 2.0 ND 1 6/29/0.1 6/29/01
1,3-Dichlorobenzëne EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/0 1 6/29/01
Dichlorodifluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29101

1,i-Dichloróethane . EPA8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND .1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1 ,2-DihIr6etharii -EPA 826GB Il F208- 2:0 ND . 1 . 6/29/0-1 6/29/01.
1,1-Dichioroethene EPA 8260B- 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/0 1
cis-1,2-Dichloróethene EPA 826QB 11F2908 2.0 ND I 6/29/01 6129101

trans-.1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
1,2-Dichioropropane EPA 82608 - 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/0] 6/29/01
1,3-Dichlôr6propane EPA 82608 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
2,2-Dichioropropane EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29101 6/29/01

1,1-Dichioropropene EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

cis-1,3-Dicliloropropene EPA.8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I - 6/29/01 6/29/01

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 82608 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6129/01 6/29101

Ethylbenzene - EPA 826GB 11F29G8 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/0]
- Hexach1orbutadiene EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND I 6i29/01 6/29/01

lsopropylbenzene EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Methylene chloiide EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

NaphthaleTne EPA 826GB 11F2908 - 5.0 - ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

n-Propylbenzene EPA 826GB 1]F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01



Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Irvine Project ID: Valley Aihambra
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A

frvinc, CA 92614 ReportNumber IKFO9SI
Attention: Bita Tabataba

Anayte

Sample ITh IKFO9SI-02 (SBI-5.-53 -
Styrene
1,1,1,2-Tetrachioroethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane
Tetrachloroethene.
Toluenc
I,2,3Tnch1orobenzene
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzcrie
1,1,1-Trichioroethane
I,1,2-Trichloroefhane
Trichloroethene .

Tiichlorofluoromethane
I,-Tiich1oropropane
I,2,4-Thmethylbenzene
1,3,5-Trimethylben.zene
Vinyl chloride
o-Xylene
m,p-Xyknes

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE ORGAN1CS by GCIMS (EPA. 503 0B18260B)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Thf results pertain only to the samples tested in the laboratory. Thiy report shall not be reproduced,
P_'cept in full, without written pennission from Del Mar Andytfcal. 1KFO9SJ <Page 6 of33>

Method -
Reporting

Batch Limit

ugIkg

Sample Dilutkn Date De Data
Result - Facfor Extracted Analyzed: Qunliliers -

ug/kg
Soil)

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29)01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 61291(11

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 6129/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA8260B 11F2908 50 ND 1 6129/01 6/29/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND I 6/29/01 69/0f
EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ND .1 6/29/01 6/29/0.1

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 NI) 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA 260B 11F2.908 10 ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01 6/2.9/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 6129/01.

EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 8260B 11F2908 10 . ND I 6/29/01 6/29/01

29S2 Aimn Ave.. lMn. CA 92008 (94) 281-1022 FM (949) 2fl1-1220 -

1014£. CokDc.. Sdte A. Colton. CA p2324 9O9) 370-4667 FAX (9O) 370-1045
7277 Ha a3r5t B-t2n ft. CAD14OG (BIB) 770-1844 FAX (818) 719-1843

D4&4 ChesDpake D. &the 805. S8fl Diego. CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 IrMt858) O5-9S
9830 Scuth 5t1 St. SuUe 8-120. Ptrnenx,AZ 85044 t480) 786-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

Surrogate: Dibroniofiuorornetlrnne (85-1255'q) 9.18%
Surrógoté: Toluene-d8 (80-L20%) . 101 %
Sàrrogale: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 85A %

Environ-Irvine . - - Project ID: Valley Aihambra -

2010 Main Street, 9th floor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01

Irvine, CA 92614 ReportNumber 1KFO951 Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabaj

Analyte

VOLATILE ORGAN1CS by GCIMS (EPA 503 0B18260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution Date De Data

Method - Batch Limit Result - Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers -

ugIkg uglkg

2952 AJmO Ave.. Irvine, CA 92006 (949) 281-1022 FAX (949)261-1220 -

1014£. Cok#,rDc.. Svite A. CoIton. CA 02324 (909)370-4567 FAX (909) 370-1046
7277 Ha a3rat. B-t2.n Nuya.CA91406 (618) 770-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

9494 Chesepaaka D. &the 805. Sen DIego, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 IrM(858) 505-9592
9830 Smith 51o1 St. SuUe 8-120. PtrnenecAZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 4) 70851

Sample ID: JKFO9SI-02 (SBI-5--53 -
Styrenc
1,lj,2-Tetrachloroethane
I,1,2,2-T.etrachloroethane .

Tetrachioroethene.
Toluene .

1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene
l,2,4-Trichlorobenzerne
1,1,1-Trichioroetihane
1,1,2-Trichloroefhane
Trichioroetherie .

Trichiorofluoromethane
- 1,-Tiich1oropropane -

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene
l,3,5-Trimethylbeitzene .

Vinyl chloride . -

o-Xylene
m,p-Xylenes

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine . . .

PattyMata -

Project Manager - - -

-. . Th resulls pertain only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This rep art shall not be reproduced,
except in full. without written pens Ission from Del Mar AndlyticaL if(F0951 <Page 6 of33>

Soil)
EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND I 6/29/01 -. 6129/01

EPA 826GB . 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 .6/29/01 6/29101

EPA 8260B 11F2908 20. . ND 1 6/29/01- 6/29101

EPA 8260B . 11 F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 61291(

EPA 8.260B. 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6129/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 .5.0 ND I 6129/01 6/29/01
EPA8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6129/01 6/29/01
EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND .1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA 826GB - 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 - 6129/01

EPA 26OB 11F2908 10 ND I . 6/29/01 6/29/01
EPA 8260B -. 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/2.9/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01.
EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01 . 6/29/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

EPA 826GB 11F2908 2.0 . ND 1 6/29/01 6/29/01

Surrogate: Dibromofluorornethane (85-125%) . . 96.8%
Surrógaté: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) . 101 %
Sàrrogale: 4-BromoJluorobenzene (80-120%) 85.4%



Environ-Irvine -

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA92614

LofitTaa -

- Analyte -

Del Mar Analytical

- Sample ID: llcF0951-03 (SB1-
Benzenc -

Bromobenzene -
Bromochioromethane
Bromodichlorornethafle.
Bromofonn
Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-B utylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon eachloride

- Chlorobenze'ne
Chioroethane -

Chloroform
Chloromethane
2-Chlorotohiene
4-Ch1orotclucne
Dibromochlorometharie
I ,2_Dibromo_3ch1oropToPa1
I ,2-D.ibromoethane (EDB)
Dibromo methane
I ,2-DichIorobenzen
I ,3-Dichlorobenzene
.1,4-Dichlorobenzene
Dichlorodifluoromethat)e
1,1-Dichloroethane
12-Dich1orQetha11e

1, 1DichIoroethene
cis- I ;2-Dichloroethene
trans-I ,2-Dichloroethene
I ,2-Dkhloropropane
I ,3-Dc1i1oropropane
2,2-Dichioropropane
1,1 -Dichloropropene
cis-1 ,3_Dichloropropefle
trans_1,3_Dichioropropene
Ethy1benzeiie -

Hexachlorobutadiene
Jsópropylbenzene
p-Jsopropyltoluene
Methylene chloride-
Naphthalene
n-Propylbenzene.

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Project ED: -Valley Aihambra
04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01

Report Number: JKFO95I Received: 06/22/01

VOLATJLE ORGANTCS by GCIMS(EPA5O3ffB/8260B)

Method

92-9.7- Soil) -

EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B.
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA .8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 826 OB
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

S2 pJtonp.v, byki. CA g2UB (949) 26112FAX(g49) 281-122
- - 1014 E_CddP Dr, Sufte A. CoIIct, CA 92324 (909) 37O-467 FAX (9 37D1O4

7277 HyenhW3I, SuRe B-12.Van NuyE, CA 91408 (81B) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

94M Cbeapekfl Di. S 806. Sa Diego, CA 92123 - (858) 505-8596 FAX (058) sO5-g58
9B30 South 51st SL Stñle B-120. Phoet',c Z 85044 (480) 7B5-0043 FAX (480) 7BS-0851

The results perla in only to the samples rested in he läbira(ory. Thisreports/wi! noi.be reproduced-

except Infull. flit/Iou: written permission from Del Mar AnaiytiCoi. JKFO95I <Pae 7 of 33>

: Repo-ng
Batch Limit

ugfkg

Sample Dilution Date Date Data

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugfkg

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

11F2825 20 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 5:0 NI) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 O ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 5Q ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND I 628/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND I 6l28/0 . 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

11F2825 50 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND I . 6/28/01 &/28/01

11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0 1

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/0I 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

J1F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2O ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/OF

11F2825 20 ND I - 6128/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 lfl) I 6/28/01 6/28/01

-11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

I1F2825 20 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825. 20 ND 1 6/28101 6/28/01

1]F2825 50 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

UF2825 20 ND - 1 6/28/01 6128/01

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA-92614

-

Analyte -

Del Mar Analytical

Sampk ID: 1KF0951-03 (SBl-9.2-9.7
Benzene
Bromobenzene-
Broriochlromethane
Bromodichioroniethafle
Bromofonn
Brornomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon eachloiide

- Chlorobenzeue
Chlorotthane -

Chloroform
Chloromethane
2-Chiorotoluene.
4-Chlorotolucne
Dibromochiorometharie
I ,2_Dibromo-3-chlorOprOPafle
I ,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
Dibrornomethane
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene.
I ,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
Dichlorodifluoromethane
I ,1-Dichlo.roethane
1.,2-Dichloro.ethane
1, 1-Dichioroethene
cis-1 ;2..Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
I ,2-Diàhloropropane
I ,3-Dicliloropropane
2,2-Dicbloropropane
I ,I -.Dichloropropene
cis_l,3_Dichloropropene
trans1,3DichJorOpropene
Ethylbenzeiie
Hexachiorobutadiene
Jsôpropylbenzcne
p-Jsopropyltoluene
Methylene chloride.
Naphthalene
m-Propylbenzene.

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

e7 PJtonAvu., kylni, CA 92606 (949) 261-I092FAX(049) 281-1228
.1014 E_Cddby Dr.. Sufte A. Coftui, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (9 370.1046

7277 Huyuenhw* Suite B-12.Van Nuys, CA 91408 (818)778-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
9dM Cbeaupekfl Dr. Suite 806. San Diego, CA 92123 - (858) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-8588

9930 South 51st St. SuRe 5-120. Phoec4t, AZ 85044 (480) 185-0043 FAX (480) 789-0851

Project ED: -Valley Alhambra
04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01

Report Number 1XF0951 .

Received: 06/22/01

VOLATLLE ORGAMCSby GCIMS(EPA5O3ffB/8260B)

-

The residis pertain only to the samples tested in ihe läbraio,y. This reports/sail not-be reproduced.

except In full, it/,out written permission from Del Mor AnalyticaL . JKFO95I <Paoe 7 of 33>

1

-

- Method
. Reporting

Batch -Limit

ug/kg

Sample Dilution Date Date Data

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ug/kg

Soil)
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0 1

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

EPA 82603 11F2825 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/0 1

EPA 826DB .11F2825 S0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

EPA 826DB liF2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82608 11F2825 5.0 ND I . 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260 11F2825 5.o ND 1 .6/28101 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.Q ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82603 flF2825 5.0 ND- 1 6128/01 --6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F282S 2.0 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82.60B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 .6/28/01 - 6/28/01

EPA 260B ilF2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01- 6/28/01 -

EPA 82608
EPA 826DB.

11F2825
11F2825

5,
5.0

- -ND
- ND

1 6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01 -

6/28/01-

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01.

EPA 82603 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/0 1
-EPA 82608 11F2825 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND I 6/28/al 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8-2608 11F2825 2.0 : ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6128/0 1

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB llF2825 20 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA .826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82608 11F282-5 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82608 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 .2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B I1-F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 - 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 -ND 1 6128/01 -6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B I1-F2825 2.0 ND -' .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825. 20 ND 1 6/28101 6/28/01

EPA 826OB l]F2825- 5.0 ND 1 6/2810.1 6/28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 - ND - 1 6/28/01 6128/01



Environ-Irvine - Project ID: Valley AThambra

2010 Min Street, 9th FJoor 04-9065A Sample& 06/22/01 -

Irvine, CA 9261-4 Report NumbeE 1KF095 1 Received: 06122/01

Aon:BitaTabatabai

Analyte

Del Mar Analytical, Irvn
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGC/MS.(EPA5O3OB/8260B)

Method

Sample ID 1KF0951-03 SBI-9.2-9.7 - Soil)
Styrene - EPA 8260B

],1,1,2-Tetrachlorocthafle EPA 8260B

1,1,2,2_Tetrachloroethafle EPA 8260B

Tetrachloroethen EPA 8260B

Toluene . EPA 8260B

1,2;3-Tr.ichlorobenzefle EPA 826OB

l,2,4-Trichlorobenzefle EPA8260B

1,1,t-Trich1orothafle EPA8260B

1,1,2-Trichioroethane EPA 8260B

Trichlàroethénè EPA 8260B

Trichlorofluoromethafle . EPA 8260B

1,2,3.Trich1oroprnpafle EPA-8260B

],2,4_Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B

},3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B

Vinyl chloride EPA 8260B.

o-Xylene EPA 8260B

m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260

Surrogate: Dibromofiworohzelhone (85-125%) 109 % -

Surrogate: Tolüene-d8 8O-12V%2 102 % -

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzefle (80-120%) 100%

The resuit pertain only to the sa.npies tested in the Iabcrato,y. This reporTs/ia//not be reproduced.

except In full. nithout.wrltlen perrnissianfrazn Del Mar A,uilytfcaL !JCFO9SJ <Pa-é 8 of33>

- Reporting
- Batch Limit

- ug/kg

Sample Dilution Date Dtè Data

ResuJt Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ug/kg

11F2825 2.0 ND - 1 6t28/01 6/28/di

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

-11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28101 - 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/OF

J!F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825. 5.0 MD 1 6/28/01 6/28/0]

11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6(28/01.

flF2825 2A) ND 1 6/28/01 . 6(28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

11F2825 2.0 ND J 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F282S 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/2B/O1

IIF2825 10 ND -1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/QI 6/28/01

I]F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

I1.F2825 50 ND I 6/28/01 . 68/01
11F2825 2.0 NJ) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1 ff2825 -2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

2852 ,n Ave.. )Mfla, CA 26O6 (p49) 261-O22 FAX (949) 261-1228
1014 E Ccldby DL Suflø A. CoJtw, CA 92324 (909) 370-4S87 MX (9Q) 370104S

1277 HayvonRB. SuII B.12,Van Nuy6. CA S1408 81) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
0484 Ccapue Dr.. &IC 806. SDO DogO, CA DZ323 858) 505-a596 FAX 8) &5458

9830 SOuth 51zZSL Sue 8-120. Phoenjx. AZ 85044 (480) 78&0043 FAX (4B0) 7B5-O51

Analyte

Ee1 MarAnalytical
2852 A8m Ave.. Irvina. CA 92086 (949) 261-8022 FAX (949)261-1128

1014 E.Cc(dby Dr.. Sullø A. Coitwi. CA 92324 (909) 370-4087 FAX (908) 370-1048

7277 H anJ*il. SulIi B-12,Van Nuya. CA 91408 1818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

484 C pea(.e Dr.. &8c 806. San 0o9o, CA 02123 1858) 505-8596 FAX 1888)605-8589
9830 SOuth 51zZSL SUite 8-120. PhoenIx. AZ 85044 (480)785-0043 FAX (480)7658851

Environ-Irvine -
- Project ID: VaI1y Albambra -

2010 Mñin Street, 9th Floor 049065A. Sampled: 06/22/01 -

Irvine, CA 9261-4 Report 1-Iumber. 1KF0951 -
Received: 06/22/01

Attcnion:BitaTabatabai: -

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGC/MS.(EPA5O3OB/8260B) -.
- -

Method

Sample ID: 1KF0951-03 (SB 1-9.2-9.7 - Soil) -

Styrene - EPA 8260B

],1,l,2-Tetrachlorocthafle EPA 8260B

1,l,2,2_Tetrachloroethafle EPA 8260B

Tetrachloroethene - EPA 8260B

Toluene -
EPA 8260B

I,2;3-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B -

l,2,4-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B

l,1,1-Trich1prothane EPA8260B

1,1,2-Trichioroethafle EPA 8260B

Trichioroethéne EPA 8260B

Trichlorofluoromethafle - EPA 8260B

1,2,3-Tdch1oropropane EPA-8260B

],2,4_Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B

-. 1,3,5-Trimethylberlzene.. EPA 8260B

Vinyl chloridg EPA 8260B.

o-Xylene EPA 8260B

m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260

Surrogate: Dibrotnofiztorohzelhafle (85-125%) 109 % V -

Surro.ate Tolziene-d8 (80-120%) 102 % -

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzefle (80-120%) 100%

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata -

Project Manager
The resuIt pertain o,ilr to the samples tested in the Iabcroto'y. This reportslip/lao: be reproduced.

except in full, nithout. written permission front Del Mar AnalyticaL !JCFO9S1 <Pace 8 of33>

--
- Reporting

- Batch Limit

- ug/kg

- Sample Dilution Date Dt Data

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed : Qualifiers -

ugikg - -

flF2825 2.0 - ND - 1 - 6/28/01 -6/28/01

.1W2825 5.0 ND- 1 6128/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 NI) 1- 6/28101 6/28/01

.11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

I!F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1ff2825- 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 -. 6/28/01

11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28101 6(28/01.

flF2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

11F2825 2.0 ND
VJ 6/28/0! -6/28/01

-11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/22/01

L1F2825 10 ND -1 6(28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

I]F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11.F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/0 1

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/2810!

1 ff2825- -2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01



Environ-Irvine
2010 MaimStreet 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
-AtVentiop:Bita-Tabatab1_---_

- Project ID: Valley Aihambra -
04-9065A

Report Number: 1KF095 1

Sampled: 062101
- Received; 06/22101

Analyte

Dibromochlorom ethane
,2_Dibromo-3-ChloroProPane

I ,2-Dibromoetliane (EDB)
D.ibromomethane
I,2_Dichlorobenzene
I ,3-Dichlorobenzefle
I ,4-Dichlorobenzetle
Dichlorodifluoromethafle
I, 1-Dichioroethafle
I ,2-Dichloroethane
1, -Dicbloroethene
cis_1,2_Dichloroethene
transI,2Dfcb1oroethefle
I,2-DicMoropropane
I ,3-Dichloropropafle
2,2-Dichioropropane
1, -Dichioropropene
ci s-i ,3_Dichloropropefle
trans_I,3_DichloroprOp.ene
Ethylbenzenc
Hexachlorobutadiefle
Isopropylbenzene
.p-Jsopropyltoluenc
Methylene chloride
Naphthalene
n-Propylbenzene

Del Mar An1yticaJ, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

Sample ID: .1KF0951-04 (SBI-13-13.S -Soil)
Ben ene
Broinobenzene.
Bromochioromethafle
Bromodichloromethafle
Bromàfonn -

Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-ButyThenzene
tex-t-Bütylbenzene
Carb6n tetrachloride
Chlorobenzene
Chioroethane
Chloroform
Chlorométhane
2-Chiorotoluefle
4-Chlorptoluene

2852, nAve.kvIfla CA 92606
1014 .Cokiby Dr.. St A, Ccon CA92324

1277 Hawgiu,sL B-1Z. Van NvyCA 01406
9484 Cbe5pe8ka Di.. &ite 805. San Diego. CA 92123

93O South 51z1 St. Siie B-120. P)ioOnc. P2 BO44

VOLATILE ORGAMCS by GCIMS (]PA 5030B18260B)

Reporting - Sample Dilution Date- Date 'Data

Method Batch Limit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed QuaJifiers

EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 826QB
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B -
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B :
EPA 8260B-'
EPA8260B
EPA 8260B

'EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

- EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B-
EPA 8260B -

EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260ff
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

(94) 281-1022 FAX (p49) 251-1223
(909j 37D-457 FAX ?D-1 046

(81 8)-779-1 844 FAX (818)779-1843
(p58) 505-8596 FAX (858) &&9589
(400) 785-43 FAX (480) 7.OB51

The results-pertain only to the .rarnples teiied In the laboratoiy-' ThL report thai! not be reproduced. -

except hifull. withou(wrWenpennhS.S:I0?fr0m Del Mar AzialyitcaL IKFC9SJ <Page 9 of33>

ug!kg ug/kg

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 . ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 -. ND 1 6/28/01 '6/2810J

flF282S' 20. ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50' ND .6/28/01 '6/28/01

nF2g25 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

J1F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/0

.11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 .50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

IlF225' 5M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/0

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01
-

6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND- 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND. 6/28/01 6/28/0

11F2825 50'NP 6/28/01 '6/28/01

11F2825 50' D 6/28/01 6/28/01.

11F2825 2Q 6/28/01 6/28/01

J1F2825 50 ND - 6/28/01 '6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND' 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 . ND 6/28/01 6/28/0 1

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01'

11F2825 20' -ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND' 6/28/OI 6/28/01

UF2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28101

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

Li F2823 2:0...................ND' 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 ND. 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28)0 1 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND' 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

II F2825
11F2825

20,
20

ND
ND

6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28/01

flF2S25 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/0J

flF2825 50 ND 6/28/Q1 6/28/01

11F2825 20 . ND -1 6/28/01 6/28/01

.11F2825 20 ND - 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F282S 50 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

Analyte

Del MarAnalytical

Environ-lriifle
2010 Main.Street 9th Floor
Irvine,CA92614
-Atfenhiop:Bita.Tabatab_--__-_-_

Sample ID:.1KF0951-04 (SBI-13-13.S -Soil)
Beniene
Broznobenzene.
Bromochloromethafle
Bromodichioromethafle
Bromfonn
Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbeozene.
Carb6n tetrachioride
Chlorobenzene
Chioroethane
Chloroform
Cblorométhane
2-Chiorotoluent
4-Chlorotoluene
Dibromochiorom ethane
I ,2_Dibromo-3-chIOrOPrOPane
I ,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
D.ibromornethane
1,2_Dichlorobenzene
1 ,3-Dichlorobenzene
l,4-DichlorobenZetle
Dich]orodifluorOmethafle
I, 1-Dichioroctilape
I ,2-Dichloroethane
1,1 -Dicbloroethene
cis_1,2_Dichloroethene
transI,2Dfcblo1Oethe1e
lç2-Dichloropropane
I ,3Dichloropropane
2,2-Dichioropropane
1,1 -Diehloropropefle
iis-1 ,3-Dichloropropefle
trans_l,3_DichloroprOpefle
Ethylbenzene
Hexachlórobutadiefle
Isopropylbenzene
.p-Isopropyltolueuc
Methylene chloride
Naphthalene
n-Propylbenzene

Del Mar AalyticaJ, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Project ID: Valley Aihambra -
04-9065A

Report Number: 1KF0951-

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (]PA 5030B18260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution Date.

Method Batch Limit Result Factor Extracted

EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 8260B flF2825
EPA 82.6DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB II F2g25

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 826DB '1 ff2825

EPA 826DB. 11F2825
'EPA 226DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 1 1F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB: 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA' 826DB 1lF282S
EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 82603 11F2825

EPA 826DB flF2823
EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 826DB- 11F2825

EPA 826DB .11F2825
EPA 826DB 11F2825
EPA 826DB flF2825
EPA 826DB 11F2825

EPA 826DB
EPA 82603
EPA 826DB
EPA 826DB
EPA 826DB
EPA 826DB
EPA 826DB
EPA 826DB

11F2825
flF2825
nE2825
11F2825

.11F2825

1lF2825
11F282S

11F2825

2850 nAve, kvinn CA 92606
- 1014 5.Cokiby Dr.. &4I A, Co8on, CA92324
7277 HayenhwsL 50ifl B-1Z. Van Nvyn.CA 01406

9484 Cbe5npeaka fit. &ite 805. San Dingo. CA 92123
9980 South 51z1 St. Siiile 8420. P)iooncl. AZ 85044

ug/kg

ND -I

ND I'
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND 1

ND I

ND 1

ND
ND -1
ND 1

ND
ND- I
ND
ND
ND
ND 1

ND I

ND 1

ND I

ND: 1
ND.
NDND 1
ND
ND 1
ND I

ND
ND 1'

ND
ND
ND I

ND. -1

ND- I

ND 1

ND
ND I

Sampled: 06122101
Received: 06/22101

6/28/01 .6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
6128/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
.6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28101 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01

6128/01 6/28/01
6128/01 . 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01.

6/28/01 6/28/Oi
6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01 6128/01

6/28/01 6128/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/0 1

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6128/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28101 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

6/28/01 .6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

(949) 281'1Q22 FAX (949) 251-1223
(909) 370-4867 FAX (909) 370-1046
(818)-779-1844 FAX(8l8) 779-1843
(958) 505-8596 FAX (858)599-9589
(480)785-0943 FAX (480)799-0651

Date Data
Analyzed Qualifiers

The results-pertain only to the lamp/es tested In the laboratoty. ThLr report thai! aol be reproduced.

except fitful!. withau( written permisslonfroro DelMar An'aly(Icat. IKFC9SI <Page 9 o.133>

ug!kg

2.0
S.D

5.0
2.0.
5.0
5.0
5.D

5.0
5.0
2.0
S.D

2.0 -

5.0
5.0
s.o
2.0
5.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
5.0
2.0
2M

5.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
5.0
2.0
2.0
20

5.0
2.0



.Anayte

TT/tAO1_fl4 (R11-1_ç-- SIfl -

- Method

oamIp,c e. zs- __--, -

Styrene - -
- EPA 8260B

1,l,1,2Tetrachloroethafle - EPA 8260B

- 1,1,2,2_TetrachlorOethafle .
- EPA 8260B

Tetrachioroethene -
. EPA 8260B

Toluene - - -
EPA 8260B

1,2,3_Trichlproberlzefle EPA 8260B

1,2,4Trich1orobenzefle EPA 8260B

1,l,i_Tnchloroethafle - EPA 8260B

1,l,2Trich1oroethane EPA 8260B

TLichloioethefle EPA 8260B

- Tnchlorofluorornethafle EPA 826GB

1,2,3.Trich1oropropfle EPA 8260B

1,2,4Trimethylberizene EPA 8260B

:1,3,5TrimethyIbeflZfle EPA 8260B

V4nyI chloride .EPA 8260B

b-Xylene. -
. EPA 8260B

m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B

- Surrogate: DibromoJluoromethwze (85-125%) 108 %

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) - 102 % . -

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobefl7efle (80-120%) -
100 %

Del. Mar AnaIylical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager - -

The results pertain o,th' to the samples jested In the laboratory This report shall-not be reprodtzced.

e.cept Influll. will 'ut written pennisslon from Des Mar Andlvdcal. - IKFO9SJ <Page 10 of33>

- Reporting Sample Dilution - Date Date Data

Batch Lhiiit Result 'Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugfkg- ug!kg

- - -

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0-1 6/28/0 1

11F2825 5.0 NI) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01. - -

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 -ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/8/0J -

11F2825 2.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 . ND 1 6/28/0 1 6/28/01

!1F2825 - 10 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 - ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2.0 ND- - -1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 2:0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0 1 -

-11F2825 2.0. ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical 9484 C2sape&ce Dr.. St5te 805. Sn DIeQO, CA 92123 (858) 6bS-0598 FAX (858) 505-9589
- 7271 ayvenh.n. Sufl B-I2Van Nuyt, CA 91406 (818)179-1844 FAX (818)779-1843

9830 South S1s 81.. SUTe 0-120. Ptoeox. AZ 85044 (480) 185-0043 FAX (4C 785-0851

- 1014 E. Cok 0. St1e A. Cofton, CA 92324 (900) 3704687 FAX (900) 370-104$
2852 Mon Ave.. )Mre, CA 92606 (849) 281-1022 FAX (948)281.1228

Environ-Irvine - Project ID: Valley Aihambra

20W Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/Q1

li-vine, CA 92614 -
Report Number 1KF095 I Received: 06/22/01

Attention:. Bita T2batabai - _______ - -
.--..........- ---

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGC/MS (EPA 5030B1826OB)
-

2952 Mon Ave.. )Mr, CA 92606 (849)581-1(2 FAX (949)281.1228
1014 E.Coc6 Co.. So.ule A. Cofton, CA 92324 (900) 370-4687 FAX (900) 370-1048

7271 ayvea(vxo. SU8 B-12.Van Nuyo, CA 91406 (610) 179-1844 FAX (818)779-1843
9484 C2osape&ce Dr.. Stile 805.2w) D(e90, CA 92123 (058) 6b5-0398 FAX (858) 505-9589

8830 south SisI St. Stile 9-120. Ptloeolx. AZ 65044 (480) 185-0043 FAX (448) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine --
- Project ID: Valley Aihambra

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor - .
04-9065A - Sampled: 06/22101

JMne,CA92614 - -

ReportNuinbec 1KF0951 - -
Received: ô6/22J01

-Atteñpn:_Bita_T2batabai-_------- - _______
- ... - -- ..-- ..........-.--

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGCIMS (EPA 5030B18260B)

- Reporting Sample Dilution - Date Date Data

- Method Batch Limit Result 'Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugfkg- ug/kg -

-. Analyte

- Del Mar Analytical

Sample ID: 1KF0951-04
Styrene
l,l,l,2Tetrachloroethafle

- I,1,2,2_TetraChlOroethafle
Tetrachioroethene -

Toluene -

1,2,3_Trichlprobeuzefle
1,2,4.Trichlorobenzene
1,1,1_Trichioroethane
1,l,2Trich1oroethane
Tuichioloethene

- Tzichlorofluorornethafle
1,2,3.Trichloropropane
l,2,4-Trimethylberizene

:1,3,5..TrimethylbeJlZfle
Vinyl chloride

- o-Xylene. .

m,p-Xylenes
Surrogate: DibromoJluoromethafle (85-125%.) 108 %

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) - 102 % . -

Surrogate: 4-BromOfluoTObeflZet2e (80-120%) - - .
. /00 %

Del-Mar Analytical, Irvine :
Patty Mata -

Project Manager . -

Tue results pertain oat to the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shall -n 01 be repr.othzced.

escept Influll. without written pernjlsslonfrosn De Ma.' Analydcal. - IKFO9SJ <Page 10 of33>

(SBI.-13-133- Soil) -

-. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

- EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0

EPA 82608 11F2825 2.0

.. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 82608 11F2825 5.0

. EPA 82608 11F2825 5.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

- EPA 8260B .11F2825 5.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 10

- EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

. . EPA 8260B 11 F225 5.0.
.

. EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0.

. -

ND - 6/28/0-1 6/28/01

Ni) 1 6128/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/281(11

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01

-ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND - 1 6/28/01 68/0J
ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND I : 6/28/01 6/28/01-

ND. 1 6128/01 6128/0 1

ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND- - -1 6128/01 6/28/01.

ND I 6/28/Of 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND I - 6/28/01 .6/28/01



I

Analyte

Del MarAnalytidal

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor -

Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai.

Sample ID: JICFO9SI-05 (SB2-2-2.5 -
Beozene
Bromobenzene
Bromochioromethane
B romodichioromethane
Bromofonn
Bromomethane
n-Biitylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon tetrachloiide
C.hlorobenzene
Chloroethane
Chloroform
Chloromethane
2-Chlorololueñe
4-Chlorotoluene
Dibromocbiorornethan e
I ,2-Dibrorno-3-chloropropane
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
Dibrornomethane
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene
1 ,3-Dichlorobenzene
1 ,4-Dichloroberizene

.Dichlorodifluoromethane
I, 1-Dichloroethane
I ,2-Dichloroethane
I,I-LichJoroethene
cis- I ,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,2.-Dichloroethene
I ,2-Dicbloropropane
I ,3-DichloTopropane
2;2-Dichloropropane
1,I-Dicbloropropene
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene
trans-I ,3-Dic-Jiloropropene
Ethyibenzexe
-fexadiicróbutadiene
Jsopropylbenzene
p-lsopropyltoluene
Methylene chloiide
Naphtha]ene
n-Propylbe.nzene

De) Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Máia
Project Manager

Project tD Vafley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Number 1KF095 I

VOLATJLE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

2852 Mon A. lrve CA 92O8
1014 E. Co&, Dc.. Suhe A, Calton, CA 92324

7277 HayuenIS. &,Ja 8-12. Von Nuys. CA 14O6
0484 Q apeka ., Sue 805. SDn D(eo CA 9212

9830 South 51st a. Sull 8-12O Phoonlx. AZ 85044

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06122/01.

(949) 61-1O2Z FAX (94)251-18
(0) 370-4867 FAX CO9) 370-1048
(a18)77ø-1844 FAX (818) 7Th-1843
t858) 505-8598 FAX t85) 505458g
C480) 785-0043 FAX (4a0) 785.0851

The results perlain only to the somples tested In the laborato,y. This report shall not be reproduced.
except influlL without wriflen permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL 1KF0951 <Pae ii o[33>

Method
Reporting

batch Limit
Sample Dilution Date Ditè Dati
Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ug/kg
Soil)

EPA 8260B flF2825 2.0 ND 6128/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 N. 6/28/01 6/28/0I
EPA 8260B !1F2825 50. ND 6/28101 . 6128/01

EPA 8260B .11F2825 2.0 ND 6128/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I. 6128/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825. 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B II F2825 .5.0. ND 6/28/01 6/28/01.
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0. ND 6/28/01 . 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0. ND I. 6/28/01 6/28/01.

EPA 8260B 1JF2825 50 D 6/28/01 6/28/01-
EPA 8260B !1F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 .6/210I
EPA826OB 11F2825 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6128/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 .0 ND. 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B. fl-F282S . 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/0.1

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.o NI) 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 826OB 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I. 6128/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

11F2825
11F2825

2.0
2.0

ND
ND

.1
r

6128/01
6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6128/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6128/0I 6128/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01-

EPA8260B 1ff2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND. 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6128/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B !1F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

.EPA826OB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01. @28/01

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 N. 6/28/01 6128/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825. 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6128/01

EPA 8260B [1F2825 2.0 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0 1
-

6/28/01
-EPA 8260B ffP2Ts 6'2810r 6728/U1

EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2 825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6f.28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

I

Del MarAnalytidal

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai.

2852 Mon A. lrve CA 82608
1014 E. Cot&, Dc.. SuIte A, Cotton, CA 92324

7277 HayuenIot. Suite 8-12. Von Nuys, CA 91406
0484 Cbesapeeko DC, SuSe 805, Son Olelic, CA 92123

9530 South 51st a. S,41e 8-120, Phoenix, AZ 85044

Project ID: Valley Aihambra -.
04-9065A Sampled: 06122/01

Report Numbèr 1KF0951 Received: 06/22/01.

VOLATiLE ORGANICS by GC1MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

(949)2811022 FAX (949)281-1238
(909) 370-4867 FAX (909) 3701048
(818)770-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
(858) 505-8598 FAX (858) 505-9589
(480) 788-0043 FAX (490) 7850851

except infall. without written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL 1KF0951 <Pa,e ii o[33>

Analyte

Sample ED: JKFO9.51-05 (SB2-2-2.5 -

Reporting
Method Batch Limit

ug/kg
Soil)

Sample DilutiOn Date Dtë Data
Result . Faclor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ug/kg

Beazene EPA 8260B flF2825 2.0 ND 6128/01 6/28/01

Bromobenzene EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 I 6/28/01 6/28/0I
Bromochioromethane EPA 826GB 11F282S 5.0.. ND 1 6128/01 . 6/28/01

Bromodichioromethane EPA 826GB .1 lF2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6128/01

Bromofonn EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01

Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825. 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01. 6/28/01

n-Butylbenzene EPA 826GB II F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101.

sec-Butylbenzene EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0. ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01

tert-Butylbenzene EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

Carbon tetrachioride EPA 826GB 11F2825 SM D ) 6/28101 6/28/01

Chlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0!

Chioroethane EPA8260B 11F2825 .5.0 ND : 6/28/01 6/28/01

Chloroform EPA 8260B 11 F2825 2.O ND 1- 6/28/01 6/28/01

Chloromethane EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01

2-Chiorotoluene EPA 8260B. 11F282S .5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0.1

4-Chiorotoluene EPA 826GB 11 F2825 S.0 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Dibromochiorornethane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/0] 6/28/01

I ,2-Dibrorno-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 -ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,2-Dibromoethane (EDBj EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01

Dibromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,2-Dichlorobenzene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1 ,3-Picblorobenzene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

I ,4-DichlOrobenzene EPA 826GB II F2825 2.0 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01

.Dicb]orodifluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01

1, 1-Dichloroethane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/0! 6/28/01-

I ,2-Dichloroethane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,1-Dichlbroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND. 6/28/G1 6/28/01

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B. 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

trans-1,2-Dich1oroethene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND .6/28/01 6/28/01

1,2-Dicbloropropane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,3-Dichioropropane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/0 1 : 6/28/01

2,2-Dichioropropane .EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.G ND 6/28/01 @28/01

1,1-Dichioropropene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 N. 6/28/01 6128/01

cis-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 826GB 11F2825. 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

trans-1,3-Dicliloropropene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6128/01

Ethylbenzene EPA 8260B IlF2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

HexacMróbutadiene 30 - 6728701.... 6178/151EPA 826GB iTP23
Jsopropylbenzene EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

p-lsopropyltoluene EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

Methylene chloride EPA 826GB 11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

Naphthalene EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6128/01

n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mafa
Project Manager

The results pertain only to ilte somples tested In tile iaborato,y. This report 5/7011 not be reproduced.



Environ-Irvine Project ID: - Valley Aihambra -

2010. Main Street, 9th Floor - 04-9065A -

Ithne, CA.92614 Report Number: IKFO95I
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Sampled: 06/22/01
Rdceived: 06/22/01

VOLA'IThE ORGANICS by GC/MS(EPA 5030B/8260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution - Date Pate Data

Method . Batch Limit - Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

uglkg ug/kg
Sample ID: 1XF0951-05 (SB2-2-25 -Soil)
Styrene - . .

1,1,14-Tetrachioroethane - -

1,1,22-Tetrachlorocthane
Tctrachloroethene ..
Toluene .

1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene .

1,1,1-Trichloroethane
1,1,2-Tichloroethane -

Trichl6roethene
Ttichlorofluorornethane
1,2,3-T-richloropropane
l,2,4-Trimethybenzene
1,3,5-Triniethylbenzene
Vinyl chloride I

oXy1ene .
m,p-Xylenes

Analyte

Del Mar Analytical, IrviDe
Patty Mata
Project Manager

1 MarAnalytical
28$2 Mon Ave, Ji*, CA 26O6 (949} 261-1022 FC (949) 21-18

1014 E. Co3ctq Dr., Suft ., Con, CA 92324 (D09J 370-4887 F)C () 370-1045
7277}Iayeithut. SuW 912. ''an Miy. CA 91406 (018)779.1844 FX (818) 779-1843

9484 Cheaapealw Dr.. SuftO 805. Sn Diepo CA p2123. (858) 505-8506 EC (858) 505-9589
9830 $ccth 51st St.. Bifte B-lw. Phoenix. AZ 85044 (430) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785451

The results pertafn only o the samples tested in the tDborato.'y. This report s/ia//not be rep,oduced.
except in flit!, without written permLcston from Del Mar AnolyikaL 1KF0951 <Page .12 of 33>

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND . I - 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01.
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 18 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 Nt) 1- 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I . 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I .6/28/01. 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I - .6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B IiF2825 2.0 ND. 1 6/28/0 1 6/28/01
EPA 8260B. 11F2825 5.0 Nt) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 ]0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B II F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-
EPA 8260B 11F2.825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/0.1 6/28/01
EPA 8260B. flF2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0] 6/28/01-
EPA 826OB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Szinogare: Dibromofluoromethane (85-125%) 108 %
Surrogate: To!uene-d8 (80-120%) 102 %
Surrogate: 4-Bromoflztorobenzenè (80-120%) 102 %

Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Irvine
2010. Main Street,-9th Floor
Irvine, CA.92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID:. Valley Aihambra -

04-9065A -

Report Number: IKFO9SI

2892 A9onAv, Ithi8, CA 2806 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949)281-1228
10149. Co3cty Dr., Sutt .5. Con. CA 92324 (909) 370-4897 FAX (909) 370-1048

7277}Iayrenhwst. SuIW 912. Yan Miys. C&91406 (618)779.1844 FAX (818) 779-1843 . -

9484 Cheaapealw Dr.. Sufte 805. Sun Diepo CA 62122. (858) 505-8506 FAX (858) 505-9589 -
8830 South 51st St.. SuIte 9-120. PhoenIx, AZ 85044 (480) 765-0043 FAX (480)185-0951 -

Sampled: 06/22/01
Rceived: 06/22/01

VOLATrLE ORGANICS by GC/MS(EPA 5030B/8260B)
- Reporting Sample Dilution - Date Pate Data

-- Method . Batch Limit - Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

-

- Analyte

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain only o theso.-aples rested in the Ibboraoiy. This report i/raIl Ito: be reproduced.
- ercept in flit!, without written permtsstonfrom Det/.(arAno!ydcaL - 1KF0951 <Page 12 of 33>

-

I - 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/28/01
I 6/28/01 6/28/UI.
1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1- 6/28101 6/28/01
I 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 . .6/28101. 6/28/01
I .6128/01 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/28/01
I 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1 6/28/0 1 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/2801-
1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1 6128/0] 6/28/01
1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

uglkg ng/kg
.Sample ID: 1XF0951-05 (SB2-2-25 -Soil) . - - --
Styrenc

:
. EPA 826GB - 11F2825 2.0 ND

l,l,l-TetrachIoroethane - - EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
-

- I,1,2;2-Tetrachloroethane - EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND
Tetrachloroethene -. EPA 826GB 11F2825 . 2.0 18
To1uéze - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND

- l,2,3-Trichlorobcnzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND
l,2,4-Trichlorobenzene . . EPA 826GB 11F282S 5.0 . ND

- 1,1,1-Trichloroethane EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND
1,1,2-Tiichloroethane .. - EPA 826GB 11F2825 2.0 ND
Trichl6roethcne EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND.
Trichlorofluorornethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
1,2,3-Trichioropropane EPA 826GB 11F2825 10 ND
l,2,4-Trimethylbenzene EPA 826GB I1F2825 2.0 ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbcnzene EPA 826GB 11F2825. 2.0 ND
Vinylchioride EPA 826GB 11F.825 5.O ND

- o-Xylene . . EPA 826GB. 11F2815 2.0 ND
m,p-Xylenes - EPA 826OB °11F2825 2.0 ND
Surrogate: Dibromofluoromethane (85-125%) 108 %
Surrogate: To!uene-d8 (80-120%) 102 %
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzenè (80-120%) - 102 %



Anayte

) Del MarAnalytiöal

Environ-Irvine
2010 Mam Street, 9th Floor
Irvin; CA 92614

onta Tabatabai

Sample ID; fl095I-O6 (SB2-S-5.5 - Sof 1)
Benzene
Bromobenzene -

- Bromochlorom etbane
Bromodichloromethafle
Bromoform
Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene

- s.ecButy1benzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon tetrachoride
Chlorobenzene

- Chloroethan.e
Chloroform
Chloromethane
2-Chlorotoluene
4-Chlorótoluetie
Dibromochl oromethane
I ,2.Dibromo3_Ch1orOProPane
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
Dibromomethane
I ,2-Dichlorobenzefle

'l,3..Dichlorobenzerie
l,4-Dichlorobenzene
DichloroditluorotTkethafle
I, l-Dichloroethan.e
I ,2-Dichloroethane
1,1 -Dièhloroethene
cis_1,2_Dichloroethefle
trans-I ,2_Dichloroethene
I ;2-Dichloropropane
I ,3_Dichloropropane
2,2Dich1oropropane
l,]-Dichloropropefle

- cis1,3_DichIoropropenC
trans-i ,3Dich1oropropene
Ethylbenzene
j-iexach1orobU11ene
Isopropylbenzene
p-lsopropyltoluene
Methylene chloride
Naphthaiene
n-Propylbenzene

De Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Nwnber XFO95 I

2252 Mon Ave., kvme CA 92606 O49) 261-1022 FAX (94D) 261-1228
1U14 ECoky 01., Sue A. COfln CA g224 (CJ9) 370-4667 FAX (900) 7O-iO46

7277 HenhuTt. Sulke B-12.n N CA D1408 (818) 779-1B44 FAX (B1fl) 779-1843
o44 ChapeaJw D. Suflo 805, 5flT)1e9o. C?. 92123 (858) 5O56596 FAX (SS8) 505-9589

9830 $uth 513t St. Suite B-120. Pb enAZ 85044 (480)-185-0043 FAX t4&)) 785-0851

SarnpJe 06/22101

Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE OIRGANICS by GC[MS (EPA 5030B/8260B).:
- Reporting Sample Dilution Date Dãfe Data

Method Batch Limit Result - Factor Extracted Analyzed : Qualifiers

EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA8260B flF2825
EPA 8260B 31F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 826DB 11F2825.

EPA 8260B II F2g2-5

EPA8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA8260B-11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 826DB 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B -11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA826OB 1lF2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825.
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 8260B 11F2825

FA326OB1T g -

EPA.8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

11P2825
flF282S
11F2825
1ff2825 -

11F2825

The results pertain only to the soinpIe tested In the loboroto'y- This report shall not e reprpduced

except fnfidL wwiout wrlttn permwion from Del Mar A,iaiv1lcal JXFO9Si <Page 13 of 33>

ug/kg ug/kg

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND I 6/28/0k 6/28/01

2M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0 1

5M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

5M ND 1 6/28101 6128/OE

5M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 -6/28/01

5M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

2:0- ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

SM ND 1 6/28/01 6/28701

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6128/Ot

SM ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28!0 1

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0.1

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

2Q ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

20 ND I 6/28/0l 6/28101

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/Of

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

2M ND 1 6/28/01 6128/01

20 ND I 6/28/Ol 6128/01 -

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/Ol

20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

- ND T-6/28101 &28/Or

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28!O1

20 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

b Del MarAnalytiöal

Environ-Irvine
2010 Mahi Street, 9th Floor
Irvin; CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID: Valley Alhambra
04-9065A

Report Nwnber 1KF095 1.

2852 Mon Ave., kvrne, CA 92606 949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228
1214 ECokay 0-,. SU(18 A. Collon.CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (900) 370-1046

7277 venhuiO(. Sulke B-12.in Nuye, CA 91408 (818) 779-1944 FAX (810) flO-1843
9484 Cheoapealw Ct. Suflo 805. 5nTMeo, CA 92123 (858)505-6596 FAX (858)505-9089

9830 South 513k St. Suite B.120 Fbooitht.AZ 85044 (480)785-0043 FAX t4&l) 785-0851

Sainp1ek 06/22/fl
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE OIRGAMCS by GC[MS (EPA 5030B/8260B): -

Project Manager
The results pertain oni,t' to the sainpi e tested in the loboroto'y. This report shall not be reproduced. .

except In full, without written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL JJCFO9SJ <Pooe 13 of 33>

-

Analyte Method

Sample ID: 11CF0951-06 (SB2-S-5.5 - Soil) .

- Reporting -

Batch Limit

ug/kg

-

Sample Dilution Date Dãfe Data

Result - Factor Eztracted Analyzed : Qualifiers

uglkg ..
6/28/01

Benzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Bromobenzene - EPAS26OB 11F282S 5.0 ND. 1 6/28/01
6128101

Bromochiorometbane EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/0)
6128/01

Bromodichioromethafle EPA 826DB 31F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Bromoform EPA 826DB -11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Bromomethane EPA 826DB 11F2825. 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01.

n-Butylbenzene EPA 82603 1lF2g2-5 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01

secButy1benzefle EPA8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

tert-Butylbenzene EPA 826DB 11 F2825 5,0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

Carbon tetrachloride EPA 826DB UF2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/0 1-
-6/28/01

Chlorobenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Chloroethan.e EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND .1 6/28/01

Chloroform EPA 8260B - - 11F2 825 2:0- ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01

Chioromethane EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

2-Chiorotoluene EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28701

4-Chlorótoluene EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/Ot

Dibromochloromethafle EPA 8260B .11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/0

1,2.Dibroino3Chl0rOPr0Pane EPA 826DB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6128/01 6/28/01

1,2Dibromoethafle (EDE) EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01
6/28/01

Dibromomethafle . .
EPA 82603 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01

6/28/01
1,2.Dichlorobenzefle EPA 826DB. 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01

6/28/01
1,3.Dichlorobenzerle . EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01

. 6728/01
1,4.DichlorobenZene .

. EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Dichloroditluoromethafle EPA 22603 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
-6/28/01

1,l.Dichloroethafl.e . EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
.6/28/01

1,2-Dichloroethane EPA 82603 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

1,1-DRth)oroethene EPA 82603 11F2825 5.0 ND . I 6/28/01
6/28/01

cis-1,2-Dichloroethefle . EPA 8260B 11F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6128/01
trans.1,2Dich1oroetheJ1e . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01

6/28/01
1;2-Dichloropropane . .

EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND I . 6/28/01

J,3Dichloropropafle . . .
EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6128/01 -

6/28/01
2,2.Dichloropr9parle EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28101

6/28/01
1,]-Dichloropropefle . EPA 82603 11F2825 2.0 ND . 1 6/28/01

6/28/01
cis1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01

6/28/01
trans.1,3.DichloroprOpefle EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND .1 6/28/01

6128/01
Ethylbenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND

-

1 6/28/01
&28/Or1TF825" 50 ND i6/Z810i
6/28/01texac1orobU11efle PK8260B

Isopropylbenzene EPA.8260B. 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

p-lsopropyltoluené EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Methylene chloride . EPA 826DB 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01
6/28/01

Naphthalene . EPA 826DB I1F2g25 - 5.0 ND 1 6/28101
6/28/01

n-Proylbenzene EPA 826DB 11F2825 2,0 ND I 6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine . ..

Patty Mata
-.



- Analyte

Styrene
1,1,1 2_Tetrachloroethafle
I, 1,2,2-Tetrachioroethafle
Tetrachioroethefle
Tokiene -

I,2,3_Trichlprobeflzefle
1,2,4_TnchlorobeflZefle

- I, 1,1-Trichioroethane
I, 1,2TrichJoroethan
Trichloróethene
TrichlorófluQrorfiethafle
I,2,3TnchloroprOpane
1,2,4_Frimethylbenzefle
I ,3,5Tnmethy1benzene
Vinyl chloride
o-X-vlene -

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine-
Patty Mata

-Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

Project ID: -Valley Aihambra
04-906SA

Report Number LKFO951

Environ-Irvine
20}0 Main Street, 9th Floor
Iivine, CA 92614 -

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Sample ITh 1XF0951-06(SB2-55-5 - Soil)
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8-260B
EPA 8260B

m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B

Surrogate: DibromoJ7uororflethafle- (85-125%)
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%)
Surrogate: 4BromofluorobenZei1e (80-120%)

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGCJMS EPA 503 0B18260B)

-- Method

106%
103 %
104%

- z

- Sampled: 06/22/01 -

Received: 06/22/01

The results pertola only to the samples tested in the loboroto,y. This report shall nor be reproduced

except in full. without wriuea permission from Del MarAnalyticaL 1KF0951 <Page 14' of33>

Reporting
-Batch Limit

ugfkg

Saxnpk Dilution Date Date Data

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugl)g -

ilF2&25 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

-11 F28-25 50 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

II F2825 20. ND 6128/01 6728/0 1

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 50 - ND I 6/28/01 6/28/0!

11F2825 50 - ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 10
-

- ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 10 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

flF2825 50 ND 6/28/0.1 6/28/01

11F2825- 10 ND- 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 10 24 6/28/01 6/28/01

11 F2825 20 ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

11F2825 5M- ND. 6/28/01 6/28/01

1 IF2 825 - 20 ND 6/28/01. 6/28/01

11F2825 2M ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

- 52 Alto,, Ave.. lt'Ji). CA 92606 (049) 261-1022 FM (949) 261 -1228
1014 E. Co$db Dr.. &M A. Cotton. CA 94 (909) 370-4867 FM (948) 370-1046

- 7277 Hayvet*lw Suft,, B-12.Van CA 91406 (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

9484 Ct,eoepoaka DL. Su89 805. SaS pleo, CA 92123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858)548-9589
OB3OSouth 51st St. Suite 8-120. Pho 4x. AZ 85044 (450) 786-01)43 FAX (400) 785-0851

Analyte

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine.
Patty Mata

.Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

Eiron-Irvifle
20}0 Main Strect, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID: .Vallcy Alliambra
04-9G6SA

Report Number 1KF0951'

52 jItofi Ave.. pãu. CA 92606 (049)261-1022 FM (949)261-1228
1014 E. Co$db Dr.. &M A. Coften. CA 94 (909) 370-4867 FM (985) 370-1048

7277 Hayvetthw &41e B-12.Van Ms. CA 91406 (818)779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
9484 Cheoapoalca DL. Su89 805. Sat p1eo, CA 92123 (858) 505-8598 FAx (858)585-9589

9630-South 51st St. Suite 8-020. Pbo4x AZ 85044 (450) 786-0043 FAX (400) 785-0851

V '
- Sampled: 06/22/QI V

Received: 06/22/01

'VOLATILE ORGANICS byGCJMS (E1A 5O30B18260B)

Reporting Sample. Dilution : Date Date Data.

-. Method -Batch Limit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01.
6128/01
6128/0!
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
612 8/0 1

6/28/0 1
'6/28/01

The results pertola only to the samples tested In the loborato'y. This report shall nor be reproduced.

except in full, without written permission franz Del Mar AnalyticaL 1KF0951 <Page 14' of33>

ugfkg ugl]g

Sample ID': 1KF0951-06(SB2-55.5 - Soil)
Styrene EPA 826GB

1,1,1 2_TetrachlorOethafle EPA 82608

1, L2,2-TetrachlorOethafle EPA 826GB

Tetrachioroethefle EPA 8260B

Tokiene EPA 826GB

l,2,3_Trichlorobenzefle EPA 826GB

l,2,4_Trichlorobenzefle EPA 826GB

- 1,1, 1-Trichloroetharle EPA 8260B

1,1,2-Trichloroethafle EPA 82608

Trichloróethene EPA 826GB

TrichlorofluQrOrflethafle EPA 8260B

l,2,3Tiichloropr0P8fle EPA 82608

1,2,4_Frimethy1benZefle EPA 826GB

l ,3,5Trimethy1beflZefle EPA 826GB

Vinyl chloride EPA 82608

-
EPA 826GB.b-Xvlene

m,p-Xylenes EPA 826GB

Surrogate: Dibromofluorornethafle- ('85-125%)

ilF2&25
11F28-25

1W2825
11F2825
11F2825
11F2825
11F2825
11F2825-
11F2825
11F2825
]1F2825
11F2825
11F2825
11F2825
11F2825
1IF2825
11F2825

2.0
5.0
2.0.

-2.0
2.0
5.0
5.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
5.0
10
2.0
2.0

- 5.O-

2.0
2.0

ND
ND

'ND
ND
ND
ND

- ND

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND-
2.4
ND
ND.
ND
ND

'106%

1- -

1

1

1

I
1

I

I

I

I

'1

1

I

6/28/01
6/28/0]
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
.6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01'
6/28/0.1
6/28/01
6/28/0]
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01,
6/28/01

Sui-rogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%)' 103 %

Surrogate. 4BromofluorobenZei2e (80-120%) 104%



Del Mar Analytical

Environ-Irvine :- Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A.

Report Number IKF®51
20iOMiin Street, 9th Floor.
Irvine, CA 92614
Attenflon Bita Tabata1ai.

2052 AJ A'e. kvk CA 92608 (649)281-1022 FAX (949) 261-122
1D14 E.Co$cty Of., Suite A. Collon, CA 92324 (909) 310-4897 FAX (909) 370-1046

- 7277 )eniu Suite 9-12. Van N'g. CA 91406 {818) 779-1844 FAX (819) 779-1843
- 9484 Ctenapoake Dr.. Suite 805. San Olego CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 SCUUt 51st SL, Suite 8-120, P?onIx, AZ 85044 (480)185-0043 FAX (480785-08$1

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
Sample Dilution Date Dat Data
Result Factor Extracted Analyzed : Qualifiers

ugfkg

- Sampled: - 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01-

ND 1 6/28/01 .6/28/01

Np 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1- 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/OF 6/28/OV

ND- 1 6/28101 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01

ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01.
ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

. ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND . 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 .6/28/01
ND. 1 6/28/0 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01.. 6/28/01 -

ND 3 6/28/01 6/28/01

NP 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 6/28/0l 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 .6/28/01.
ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

. ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND - I 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 .6128/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

NI) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

T1flY 1 612.JO1672870T -

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Nt) 1 6/28/01 6/28/01. -

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Patty Mata -

Project Manager
The results pertain only Jo the samples tested In the Iaborotoiy. This report shall not be reproduced.

except tnJWI. without written pernl isslon from Del 'v1oi-AnaIytkaL 1KF0951 Pae 15 of 33>

- Reporflng

Analyte Method - Batch : Limit

ugfkg

Sample ID: 1KF0951-07 (SB2-9.2-9-7 - Soil)
Benzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

Bromobenzene - EPA 8260 .11F2825 5.0

Bromochloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50
Bromodichioromethane : - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

Bromofonn EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0

Brpmomethane EPA 826dB 11F2825. 5.0

n-Butylberizene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0

sec-Butylbenzene EPA- 8260B 11F2825 . 5_0

- tert-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B l]F2825 50
Carbon tetrachlônde EPA 8260B 11F2825 50
Chlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20

-Chloroethane EPA &260B 11F2825 50
Chloroform -EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
Chioromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50
2-Chlorothluene EPA 826OB-. 11F2825 5.Q.
4-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5O.

Dibromochloroinethane EPA 826.OB 11F2825 20 .

1,2Dibromo_3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50
I ,2-Dibrornoethane (EJDB) EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
Dibromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene . -

EPA8260B . 11F2825 20
1,3-Dichloroberzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
l,4-Dichlorobenzene. EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
Dichiorodifluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 50

1, 1-Dichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825. 20

I ,2-Dichloroethane EPA8260B I1F2825 20
1, 1-Dichioroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 .

cis- 1,2-Dich1orothene EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 20
trans-1,2_Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
1,2-Dichioropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
1,3-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B J1F2825 - 20
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
1,1 -Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
cis- l,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 1.1F2825 20

traris- 1,3_Dichioropropene EPA 8260ff i1F2825 20
Ethylbenzene

EPA26OB flTF225 SO

Isopropythenzene EPA 8260B. 1iF225 20
p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20

Methylenechioride .
EPA826OB 11F2825 20

Naphthatene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 5O

n-Propy1beizene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20

Del Mar Analytical, Jryjne

.DeI MarAnaIytic

Environ-Irvine -
Project ID: Valley.Alhambta

.201.0 Main Street, 9th Floor. - 04-9065A.

Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number 1KF0951

Attention: Bita Tabatabai . .

V.
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA.5030B/8260B)

Data
Qualifiers

Analyte

Samle ID: 1KF0951-07 (SB2-9.2-9.7
Benzene
Bromobenzene
Bromochloromethane
Bromodichloromethafle
Bromoforin
Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon tetrachlóride
Chlorobenzene
Chloroethane
Chloroform
Chioromethane
2-Chiorotoluene
4-Chiorotoluene
Dibromochloroinethane
l.2Dibromo-3-chlOrOPtOPafle
1,2-Dibrornoethane (EDB)
Dibromomethane
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene .

1,3-Dichlorobenzene
l,4-Dichlorobenzene.
Dichiorodifluoromethafle
I ,1-Dichloroethane
I ,2-Dichloroethane
1, 1-Dichloroethene
cis-I ,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1,2-Dichioropropane
I ,3-Dichloropropane
2,2-Dichioropropane
.1,1 -Dichloropropene
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene

s.1,3-Dich1oropropene
Ethylbenzene

lbiidiE.......
Isopropyibenzene
p4sopropyltoluene
Methylene chloride
Naphthalene
n-P.ropylbenzene

Del Mar Analytical, Jryi
Patty Mata
Project Manager

ne

2052 AJtonA'm.. lrvtne, CA 92606
- 1014 ECo$c0j Dr.. Suite A. Cation, CA 92324

7277H nl,u.-St,Su99 9-12,VanN'g,CA9I406
9484 Cltenapoake Dr., Suite 805. San Olego, CP. 92123

- 9530 SCUI2t 51st 51., St4te 9-120. P?,onlx, AZ 85044

(649)251.1022 FAX (949) 261-1225
(909) 310-4897 FAX (909) 370-1046
{818)779-1B44 FAX (819)779-1843
(858) 505-8506 FAX (858)509-8589
(480) 185-0043 FAX (480)785-0851

- Sampled: - 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

--

The results pertain only Jo the sanples tested lit Ihiloborotoiy -This report shall not be reproduced.

except In full, without written pertnissionfrorn Del friar Anoljtical. 1KF0951 -Pae 15 of 33>

Reporting
Method - Batch : Limit

ugfkg

Sample Diiutin Date Date
Result Factor Extracted Analyzed

ugfkg

-Soil)
EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND I - 6/28/01 .6/28/01

EPA 8260B .11F2825 5.0 NP- I 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B flF2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/Ol

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/OF 6/28101 -

EPA 8260B IlF2$25 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/23/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
-EPA- 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

- EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01. -

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

EPA 8260B IlF2825 2.0 ND 1 - 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA-&260B 11F2825 5.0 ND i 6/28/01 6/28/01

-EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

EPA 826OB. flF2825 5.0.-. ND 1 6/28/01- .6/28/01-

EPA 82603 1 1F2825 5:0. ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

EPA 826.03 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 - 6/28/0-i

EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 -ND 1 6/28/01. 6/28/01 -

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 3 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA8260B - 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

-EPA 8260B 11F2825

EPA 8260B 11F2825
2.0
2.0

ND
ND

3 6/28/01
6/28/01 -

6/28/01
6/28/01

EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01.

EPAS26OB 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-

EPA82603 .11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 82603 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 -6/28/01 6/28/01.

EPA 8260B 11F2825
EPA 8260B 11F2825

2.0
2.0

ND
ND

I

1

6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28,f(J1

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

EPA 82603 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B flF2825 2.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B ilF2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
so

ND
TN1Y

1 - 6'28/01 6/28/01.
V2.)01672870T-----EPA 260B flTF225

EPA 8260B. 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B IlF2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01. -

EPA 8260B IlF2825
EPA 8260B llF2825

5.0
2.0

ND
ND

1

- I -

6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28/01



Environ-!rvine Project ID:. Valley Alhambra

201 0.Main Street, 9th Floor - 04-906SA Sampled: 06/22/01.

Irvine, CA.92614 . Report Number 1KF0951 - - Received: 06/22/01

Atténtion Bita Tabatabai

- 7(\T ArTTE ORGANICS by Ge/MS (EPA 5030B18260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution Date Date Data

Method Batch Limit - Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ug/kg ugflg
Sample ID; 1KF0951-07 SB2-9i-9.7 - Soil) -. . -

Styrene .
. EPA 8260B '11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,1,l,2Tetchloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

l,l,2,2-Tetrachl6roethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101

Tetrachioroethene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 49 1. 6/28/01 6/28/01

Toluene : EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

l,2,3.Trichiorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,2,4.Trichlorobenzene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

l,l,1-Trichloróethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 0 ND 1 6/28/01. 6/28/01

l,1,2Trich1oroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2ff ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

TtichloroetheneT EPA 8260B I.1F2825 20 ND. I 6/28/01 6/28/01

Trichiorofluorornethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND .1 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,2,3-Trichioropropafle EPA 82.60B .11F2825 10 ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

l,2,4-Triinethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

Vinyl chloride- EPA 8260B t1F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

o-Xylene EPA 8260B. tlF2825 2M ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01:

m,p-Xylenes : .
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01.

Surrogate: DibromofluOromethane (8.5-125%) 109 %

Surrogate: Toludne-d8 (80-120%) 103 %

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 101 %

Anãlyte

Del Mar Analytical

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain àn!v so the samples tested in the loborato'y. This report shah not be reproduced

83cept in fulL without written pennission from Del 14'ar AnalyticaL JKFO95J <Page 16 v133>

1

2852 Ailon Ave b*,e, CA 92806 (949) 291-1022 FAX (949) 261-1229

- 10146. Coldby Dt. Su9e A. Cøkx. CA 92224 (909) 310-4667 FAX (909)370-1046

7271 1 laaat. Sate 6-12 Van Nuy. CA 01406 (018) 719-1844 FAX (818)719-1043
8484 Cliasapeake D. StAle 80& San 0'CA 92123. (858) 505-8598 FAX (858)509-9689

9830 S0U8a Olsi $l StAle B-120 Phoana. AZ 85044 (480) 796-0043 FAX (480) 788-0861

- Anãlyte

Del Mar Analytical

-Environ-!rvine - Project ID:- Valley Alhambra

201 0-Main Street, 9th Floor . 04-906SA

Irvine, CA.92614 Report Number. 1KF0951

Atténtion Bita Tabatabai

Sampled: 06/22/01.
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCMS (EPA 5OOBI826OB)
Reporting Sample Dilution Date Date Data

- Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugflcg -

Sample ID: 1KF0951-0-7
Styrene
1,1,l.,2-Tettächloroethane
l,1,2,2-Ttrach1oroethafle
Tetrichloroethene -
Toluene
l,2,3.Trichiorobenzene
l,2,4.Trichlorobenzene
l,1,1-Trichloróethane
1,1,2-'rrichloroethane

- Ttichloroethen&
Trichlo.roflu.orornethane
1,2,3-Trichloropropane
l,2,4_Triinethylbenzene
1,3,5-Trimethylbeozene
Vinyl chloride-
o-Xylene . .

in,p-Xylenes :

. . -

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND I 6/28101 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28101

4.9 1. 6/28/0! 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 /28/01

ND 1 6)28/01 6/28/01

. ND -1 6128/01 6/28/01

ND I 6)28/01. 6/28/01.
ND 1 .6/28/0! 6/28/01

ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND .1 6128/01 6/28/01

ND 1 .6/28/01 6/28/01

ND I 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01:
ND 1 6128/0 I 6/28/Cl.

Stirogate: DibromofluOromethane (85-125%) . 109 %

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 103 %

Strrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) . . 101 %

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata-
Project Manager

The resu4s pertain bniy so the samples tested in the loborato,y. This report slzalfnot be reproduced.

cepz i,futl. without written pennission from Del /4'ar AnalyticaL JKFO9SJ <Fare 16 v133>

Method - Batch Limit

ug/kg
SB2-9.2-9.7 - Soil)

. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B - 11F2825 5.0

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0

EPA 8260B 11F282.5 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0

. EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825- 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 3260B 1.1F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 10

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0

. EPA 8260B. !1F282 2.0
EPA 82608 11F2825 2.0

52 Ailon Ave.. Iry no, CA 92886 (949) 291-1022 FAX (949)261.1228
10146. Codby Dr.. Su8o A. Cnkx, CA 92224 (909) 310-4667 FAX (909)370.1046

7277 Ha venlwrvt. Si1e 0-12.Van Nuy. CA 01406 (918) 779-1844 FAX (818)779-1843
9484 Cliasapeake Dr., StAe 809. San Dre9cCA 92122. (858) 505-8598 FAX (858)505-9859

9830 Srn'8 61st St. Sale 8-120. Phoana. AZ 85044 (480) 786-0043 FAX (480) 786-0881



Environ-Irvine
.2010 Main Street, 9th flor
Ir'ine, CA 926 14
Attention: Bita Tabatabal

Del MarAnalyUcal

Project ID:. Valley AThainbra
04-9065A

ReportNumber 1KF0951

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5O3OB/826OB)
Data

Qualifiers

Sampled: 06/22/0
Rceived: 06/22/01.

e.'cpt in Jul I, w(thout wrftren permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL JKFO95I <Page 17 of33>

Analyte

Sample ID: 1KF0951-08 (SB2I4-14.5

Reporting
Method Batch Limit

uglkg
- Soil) .

Sample Dilution Date Date
Result Factor Extracted Analyzed

ug/kg

Benzene. EPA 8260B I]F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
BromObenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND - 6/28/01 6/29/01
Bromochioromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.Q ND 6/28/01 6/29/0 I.
Bromodichlorornethane E?A 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Bromoform EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 NP 6/28/01 6/29/01
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
n-B utylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND 6/28/YI 6/29/01
sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825. . 5.0 . ND 6/28/01. 6/29/01
tert-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Carbon tétrachioride EPA 8260B 11F2825 : 5ô ND 6/28/01 .6/29/01
Chiorobeiizene EPA 8260B . 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Chioroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2825 2:0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

-Chiorometbane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
2-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND. 6/28/01 6/29/01
4-Chiorotoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 .5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/0
Dibromochloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/Of
I ,2:Dibrom3ch1orop(Opane EPA 8260B J1F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,2-Dibromóethane (EDB) EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Dibromomethane EPA 8260B :11F2825 2.0 . ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,2-Dichlcrobenzene .EPA826OB . 11F2B25 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,3-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0 1 6/29/01
I ,4-Dichlor.obenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
Dichlorodifhiorornethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 ND 6/28/01 6129/01

1,1 -Dichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,2,Dicbloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND /28/01 6/29/01
1,1 -Dichloroethene EPA8260B flF2825 5.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene .EPA826OB 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

trans-I,2-Dichloroethene. EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/OF 6/29/0!
I ,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B - 11F2$25 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

I ,3-Dich}oropropanc EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

2,2-Dichidropropane EPA 8260B 11 F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

I ,1-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND l 6/28/01 6/29/01

cis-1 ,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 1W282S 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

trans- 1,3-Dichloroprope.ne EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/2/O.1 6/29/01

Ethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 .20 . ND 6/28/01 6/29/01
-

-.flexac1róbutadIene
rsopropylbenzene

Tfl2S -
EPA 8260B 11F2825

sTO......-
2.0

- 1
ND

6/28701
6/28/01

612 9101

6/29/0

p4sopropytoue.ne EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01

Methyl ene chloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

Naphthalene EPA 826GB 11F2825 5.0 7.9 6/28/01 6/29/01

n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 6/29/01

Del Mar AnaJy.tical, Irvine
Patty Mata
.Project Manager

The results pertain only.to the sainple tested In the lnborato,y. This report shall not be rep rothiced.

2B52Aftufl Ave.. Irna CA 82808 t949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 251-122B
1014 E.Ccdby Df., Sufl. A, Corcn. CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (O9) 370-1046

7277.Hv,t, S 8-12. Van N CADt4OG (818) 770-1844 FAX (818) 77G1843
9484 CMsape&e I),., Suhe 805. San D9io. CA 92123 (858) 55-8596 FAX (858) 5O5-959

9830 South 511 SL Sue 8-120. PhoerAx, AZ 8504.4 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) ?&o851
Del MarAnalyUcal

Environ-Irvine
.2010 Main Street, 9th Flàor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Analyte

except In full, without written permission from Del Mar Analytical. JKFO95I <Page 17 of33>

Sample ID: 1KF0951-0S (SB2-14-14.5 - Soil)
uglkg ug/kg

Benzene, : EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/0 1
BromObenzene EPA 8260B 11 F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01.
Bromochioromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.Q ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01.
Bromodichiorornethanc EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Bromform EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29)01
n-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I 6/28/01 6129101

sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825. . 5.0 . ND 1 6/28/01. 6/29101
tert-Butylbenzene EPA 8260E 11F2825 5M ND 1 6/28/0I 6/29/01
Carbon tétrachloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 : 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 .6/29/01
ChJorobeizene EPA 8260B . 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Chtoroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/0)
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2825 2:0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

Chlorometbane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
2-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.t ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
4-Chiorotojuene EPA 8260B J1F2823 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Dibromochioromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,2-Dibrom-3-chloropwpane EPA 8260B J1F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01- 6/29/01
1 ,2Dibr.omóethane (EDB) EPA 8260B 11F2825 2,0 ND 1 . 6/28/01 6/29101
Dibromomethane EPA 8260B :11F2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
I ,2-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2B25 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6129/01 i

I ,3-Dichlorobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6129/01

I ,4-Dichlor.obenzene EPA 8260B J1.F2825 - 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Dichiorodifluorornethane EPA 8260 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
1,1 -Diéhloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
1 ,2-Dichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
1,1 -Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
cis-I,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/281Q1 6/29/01

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene. EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND 1 6/28/21 6/29/01

I ,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01
1,3-Dichioropropanc EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND .1 6/28/01 6/29/01

2,2-Dichioropropane EPA 8260B 11 F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6)29/01

1,1-Dichioropropene EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

cis-1 ,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F282S 2.0 ND I . 6/28/01 6/29/01

trans- 1,3-Dichloroplrope.ne EPA 8260B flF282S 2.0 ND 1 6/28/0.1 6/29101

Ethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29101

T&ac1rie EPbTB TfF255O .....- T4D - - F- 6/2E70F 6729701

rsopropylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

p-Isopropyltolue.ne EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01

Methylene chloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

Naphthalene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 7.9 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

n-Propylbenzerie EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6129/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
.Project Manager

The res ults pertain only.to the samples tested In the Inboratomy. This report shall not be rep rothiced.

2852 Allan Ave.. k'.4na, CA 82806 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 251-122B
1014 E.Ccldby Of., SuIt.A, Co9ci, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (809) 370-1046

7277.Hanat, SuIi 8-12. Van Nays, CA 99406 (818) 770-1844 FAX (818)770-1843
9484 CMsape.ke 0,.. SuIte 805. San Dteio. CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 South 511 SI.. SuIte 8-120. Pt,oes-A,, AZ 8504.4 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

VOLATELEORGANICS by GC/MS(EPA 5030B18260B)
Reporting Sample Dilution Date Date Data

Method Batch LImit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

Project ID:. Valley Albainbra
04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/.01

Report Number 1KF095 I Rceived: 06/22/01.



Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
li-vine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Del Mar/\nalytibal

- Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A.

Repoit Nuni1er. 1KF0951

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGCJMS (EPA 5030)3/8260)3)

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Data
Quallhlers

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
PattyMata
Project Manager-

The results pertain only to the saripIes tested ! the loborator'.'. rliis report shall not be reproduced.
- vcep1 in full. without written pennWlonfromDe!MarAnolyticaL - JJ(F0951 <Page 18 of 33>

Analyte Method Batch
Reporting

- Litht

iig/1<g

Sample Dilution Date Date
Result Factor Extracted Mnlyzed

ugfkg
Sample ITh IKFO9SJ-08 (SB2-]4-145 - Soil) -.

&yrene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND i 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B IlF225 50 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane EPA 8260B II F2825 20 ND ' I 6/28/01 6/29/01

Tetrachioroethene EPA 82.60B 11F2825 2M 21 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Toluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND - 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 112825. 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene BPA8260B 11F2825 50 ND I 628/01 6/29/01

1,1,1-Trichioroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND I 6/28/01 6/29/01

1j,2-Tric}iloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2S25 2.0 Nt) 1. 6/28/01 6/29/0 i.
Trichioroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND; 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Trithlorofluoromethane EPA 8260B il.F2825 SM ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/UI

1,2,3-Tiichlpropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/22/01 6/29/01

i,2,4Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2M 23 I 6/28/01' 6/29/01

1,3,5..Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2M 76 :1 6/28/01 6/29/01

Vinyl chlotide EPA 8260B. 11F2825 SM ND I 6/28/01 6t29/0 I
o.:X,1ene EPA 826.OB 11F2825 20 5.0. 1 6/28/01 6/29/OL

m,p-Xylenes EPA 82608 11F2825 20 12 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Surrogate: Dibromofluoromethane (85-125%) 108 %
Surrogate Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 102%
Surrogale: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 100%

- 2852 Mon Av9.. k1nL CA 92608 .(49) 261-1022 FAX (g4) 261-1228
1014 E Co3dby Or., SuZe A, Coi. CA D2324 (909J 370-4867 FAX (9%) 370-1046

7277 Haytwrs. Suite 8-12. Van Nuy3. CA 91406 (8 flD-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
9484 CZ3pOkB Dr., StAte 8$. Sn Diego. CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858J 505-Q589

9830 South 51z St, SAIo 8-120. PhOOIX,AZ 85044 (480) 785-43 FAX (4)) 7851

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
li-vine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Del -Mar/\nalytibal

- Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A.

Repoit Nurnber. IKFO95l

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGCIMS (EPA 503013/8260)3) -:

-

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
PattyMata .
Project Manager .

The results pertain only to the sariples tested the loboratory. ntis repor shall not be reproduced.
- except in full. without wrinenperrnlsstonfropnDelMarAnalytical. - . JJ(F0951 <Page 18 of-33>

Analyte

iigll<g ugfkg

- RepOrting Sample DilutiOn Date Data Data -.

Method - Batch - Limit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed - Qualifiers -

Sample ID: IKFO9SJ-08 (SB2-14-14.S - Soil) -.

Styrene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - -1 6/22/01 6/29101

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND- 1 6/28101 6/29/01

1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane . EPA 82608 -11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/22/0 1 6/29/01

Tetrachioroethene EPA 82.60B 11F2825 2.0 21 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Toluene . EPA 826DB 11F2825 2.0 ND- 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

l,2,3-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01 -

1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene- ' EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,1,1-Trichioroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

l,1,2-Trichloroethane EPA 82608 11F2S25 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01 6/29/0).
Trichioroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND; 1 6/28/01 . 6/29/01

Trichlorofluoromethane EPA 8260B .11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/29/01

1,2,3-Trichloropropane EPA-8260B 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/22/01 6/29/01
i,2,4.Trimethyibenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 23 1 6/2810) 6/29/01

l-,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 7.6 :1 6/28/01 6/29/01

.Vinyl chloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ' ND 1- 6/28/01 .6/29/01
o-Xylene EPA 8260B IlF2825 2.0 5.0. 1 6/28/01 6/29/Ut
m,p-Xylenes - EPA 82608 !1F2825 2.0 . 12 1 6/28/01 6/29/01
Surrogate: Dibromofiuorometliane (85-125%) . 108 %
Surrogate.f Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 102 %
Surrogale: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 100%

- 2852 Mon Avo., k1no. CA 92600 .(49) 261-1922 FAX (940) 261-1228
10140. Cokiby Or., Suie A, Co9on, CA 92324 (909) 370-4867 FAX (9%) 370-1046

7277 Hayventwrst. Sutte 8-12. Van Nuys, CA 91406 (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) nO.1843
9484 Cbaaapooke Or.. StAte 806. SSn Otego. CA 921Z3 (858) 605-8508 FAX (858) 505-6589

9830 South 51st St. StAte 9-120. PhoenIx, AZ 85044 (480) '785-0543 FAX (485)785-6551



Del MarAnalytical
28S2 Mon Ave. IMo CA 92608 (949)261-122 FAX (949) 261-1228

10i4 ECoIdy Di.. Sufte Cotton. CA i24 (909) 37D-4867 FAX (909) 370-1046
nfl Ha.o,htPst Suite B-l2van N. CA 91406 (918) 779-1844 FAX (818)779-1843 -

9484 C BpuakO Dr., SA 805. San Dicg CA 2123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858)508-9589
- 9830 South 51ut St. SuIe 5-120. Pboenb AZ 85044 (480)785-9243 FAX (480) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine . -. - Project ID: -Valley Alhambra

2010.Main Street, 9th Floor . . 04-9065A

IMn; CA 92614 . Report Number IKFO9S I

Atténtioit Bita Tabatabai -

Sampled: 06/22/01 -
R&ceived: 06/22/01

Sample. DiIuton - -Date Date - Data -

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

mg/kg -

. -.
ND
ND
36
ND
1.4
63

- 3-3 .

7-8
40
0i9.
ND
3-8
26
ND
ND
340
19
23

ND
ND
56
ND
22
12

10
53
O20
ND
55
33
ND
ND
440
25
.28

Del Mar Analytical, Jrvine
Patty Mats

- Project Manager -

-
The resukpertain caly to the samples tested in the Iaborata'y- ThL report s/ia!! t be reprvduced

vt-cept £nfulL without wrilten permis.1on from Del Mar Arni!yt!caL . IKFO9SI <Page 19 of 33>

1 6/26/01 6/26/0.1

1 6/26/01 6/26/CU

1 6/26/01 6/26/01.
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 .6/26/01 6/26/Ql
1 .6/26/01 6/26/01
I 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01.
1 6/26/01 6126/01

I 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01:
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/Ol 6/26/01

1 6126/01 6/26/01
I 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6126/01 6/26/01
I 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 . 6/26/01 6/26/014;21 6126/01 -6/26/0l
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 @26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01
1 6/26/01 6/26/01

6/26/01 6/26/01

1 6/26/01 6126/01

1 6/26/01 6/26/01

I 6/26/01 6/26/01

1 6126/01 6/26/01

1 6/26/01 6/26/01

1 6/26/01 .6/26/01

METAS
epoiting

- Analyte -. Method - Batch Limit -

mg/kg
Sample ID: 1KF0951-01 (SB1-2-2-5 -. Soil) . -

Antinony . . EPA 60 lOB 11F2642 10

Arsenic - . EPA 6010B 11F2642 20
Baz-ium EPA 6010B 11F2642 - LQ

Beryllium. EPA 6010B . 11F2642 .050
Cadmium EPA 6010B. 11F2642 oso
Chromium EPA 6010B 11F2642 LO

Cobalt EPA 6010B 11F2642 l0
- Copper EPA 6010B ilF2642 1.0

Lead EPA 6010B 11F2642 2.0
Mercui-y EPA 7471A 11F2635. 0020
Molybdenum EPA 6010B 11F2642 2:0

Nickel EPA 60 lOB 11F2642 l0
Selenium - EPA 6010B liF2642 20

-Silver . EPA 6010B 11F2642 LO

Thallium EPA 60 lOB . 11F2642 10

. Titanium EPA 6010B. 11F2642 20
Vanadium EPA 6010B 11F2642 LO .

Zinc . - EPA 60 lOB 11F2642 50
Sample.ID: IKFO9SII-05 (SB2-2--25- Soil)
Antimony EPA 6010B :11F2642 10 ..
Arsenic EPA 6010B . 11F2642 20
Barium . EPA 6010B 11F2642 10
Beryllium .. EPA 6010B 11P2642 050
Cadmium EPA 6010B 11F2642 050
Chromium EPA 6010B 11F2642 l0
CobaltT . EPA 60lOB IlF2642- l0
Copper .EPA 6010B 11F2642 LO

Lead EPA 60 lOB 11F2642 20
M&cury EPA 7471A 11F2635 0020
Mólj'bdenum EPA 60l0 I1F2642 2.0

Nickel. EPA 6010B 11F2642 LO

SIeniurn EPA 6010B 11F2642 20
Silver- . EPA 6010B 11F2642 .L0

Thallium ... EPA 6010B 11F2642 10

Titanf urn EPA 6010B 11F2642 20
Vanadium EPA 6010B HF2642 LO

Zinc EPA 6010B 11F2642 50

Del MarAnalyticalr.
Environ-Irvine -. ' Project ID: -Valley Alhambra

201 0.Main Street, 9th Floor . . 04-9065A

1rine, CA 92614 . . Report Number IKFO9SI
Atténtioi Bita Tabatabai

2852 Mon Ave. IMne CA 92808 (949)281-1022 FAX (949)281-1228'
1014 Ecokay Di.. SuIte A. Cotton. CA i24 (909)370-4661 FAX (909) 370-1046

'3771 Hayoeehtast Suite 8-l2Van Nays, CA 91406 (918) 779-1844 FAX (818)779-1843 -

9484 Ctlesepuako O,,. SuIte 805. San Dug CA 2123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858)508-9589

- - 9830 South 5let St. SuIte 5-120. Pboenb AZ 85044 (480)785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Del Mar Analytical, Jrvine
Patty MatZ -

Project Manager
The resukr pertain cnly to the samples tested in the laboratory. This report sJjaIl'not be reprvduced

vxept injL'll. without written permission from Del Mar AmiiyttcaL ' ' ' IKFO9SI <Page 19 of33>

Sample. DIlution -Date Date Data -

Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

mg/kg '. -

ND 1 6/26/01 ' 612610.1

. ND 1 6/26/01 6/261CL1

36 1 6/26/01 6/26/01.
ND 1 6/26/01 6126/01

1.4 1 6/26/01 6/26/01
6.7 1 6/26/01 6/26/0]

: 33 ' 6/26/01 6/26/01

7.8 1 .6/26/01. 6/26/PI
4.0 1 .6/26/0! 6/26/01
0.19. 1 6/26/01 6/26/01
ND 1 6/26/01 '6/26/01.
3.8 1' 6/26/01 6126/01

2.6 ' 1 6/26/01 6/26/01
ND' . 1 6/26/01 6/26/01
ND I 6/26/0,1 6126/01

340 ' 1 6/26/01 6/26/01:
19 1 6/26/01 '6/26/01

' 23 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

ND 1 6/26/0,1 6/26/01
ND 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

56 ' 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

ND 1 6126/01 6/26/01

2.2 1 6126/0! 6/26/01
12 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

" 4'2 ' 1 '' 6/26/01 6/26/01

10 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

53 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

0.20 1 6126/01' 6/26/01

ND 1' 6/26/01 6/26/01

5.5 . 1 6/26/01' 6126/01

3.3 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

ND 1 6126/01 6/26101

ND I ' 6/26/01 6/26/01

440 1 6126/01 6/26/01"

25 1 6/26/01 6/26/01

'28 1 6/26/01 .6/26/01

MErMS.
Repoiting

Analyte -. Method - Batch Limit -

mg/kg
Sample ID: 1KF0951-01 (SB1-2-2.5 -. Soil) '. ' -

Antimony , . EPA 60 lOB 11F2642 10

Arsenic - -' EPA 6010B '11F2642 2.0
Barium ' EPA 601GB 11F2642 1.0

Beryllium., . EPA 6010B . 11F2642 .0.50
'Cadmium EPA 6010B, 11F2642 0:50

Chromium EPA 601DB 11F2642 1.0

Cobalt' . ' EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0

Copper . EPA 6010B i1F2642- 1.0

Lea'd ' EPA 601DB '11F2642 20
Mercui-y EPA 7471A I1F263. 0.020
Molybdenum ' EPA 601DB 11F2642 2.0
Nickel' EPA 601DB 11F2642' ' 1.0

Selenium - EPA 6010B I'1F2642 2.0

Silver ' ' , EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0

'Thallium "EPA 601DB - 11F2642 10

Titanium EPA 601DB 11F2642 2.0

Vanadium EPA 6010B '1IF2642 1.0

line .
- EPA 601DB 11F2642 5.0

Sample-ID: 1KF0951-05 (SB2-2-2.5'- Soil)
Antimony ' EPA 601DB :11F2642 '10. ..
Arsenic EPA 6010B ' 11F2642 2.0

Barium ' EPA 60108 11F2642 1.0

Beryllium ', EPA 6010B 11P2642 0.50

Cadmium ' ' EPA 6010B 11F2642 0.50

Chromium' ' EPA,6010B 11F2642 1.0

'Cobalt EPA 60108 Il'F2642' 1:0 '-

Copper ,EPA6O1OB 11F2642 1.0

Lead EPA 6010B 1lF2642 2.0 '

,Mercury EPA 7471A 11F2635 0.020,

M1'bdenum EPA 6010 ' 11F2642 2.0

Nickel, ' EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0

Selenium EPA 6010B 11F2642 2&

Silver: ' ' EPA 6010B 11F2642 .1.0

Thallium ..- EPA 60108 fl F2642 10

Titanium EPA 6010B 11F2642 2.0

Vanadium EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0

Zinc ' EPA 6010B 11F2642 '5.0



Del MarAnalytkial

Environ-Irvine -

2010 Main Street 9th Floor
Irc'ine,CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

-

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

EnrODrWQc DiTA
- f

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS. (EPA 503 0B18260B)

Source %REC
Rsult °hREC Limits RPD

Project ID: Valley AThambra
04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01

Report I1urnber 1KF095 I Received: 06/22101

285255100 Ave.. PvIno, CA 92608 (949)261-1022 FAX (949) 285-1228

5054 Ecoly Dr.. Suite A. Cotton. CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 iX.(902) 370-5048
.7277 HeyvonIwist. Suite B-t2Van Netys, CA 91400 (010) 779-1844 FAX (819) 778-1843

9494 Ch&epuake Dr., Suite 56. Sen Dioo, CA 92123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858) 5b5-9589

9830 South Slot St. Su9aB-120 Phoenix, AZ 85044 (480)785-0043 FAX (480)7850861

RPD Data
Limit Qualifiers

The results pertain only to The sdrnples tested in the loborototy. ThIs report sholl no: be reproduced. -

except InfulL without written pennlsslonfrotn Del MarAnalytical. 1KF0951 <Page 20 of 33>

-

Analyte Result

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted; 06/28/01

Reporting
Limit.

Spike
Units Level

Bla nkAnalyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2.825-BLK1)
Benzcne ND 2.0 ug/kg.

Broniobenzeflo ND 5.0 ug/kg.

Bromochloromcthanc ND 5.0 ug/kg

Bromodichloromcthan - ND 2.0 ug/kg

Bromoform ND 5.0 ug/kg

Bromomctbanc ND 5.0 ugg
n-Butylbcnzenc ND 5.0 ug/kg

sec-Butylbenzcne ND 5.0 ug/kg

te-Butylbénzene 5.0 ug/kg

Carbon tetrachioride ND 5O ugfkg

Chlorobenzenc ND 2.0 ug/Icg

Chloroethane ND 50 ug/kg

Chloroform 2.0 ug/kg

Chloromethañc ND 5.0 ug/kg

2-Chlorotoluefle ND 5.0 uglkg

4-Chlorotoluefle ND 5.0 ug/kg

Dibromochlororncthane ND 2.0 ugg
1 ,2_Dibromo_3chloropDDPane ND 5.0 ug

I ,2-Dibromoethanc (EDB) ND 2.0 ug/k

Dibrornomethane ND 2.0 ug/kg

I ,2.-Dichlorobenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg

I 3-Dichlorobenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg

I ,4-Dichlorobenzefle ND 2.0 ug/kg

Dichlorodifluoromethafle ND 5.0 ug/kg

1,1 .Dichloroethanc ND 2.0 ug/kg

I ,2-JDicltloroethane. ND 2.0 ug/kg

1,1-Dichloroethene ND 5.0 ug/kg

cisl2-DichlQroethene ND 2.0 ug/kg

trans-I ,2-Dichloroethenc ND 2.0 ug/kg

I ,2-Dichloropropane ND 2.0 ug/kg

1,3-IDichioropropane ND 2.0 ug/kg

2,2Dichloropropane ND 2.0 ug/1(g

I ,l-Dichioropropefle. ND 2.0 ug/kg

CIS- I ,3Dichloropropcne ND 2.0 ug/kg

trans-I ,3-Dichloropropene ND 2.0 ug/kg

Ethytbenzene ND 2.0 ug

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street 9th Floor
Ir'ine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

I.

Del MarAnalytiOal

Project ID: Valley Alhambra
04-9065A

Report Number. 1KF0951.

\METrOD rWrQc DITAc.\-.;-.-o--.'-r.'

2852 P.85n Ave.. PvkO.CA 92608 (949) 261-1022 MX (949) 289-1228

9094 E.CoY Er.. .. Cotton, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 MX.(909) 370-9048
.7277 HayvontwIst. SuIte B-12.VaflNtJyS, CA 91400 (010) 779-1844 FAX (819) 779-1843

0484 C)&sopeake Di. SuIte 8. Sen Dioo. CA 92123 (858) 505-8558 MX (858)59)5-9589

9830 South Slot St. SuItaB-120. Phoenix. Z 85044 (489)785-COg FAX (480) 785-0861

sarnplea: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

- VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS. (EPA 503 0B18260B)

Source %REC RPD Data
Rsu1t- °JOREC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine -.

Patty Mata -

Project Manager - - - . - -

The residLo pertain only to The .rdrnples tested in the loborato.'y. This report shall no: bi reproduced.

except mmli, without written pennlsslonfrotn Del MarAnalytical. JKFO9SJ <Page 20 of 33>

-

Analyte - Result Limit. Units Level

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted: 06/28/01 . .

- Reporting Spike

Blank Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2.825-BLK1)
Benzene ND 2.0 ugkg

Bromobenzeno ND. 5.0 ug/kg-

Bromochloromcthane ND 5.0 -ug/kg

Bromodchloromcthafle - ND 2.0 uglkg

Bromoform . - ND 5.0 ug/kg

Bromomctbanc ND 5.0 ug/kg

n-Butylbcnzene -
ND. 5.0 ug/kg

sec-Butylenzcne ND 5.0 ugikg

tert-Butylbénzene . .
NE 5.0 ug/kg

Carbon tetrachloride ND - 5.0 ugfkg

Chlorobenzenc ND - - 2.0 ug/lcg

Chioroethane ND 5.0

Chloroform. . .. . ND -2.0 ug/kg

Chloromethañc . - ND 5.0 ugfkg

2-Chiorotoluene ND 5.0 ugllcg

4-Chlorotoluene - ND 5.0 ug/kg

Dibromochlorornethane ND 2.0 ug/kg

1 ,2Dibrorno_3.chioropnDPaflC ND .5.0 ug/kg

1,2-Dibromoethanc (EDB) ND 2.0 ugfk

Dibrornomethane -
. ND 2.0 ugfkg

I ,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg

l,3-Dichlorobenzene ND . 2.0 ugfkg

L4_Dichlorobenzcae ND 2.0- uglkg

Dichiorodifluoromethafle . - ND 5.0 ug/kg

1,1Dichloroethanc ND 2.0 uglkg

1,2-Dicitloroethane. ND 2.0 ug/kg

1,1-Dichloroethene ND- 5.0 ugfkg

cisl.,2.Dichloroethene ND 2.0 ug&g

trans_1,2.Dichloroethefle ND 2.0 ug/kg

1,2-Dichloropropane ND 2.0 ug/kg

1,3-Dichloropropane ND - 2.0 ug/kg

2,2-Dichloropropane ND 2.0 - ugflg

1,1-Dichioropropefle. ND 2.0 ug/kg

cis-I,3--Dichloropropene ND .2.0 ug/kg

trarts-1,3-Dichloropropene ND . 2.0 ugfkg

Ethytbenzene ND 2.0 ug/k



Del MarAnalytical

Environ-IviiiC
Project ID: Valley Alliambra

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-905A

li-vine, CA 92614 Report Numbtr IK.F0951

Attentjon-Bita.Tab2tab

;to)'BLMKTQCDATA

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/826 fiB)

- 2B52 Mon Ave., JMne CA 92606 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 281-1228

1014 EColdby Dt.SuSe Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (909)310-1048

7217 Ha thur,t..Su3t8 B-IZ Van Nuy9, CA 91406 (818) 179-1644 FAX (616)179-1843

984 CJezapeak Dr., Sufta 805. San Diego. CA 82123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-9589
8830 South 5135 St. SoS. 6-120. PhoenIx. AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0861

Sampled: 06122/01
Reèei.'ed: 06122101

Reporting Spike Source .%REC - RPD Data

Limit Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit. Qualifiers

.

85-J25
80-120
80-120

75-130
75-130

70-140

75-135.

55-130

65-140

75-130
80-135

75-130

Del Mar Analytical,.JrYiXIe
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The resu4s pertain cinlyto the sanzples ieoted In the laboratoiy. Thi.report thou not be reproduced.

except In full. without brItten pernzlssionfroin Del iviar AnalyticaL LKFO95I <Page 21 of 33>

ii .5 .t a te.: t,

Blank Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-BLKI) .

Hexachlorobutadiene ND . 5.0 ugfkg

!sopropylbnb0 . ND 2.0 . ugfkg

p_Isopropyltoluene Np 2.0 ugfk

Methylen chloride ND 20 ugfkg

Naphthalene. ND 5.0 ugfkg

n-Propylbenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg.

Styrene . ND 2.0 ugfkg

l,l,l,2..Tetrachloroethane -ND 5.0 ugfkg

],l,2,2Tetrachlor0cthafle ND. 2.0 ugfkg

Tetach10r0ethene .
ND 2.0 . tig/kg

Toluene : ND 2.0 ug/kg

l,2;3Trichlor0bCnZCne ND .5.0 ugfkg

I ,2,4TrichIorobenZene ND 5.0 ug/kg

],t,I_Trichloroethane ND 2.0 ugfkg

l,I,2_Trichloroethjne .
ND 2.0 uglkg

Trichl9roethene .
ND 2.0 ugfkg

Trichiorofluoromethane ND 5.0 ugfkg

- l,2chloroPr0Pane ND 10 ug&g

I,2,4ThmethyIbenZene .N 2.0 ugfkg

I ,3,5_Trimethylbenzefle ND 2.0 ug/kg

Vinyl chloride . ND 5.0 ugfkg

o-Xyiene ND 2.0 ug/kg

m,p-lXylcnes
2.0 uglkg

J06
SurrogOte: Dibromofluorom Ethone 52.9.. ug/kg 50.0

J02
Surrogate: ToIt,ene-dS . .. .

uglkg so.o
103

Surrogate: 4BromoJktorobeflZefle 51.5 zig/kg 50.0

LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (J1F2825-BSI). 96.8
Benzen . 48.4 2.0 ug/kg 50.0

99.8
Bromobenzene 49.9 5.0 ugfkg 50.0

100
Bromochloromethane 50.2 5.0 ugfkg 50.0

108
.Brornodichloromethane 54.1 2.0 uglkg 50.0

Bromoform 52.8 5.0 ugfkg 50.0 - 106

89.6
Bromomethane 44.8 5.0 ugfkg 50.0

100
n-Butylbenzene 50.0 5:0 ug/kg 50.0

99.2
secButy1benzene. 49.6 5.0 ug/kg 50.0

- tertButylbenZene - 47.0 5.0 ugfkg 50.0 94.0

Analyte Result

Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
livine, CA 92614
Attentjon-Bita,Tab2tab

Project ID: Valley Albambra
04-9065A

Report Numbtr 1KF095 I

2B52 Mon Ave., JMne CA 92606 (949)261-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228

1014 EColdby Dt. SuSe Co8on, CA 92324 (9091 370-4667 FAX (909)370-1048

7217 H nhUI3t.,SU3t8 B-IZ Van NUy, CA 91406 (818) 779-1644 FAX (618) 779-1643

84 çtezapeake Dr., Sufta 805. San Diego. CA 82123 (958) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-9589
6830 South Silt St. Salle 6-120. PaierIX. AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0861

tQBLATQDATA

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B18260B)

Sampled: 06122/01
Reèei.'ed: 06/22101

Data
Qualifiers

Del Mar Analytical,,JrYiXle
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The resu4 pertain only to the so.noples ited In the !aboratoiy. T/,is,eport that! not be reproduced.

except In full. wit/iou! rWen permlssionfrom Del iviarAnalyticoL LKFO95I <Page 21 of 33>

Analyte

11 :5' .t a te.: ta

-

Result
Reporting

LImit' Units
Spike
Level

Source .%REC - RPD
Result %REC Limits RPD Limit

Blank Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-BLKI) '

HexachlOrobUt'adiefle ND ' . 5.0 ugfkg

!sopropy1b0n1ze
ND 2.0 . ug/kg

p_Isopropyltoluefle
Methylene chloride,
Naphthalene-

ND
ND

"ND

2.0
20
5.0

ug/kg
ug/kg

ug/kg

-

n-Propylbenzene ND .. 2.0 ug/kg.

Styrene ND - 2.0 ug/kg

l,l,l,2_Tetrachloroethafle -ND 5.0 ug/kg '

],l,2,2.Tetrachlorocth&fle ND. 2.0 ug/kg

Teach1or0ethfle ND .0 tog/kg

Toluene ND 2.0' ug/kg

1,2;3_Trichlorobenzcne . ND 5.0 tog/kg

I,2,4Trichlorobenzefle ND 5.0 ug/kg

i,t,1_TrichlOroethafle ND 2.0 tog/kg

l,I,2.Tiichloroethafle .
ND 2.0 tog/kg

Trichl9roethene . '. .

Trichlorofluo'romethafle

ND
ND

2.0
5.0

tog/kg

ug/kg . -

- 1,2,3_Trichioropropane

l,2,4.Trimethylbeflzene.

ND

.N

10

2.0

tog/kg

ugfkg

.

I 3,5_TrimethylbenZefle ND 2.0 tog/kg

Vinyl chloride ' . ND 5.0 tog/kg

o-Xylene ND' 2.0 tog/kg

m,p-lXyIcnes ND' 2.0 tog/kg
J06 85-125

Surrogate:.D1bromoflUor0meth0e 52.9.. tog/kg 50.0
80-120

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 51.1-' .
tog/kg 50.0 J02

103 80-120
Surrogate: 4..BromoJ!uOrobeflzefle 51.5 tog/kg 50.0

LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (LIF2825-BSI).
96.8 75-130

Benzen ' 48.4 2.0 tog/kg 50.0
' 99.8 75-130

Brotnobenzene '
. 49.9 5.0 tog/kg 50.0

100 70-140
Bromoch1oromethafl 50.2 5.0 ugfkg 50.0

108 75-135.
.Brornodichlorolflethane

54.1 2.0 ug/kg 50.0
55-130

Bromofbrm 52.8 5.0 ug/k 50.0 106

' 89.6 65-140
Bromomethane 44.8 '5.0 tog/kg 50.0

100 75-130
n-Butylbenzene . 50.0 5:0 tog/kg 50.0

80-135
scc.Butylbenzefle. 49.6 5.0 tog/kg 50.0 99.2

75-130
- tert.ButylbenZefle - 47.0 5.0 ugfkg 50.0 94.0



Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Inine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID: Valley Alhambra
04-9065A.

Report Number IKFO9S 1

J11EThOD- BJQCDATA

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCJMS.(EPA 5030B/8260B)

2852 Alton Ave.. t,vie. CA 92s0&
1014 E. Coldby DL su.e A. Coflcn. CA 9Z324

7277 }la'vvn)U* Su 0-12. Van Nuy, CA O4o6
9M sapéak Dr.. Buie 80S. Sn 01890, CA 92123

9830 South 5151 S &Je 8-120. Phoex. AZ 8O44

g49 2S1-1 022 fAX (849) 261-1223
(909J 370-4867 FAX (G9) 370-1046
(818) 77-ia44 FAX (BiB) 779-1943
(858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9589
(48 785&)43 FAX (46)785-0851

Sampled: 06/22101

Received: 06/22/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain only to the samples tested in the lcboratoy. This report shlI notbe reproduced.

except infzdl. without written penn1istonfim Del Mar Analytical. IKFO9SI <Page 22 of33>

Analyte Result.

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted: 06128101

Reporting
Limit Units

Spike Source °hREC RPD Data

Level Rsult %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-BSI) .

Carbonetrichloride 49.8 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 .99.6 70-160

Chlorobenzene 51.8 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 104 75-130

Chloroethane 48.5 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 97.0 65-135

Chlorofbpn 50.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 100 75-130

Chloromethane 44.8 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 89.6 45-130

2-Chlorotoluene 48.4 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 96.8 75-130

4-Chlorotoluene 49.5 . 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 99.0 80-130

Dibromochloromethane 51.9 2.0 ug&g. 50.0 104 70-140

!,2Dibromo-3-chIoroproPane 48.0 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 96.0 50-145

1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) 55.5 2.O . ug&g 50.0 111 60-145

Dibromomethane 51.6 2.0 ug/kg .50.0 103 65-135

I,2-Dichlorobenzene 46.7 2.0 uglkg 50.0 93A 75-130

I3-DichIoroenzene 47.4 2.0 ugfkg 50.0 94.8 75-130

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 46.2 2.0 uglkg 50.0 92.4 80-125

Dichomdifluoromeihane 45.6 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 91.2 10-140

1,I-Dichoroethane 503 2.0 uglkg 50:0 O1 75-135

1,2-Dichlbroethane 49.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0. 98.4 65-140

1,1-Dichioroethene 50.7 5.0 ug/kg so.o 101 70-145

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 48.0 2.0 ugfkg 50.0 96.0 70-130

tTans.I,2-Dichloroethene 50.4 2.0 ugfkg 50.0 301 75-140

1,2-DichLoropropane 50.6 2.0 ü/kg 50:0 101 . 75-130

1,3-Dichloropropane 55.9 2.0 ut/kg 50.0 112 65-140

2,2-Dichloropropane 44.2 2.0 . ug/kg 50.0 88.4 75-150

J,1-Dichloropropene. 47.2 2.0 uglkg 50.0 94.4 75-140

cis-1,3-Dich!oropropéfle 52.8 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 106 65135

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 53.6 2.0 ug/kg. 50.0 107 65-140

Ethythenzene 50.7 2.0 uglkg 50.0 101 75-135

Hexach1oobutdene 47.5 5.0 ig/kg 50.0 95.0 75-150

Isopropylbenzene 4.1 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 98.2 80-135

p.isopropyltoluene 45.6 2.0 uglkg 50:0 91.2 75-13p

Methylcnechloride 50.1 20 ug/kg 50.0 100 70-2S

Nap1tha!ene 45.0 5.0 hg/kg 50.0 90.0 50-145

n-Propylbenzene 51.0 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 102 80-135

Styrene 52.6 2.0 uglkg 50.0 105 75-140

1,1,1,2-TetrBchlorOethane 52.7 5.0 .ug/kg 50.0 105 75-135

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethafle 55.7 2.0 ug&g .50.0 111 70-135

Del MarAnalytical

Environ-1nine Project ID: Valley Alhambra

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A.

Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: 1KFO9S1

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

2852 Aflon Ave.. Irvie. CA 92906 49) 281-1 022 fAX (949) 261-1223
10149. Coldby Dr.. Su8.9 A. CoHen. CA 92324 (909) 370-4887 FAX (909) 370-1046

7277 }Iavn)ut, Su8 0-12. Van Nuyo, CA 01406 (818) 779-1a44 FAX (818) 779-1843
984 has pénke Dr.. Hello 00S San Diego, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 South 5151 SI. S,i0e 8-120. Phoax. AZ 85044 (4801785-0543 FAX (480)785-0851

j1EThO1 BJQCDAI'A

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS(EPA 5030B/8260B)

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

The results pertain only to the snnplzs tested in the loboratoty. This report shli no: be reproduced. -

except in full, without written penntsstonfiom Del Mar AnalyticaL IKFO9SI <Page 22 of 33>

Analyte Result.

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted: 06128101

Reporting
Limit Units

Spike Source - %REC RPD Data

Level Rsu1t - %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11 F2825-BSI)
Carbon tetrichloride 49.8 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 .99.6 70-160

Chlorobenzene - . 51.8 20 ug/kg 50.0 - i0 75-130

Chloroethane 48.5 5.0 uglkg 50.0 97.0 65-135

Chloroform 50.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 (00 75-130

Chloromethane .
44.8 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 89.6 45-130

2-Chlorotoluene 48.4 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 96.8 75-130

4-Chiorotoluenc 49.5 50 ug/kg 50.0 99.0 80-130

Dibromochloromcthafle 51.9 2.0 ug/kg . 50.0 104 70-140

l,2Dibromo-3-chloropropane 48.0 5.0 ugfkg 50.0 96.0 50-145

I 2-Dibmmocthane (EDB) 55.5 2.Ô . uglkg 50.0 111 60-145

Dibromomethane 51.6 2.0 ugfkg .50.0 103 65-135

1,2-Dichlorobcnzene 46.7 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 934 75-130

l3-DichIorobenzefle 474. -2.0 ugfkg 50.0 94.8 75-139

1,4-Dichlorobenzcne 46.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 92.4 80-125

Dich)orodif]uoromethane 45.6 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 91.2 10-140

1,1-Dichloroethanc 50.5 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 101 75-135

1,2-Dichloroethane 49.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0. 98.4 65-140

1,i-Dichlorocthcne s0.7. 5.0 ug/lcg 50.0 101 70-145

cis-1 ,2.Dichloroethene 48.0 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 96.0 70-130

trans.I,2-Dichloroethene 50.4 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 301 75-140

1,2-Dichloropropane 50.6- 2.0 ifJk 50:0 101 .75-130

1,3-Dichloropropane 55.9 2.0 uk/kg 50.0 112 65-140

2,2-Dichioropropane 44.2 2.0 . ug/kg 50.0 88.4 75-150

1,1-Dichloropropene. 47.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 94.4 75-140

cis-J 52.8,3-Dichioropropene 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 106 65-135

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 53.6 2.0 ug/kg. 50.0 (07 65-140

Ethylbenzene - 50.7- 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 101 75-135

}lexachlorobutadiene . 47.5 5.0 ig/kg 50.0 95.0 75-150

lsopropylben.zene 4.1 2.0 ug/kg -50.0 98.2 80-135

p-isopropyltpluene 45.6 2.0 ug/kg 50:0 91.2 75-130

Methylene chloride 50.1 20 ug/kg 50.0 100 70-125

Naplithalene 45.0 5.0 . iig/kg 50.0 90.0 50-145

n-Propylbenzcnc 51.0 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 102 80-135

Styrene 52.6 2.0 ug/kg. 50.0 105 75-140

1,1, 1,2.Tetrachloroethane 52.7 5.0 .ug/kg 50.0 105 75-135

l,1,2,2.Tetrachloroethafle 55.7 2.0 ug&g .50.0 111 70-135



-

Environ-Irvine
20 1.0 Main Street, 9th. Floor
Irvi.ne, CA 92614
Attention; Bita Tab atabai

Analyfe

Tctrachloroetbene

Toluenc
I ,2,3-Trichlorobenzene
I ,24-Trich1orobenzene

Ll1-Trichloroethane
1 l2-Trichloroethane
Trichlorothene
Trichlorofluoromethane
I 2,3-Tiichloropropane
I ,2;4-Trimethylbenzene
I ,3.5-TrimethylbenZene
Vinyl chloride

o-Xylene
mp-Xyleñs
Surrogate: Dibro,nofluromethOfle

Surrogate: Toluene-d8

Surrogate: iBromofluorobenZefle

el MarAnalylical

Result

Jatch: Ti F2825 Extr2cted; 06/28/01

LCS Analyzed: 06128/01 (1 ]F2825-BSI)
53.5

47.2

45.6
48.0
48.3
52.0
47.3
55.7
532
50.5
50.7
44.3
49.8
100

53.3

51.0
52.1

Reoortin2

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/28/0]. (11F2825-MSI)
Benzene 46.5 :

Bromodichloromethane 52.6

Bromoform 56.4

Chlorobenzene 49.5

01orofo 49.2

Dibromoch!oromethane 52.5

14-Dich1orobenzene 43.8

ll-Djchtorocthafle 49.8

l,2-Dichloroe1bane 50.2

LI-Dichloroethene 49.8

Ethylbenzene 48.3

Naphthalene 50.2

Tetrachloroethene 50.0

Toluene 45.4

Trichloroethene 45.2

Vinyl chloride 41.5

o-Xylenc 47.5

ni,p-Xylenes 95.3

Del Mar Analytical, Jrvine
PattyMata
Project Manager

Project ID Valley A11ambra
04-9065A

Report Number: 1KF095 I

IE111OD

2.0

2.0
5.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

.2.0
5.0

10

2.0.
2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0
2.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

.5.0

20
2.0

2852 Mon Ave.. Irvine. CA 92808
1014 E.Cokby Dc.. SuIto&Cdtm, CA 92324

7277 Heyvnhurt, Stifle 8-12, Vn MJyE, CA 91406
9484 C1esapOOJE Dr.. SLW 8O5 Sa Diego. CA 92123

B830 Sooth 5131 St. Suite 6.120. Phoorix. AZ 85044

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

(949 261.1022 FAX 1B49) 281-1228
(9D9) 370.4567 F.X (909)370.1046
(818) 779-184*FAX (818) 779-1843
(858) 5O585D6 FAX (858) 50S-9SM
(480) 785-0043 FAX (4B0) 185-0851

Sampled: 06/22/01
Reóeived: 06/22/01

Limit

The results pertolii only Jo the samples tegted in the laboratory. This repoli shalt not b reproduced.

except in flu!, without written permission [rum Del Mar 4n0!YI1CUI. IKFO9SJ <Pa.e 23 of 33>

Units
Spike Source . %REC RPD

Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit.
Data

Qualifiers

ug/kg 0.0 107 75-30
uglkg 50.0 944 75-130

ug/lcg 50.0 91.2 50-140

ug/kg 50.0 96.0 70-130

ug/kg 50.0 96.6 75-140

ug/kg 50.0 104 65-130

ug/lcg 50.0 94.6 75-130

ug/lcg 50.0 lll 55-145ug 50.0 106 60-140

ug/lcg 50.0 101 80-130

uglkg 50.0 101 80-135

ug/kg 50.0 88.6 45-140

uglkg 50.0 99.6 75-130

uglkg 100 Wa 75-135

ug/kg 50.0 107 85-125

ieg/kg 50.0 102 80-120

zig/kg 50.1) 104 80-120

Source: JKF095101
uglkg 50.0 ND 93.0 45-J40
uglkg- 50.0 ND. lOS. 75-140

uglkg 50.0 ND 113 55-150

ug/kg 50.0 ND . 99.0 75-135

uglkg 50.0 ND 98.4 75-140

uglkg 50.0 ND W5 70-140

ug/kg 50.0 ND 87.6 80-145

ug/kg 50.0 ND 99.6 70-150

uglkg 50.0 ND OO 65-145

uglkg 50.0 ND 99.6 70-165

ugñcg 50.0 ND 96.6 55-40
u/kg 50.0 ND 100. 65-175

uglkg . 50.0 ND 100 75-200

uglkg 50.0 ND 90.8 50-40
uglkg 50.0 ND 90.4 :15-145

ug/kg 50.0 ND 83.0 45-160

uglkg 50.0 ND 95.0 75-1 50

ug/k 00 ND 95.3 55-160

-

Environ-Irvine
201.0 Main Street, 9th. Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention; Bita Tabatabal

el MarAnalylical

Project ID: .Valley Alliambra
-

- 04-9065A
Report Number: 1KF095 I

2852 AitonAve.. itvine, CA 92808 (949) 261-1022 FAX (949) 281-1228
- 1014 E.Cokby Dc.. Suite &Cottm, CA 92324 (909)3704667 FAX (909)370-1046
- 7277 Heyvenhli,ut. SuIte 8-12, Vun Miye, CA 91406 (818) 779-184*FAX (818)779-1843

9484 C1tesapcale Dr.. Suite 805k Sae Diego, CA 92123 - (858)505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9889
9830 Sooth 51,1 St. Suite 8-120. Phoorix. AZ 8504.4 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

- Sarnped: 06/22/Ui
Reóeived: 06/22/01
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Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th ioor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Del .MarAnalytical

- Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Numbcr 1KF0951

d-1-
çEtq 1rK!Q CTJATA

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS .EPA 5O3OBI826OB

Reporting

Analyte Result Limit

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted: 06/28/01

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-MS1). .

Sut-rogate: Dibro,nofluoromethafle 54.4

.Surrogote: 7'óluene-d8- . 51.4.

Surrogote: 4-BrornofluorobeflZefle 52.4

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed 06/28/01 (11F2825-MSDI)
Benzenc .

.46.2 2M

Bromodichlorornethane 51-9 . 2.0

Bromoforin 54.3 5.0

Ch.lorobexizene 49.3 20

Chloroform 48.0 2.0

Dibromochtoromethafle 5L8 2.0

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 44.9 20

1,lDjchlomethane 48.5 - 2.0

L2-Dichloroethane - 490 2.0

1,1-Dichloroethene 49.0 5.0

Ethylbenzene -
48.2 20

Naphthalenc 48.4 5.0

Tetrachioroethene 506 0

Toluene 447 2.0

Trichloroethene 45.3 2.0

Vinyl chloride 413 5.0

o-Xylbne 4L5 2.0

m,p-Xyienes .
95.6 2.0

Surrogote:.DibrotfloflUoromethohie 540

Surrogate: Tdluene-d8 51.1

Surrogate: 4Bro,nofluoroben2efle 52i

2852 Allan A,n. I-vine, CA 9808 (949) 267-1022 FAX (948)281-1228
10145. Cddby Ot. Salle A. Cohen, CA 92324 (909) 370-4587 FAX (909)370-7049

7277 Iayvanhzrol, Salle B-12,VSn Nuyv. CA 9i406 (818)'flS-1&44 FAX (818) 779-1843
9484 C(iaxapeoke Dv., Sub 80& Sen Dlojo. CA 92123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 South Sly SL Suite 9-120. PhoenIx. AZ 95044 (480)795-0043 FAX (490) 785-0851

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06122/01-

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain only to the samples tested in the !oborotory. TitEr report s/toll nOt be reproduced.

escept influlL without written pennlssionfiotfl Del Mar AnolyticaL 1KF0951- Pagf24 of33>

Spike Source : - %REC . RPD - Data

Units Level Result. %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

Source:1KF0951-0I
ugflcg 50.0 . 109 85-123

ug/kg 50.0 103 80-120

zig./kg 50.0 105 80-120

Source 1KF0951-0l
ug/kg 50.0 ND 92.4 45-140 0.647 20

ug/kg 50.0 . ND 104: 75-140 1.34 20

u'kg 50:0 ND 109 . 55-150. 3.79 30

ug/kg 50.0. ND 98.6 75-135 0.405 2O

..ug/kg 50.0 ND 96.0 75-140 2.47 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 104 70-140 1.34 25

ug/kg 500. . ND 89.8 80-145 248 25

uglkg 50.0 ND 97.0 70-150 2.64 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 98.0 65-145 2.42 25

ug/kg 50.0 ND 980 70-165 1.62 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 964 -55-140 0.207 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 96.8 65-175 165 40

ug/kg 50.0 ND 101 75-200 1.19 25

ug/kg. 50.0 ND 89.4 50-140 1.55 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 90.6 75-145 0221 20

ug/kg.. 50.0.. ND.. 826 45-16Q 0483 30

ug/kg 50.0 ND 95.0 75-150 0.00 20

ug/kg 100 ND 95.6 55-160 0.3 14 20

zig/kg 50.0 108 85-1.25

zig/kg 500 102 80-120

zig/kg 500 104 80-120

Del .MarAna1yticd
2852AJ100 Auo., Ivine, CA 92806

10140. Cddby Dc.. Suflo A. Coflon, CA 92324
7217 Hayvunhcrol. Suflo B-12.Vuic Nuy. CA 9i406

9-484 C aoapo&e Di.. SuSo 805. Son DIoo. CA 92123
9830 South 51st St. Suila 9-120. phoenIx. AZ 85044

(949) 267-1022 FAX (949)281-1228
(909) 970-4687 FAX (9(e) 370-7049
(818)'flS-1844 FAX (818)779-1943
(858) 505-8598 FAX (858) 505-9589
(480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine Project ID: Valley Aihambra -

2010 Main Street, 9th Fl9or 04-9065A . Sampled: 06/22/01 -

Irvine, CA 92614 Report NumbVcc 1KF0951 Received: 06/22101- :

Attention: Bita Tabatabal V -. - V V -

V

V V

ETEtQt 1rIQQCDAT4VçV.iV
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B18260BV) - V

- - Reporting

- Analyte Result IJenit

Batch: 11F2825 Extracted: 06/28/01

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-MS1).
V

Su-rogare: Dibrwnoihibromethafle
V

54.4

..Suirogale: Tóluene-d8
V

V 51.4.
VSLtrrogote: 4-BrornoJhiorobenZefle 52.4

V

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed 06/28/01 (11F2825-MSDI)
Benzenc

V -
46.2 2.0

Bromodichiorornethane . 51.9 2.0

Bromoforin 54.3 5.0

Ci7.lorobenzene 49.3 2.0

Chloroform V
48.0 2.0 V.

DibrornochiorOmethafle' 51.8 2.0

1,4-Dic.hlorobenzene . 449 2.0

.1,1.Djchlomethane . 48.5 . 2.0

L2-Dichloroethaflc . 49.0 10
1,1-Dichioroethene 49.0 5.0

Ethylbenzene 48.2 2.0

Naphthalene 48.4 5.0

Tetrachioroethene '
50.6 . 2.0

Toluene . 44.7 2.0

Trichloroethene 45.3 2.0

Vinylchloride 4L3 5.0

o-Xy1ne 47.5 2.0

m,p-Xylenes . . . 95.6' 2.0.

Surrogote:Dibromofiuoromethane 540
V

Surrogate: T6luene-dB
V 51.1

Surrogate: 4Bro,nofluoroben2efle 52J

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine V

Patty Mata . - V .
V

Project Manager
V -

-
. The resulLs pertai)1 only to the samples tested !n the laboratocy. 77zfr reportshall not be reproduced.

V

escept infith'. without written pernzlssianfranl Del Mar AnalyticaL 1KF0951- <Page 24 of33>

V

Spike Source
V

V %REC RPDV
V Data

Units Level Result- %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

Source: 1KF0951-01 V

ugflcg 50.0 .109 85-125

ug/kg 50.0 103 80-120

zig/kg 50.0 105 80-120

Source: 1KF0951-0l
ug/kg 50.0 ND 92.4 45-140 .647 . 20

ug/kg 50.0 V ND 104: 75-140 1.34 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 109 V 55-150. 3.79 30

ug/kg 50.0. ND 98.6 75-135 0.405 2O

Vugkg 50.0 ND 96.0 75-140 2.47 20

uglkg 50.0 ND 104 70-140 1.34 25

ug/kg 50.0. . ND 89.8 80-145 2.48 25

ug/kg 50.0 ND 97:0 70-150 2.64 . 2O

ug/kg 50.0 ND 98.0 65-145 2.42 2.5

ug/kg 50.0 ND 98.0 70-165 1.62 20

ugfkg 50.0 ND 96.4 55-140 0.207 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 96.8 65-175 3.65' 40

ug/Icg ND 101 75-200 1.19V500
25

ug/kg. 50.0 ND 89.4 50-140 1.55 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND p0.6 75-145 0.221 20

.ugfkg... ., 50.0,. No,., 82.6 4516t,V.. 0.483 .30

ug/kg 50.0 ND 95.0 75-150 0.00 20

.ug/kg 100 ' ND 95.6 55-160 0.314 20

zig/kg 50.0 108 85-125

izg/kg 500 102 80420

zig/kg 50.0 104 80-120



Mialyte

4Ch1omtO1UcflC

Dibromochioromethanc
1 ,2_Dibmio.3_ch1oroProPa

I 2.Dibiomoeth8nC (EDB)
DibromQmcthe.
I ,2_DichlorobenZeflt

t,3.Dich1orobeflZene

I 4DichIorobenZefle

Djcb1orodifluoOrnethane

1,1 _Dièhloroethane

I ,2Dich1omethafle.

,IDich1oroethefl
Cjs_1,2DichIoToethene

trans1,2DchJOroetheT
l,2_DchIoropTOpafle

3DichoroprOPafle

22_Dich!oroproP2fle

I I-.DichIompr0Pefl

cis_,3_DiChOrOPr0Pe

nan1,3_Dich1OrOPrOPefl

Ethylbenzenc -

Del Mar Analytiãal

Environ-byrne -_

2010 Maui Street, 9th Floor
hvine,CA 92614
Attention; Bita Tabatabai -

Batch: 11F2908 Extracted: 061291(fl

Blank Analyed: 06/29/01 (11F2908BLK1)

- Benzene ND -

:Bromobcnzcnc
ND -

- Bromochloromethant ND

BromodichorOmCthane ND

Bromofonn ND

Brthuomethafle ND

nButyIbenZCne
ND

secButyIbcnZene ND

tcrtButybcnZeflC. ND

Carbon ictxachIoide ND

Chlorobcnzcne ND

Chioroethanc ND

Chloroform ND

Chlororncthane . ND

2_Chiorotoluefle ND

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
Nb
ND
ND
ND

ND
ND
ND
ND

ND

ND
ND

ND
ND

- Project ID Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Number 1KF095 I

3MIJOD LMffC DATA

VOLATILE ORGMICS by GC/MS(EI'A 5030B/8260B)

-

Result

- Samp'ed: 06/221O1
- Received: 06/22/Q1

Del Mar AnaytiCa1, Irvine
Patty Mata -

Project Manager -

The results pertain onyta the .wmples I2sIed In the (abaratazY- TJiLs report shall not be reproduced . -

except influll, without written permission front Dl Mar Analvdcal. JKFO9SI <Pa2e 25 cf33>

Reporting -. Spike Source . - %REC - RPD Data

Lhnit Units Level Result- %REC Limits RYD Limit Qualifiers

2.0 ug/kg -

5.0 ug/kg - -

50 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

50- ug/kg

5M uglkg

50 ug/kg

50 ugfkg

50: uglkg

.50 ug/kg

20 ugflcg

50 ug/kg

-20 ug/kg

50 ug/kg

50 ug/kg

ND 50 uglkg

20 ug/kg

5o ug/kg

20 ug/kg

20. ugfkg

20 ug
2.0 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

50 ug!kg

20 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

5a ug/kg

20 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

20 ug&g

20 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

20 ug&g

20 ug/kg

20 ug/kg

2852 Anon AVL.VnB. CA 26O6 (94)261-1O22 FAX (94g) 251-1228

1014 E.Ccdby Dr.. Sufte A. CcIoq, CA 9324 (909)370-466? FAX (9O) 7O-IG46

nfl iieitnsI. Sub B-i2. Van NUy. CA 91406 (818)m-ia FAX (815) 719-1843

S4B4 Ceu9D88 DL. Suite 85. Sn DIgo CA 92123 (85 5O5-859 FAX (85) 505-g58g
785-0551

9B30 South 51st St. Stifle B-l20..PhoedX. P2 e5044 (480)785-0043 FAX (480)

Environ-byrne
2010 Maui Street, 9th Floor
hvine,CA 92614
Attentiorc Bita Tabatabai

Analyte

Del Mar AnalytlOal

- - Project ID: Valley Albanibra
04-9065A

Report Nurnber 1KF095 I

Batch: 11F2908 Extracted: 06129/01

MIJOD rff2c DAiI

2852 A#on AVL.bVtflB, CA 92608
1014 E.Cc4dby Dr.. Sufte A. CctIoq, CA 92324

7277 H yenhtflSI. 5.510 Bi2. U,n NUYO, CA91406
9484 C1eU9898 Df.. Suite 805. Son DI09O CA 92123

9830 South 51st St.. Suite B-120..PhO.dX. AZ 85044

(949)251-1022 FAX (948)2511228
(909) 370-46&? FAX (900) 370-1046
(818)779.1644 FAX (818)779.1843
(858) soo-859t FAX (859)505.9589
(480)785-0043 FAX (480)785.0551

- Sampled: 06/221O1
-. Received: 06/22/Q1

VOLATILE ORGMICS by GC/MS(EI'A 5030B/8260B) - -

- Reporting Spike Source -
- %REC - RPD Da-ta

Result Limit Units Level Result- %REC Limits - RPD Limit Qualifiers

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata -

Project Manager -
The results pertain only to the samples jesied In the laboratozY. This report shizil not be reproduced. -

- ercpz influll, without written perrnlsslollfro'7t Del Mar AnalyticaL JKFO9SI Pa2e 25 of33>

Blank Analyed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BLKI) -

Benzene ND 2.0 ng/kg

:Bromobcnzeflc
ND 5.0 ug/Icg

Bromochloromethant ND 5.0 ug/kg

Bromodichloromethafle ND 2.0 uglkg

Bromofonn ND 5.0- ug/kg

Bromomethafle ND
-

5.0 tg/kg

nButylbenZene ND 5.0
-

ug/kg

secButY1bcnZefle ND 5.0 ug/kg

tertButy)bCnZeflC -
ND 5.0: ug/kg

Carbon ierxchloride ND 5.t) ug/kg

Chlorobcnzene ND 2.0 ug/lcg

Chloroethanc ND 5.0 ug/kg

Chloroform ND -2.0 ug/kg

Chiorornethatle ND 5.0 ug/kg

2_Chlorotoluenc ND 5.0 uglkg

5.0 uglkg
4-Chlorotolucflc ND

thbromothloromethane ND 2.0 uglkg

1 ,2_Dibromo.3ch1o1oPr0P8 ND 5.0 ug/kg

1,2_Dibiornoethanc (ED B) ND 2.0 uglkg

DibromoncthTe. ND 2.0- ug/kg

I,2_DiçhlorobenzenC

1,3_DichlorobenZene

ND
ND

- 2.0
2.0 uglkg

1 ,4DichlorobenZefle NI) 2.0 - ug/kg

Dicblorodjfluorornetllanc Nb 5.0 ug/kg

1,1 _Dichloroethafle ND 2.0 ug/kg

I 2:Di10r0et1l21. ND 2.0 ug/kg

I .1_Dichioroethene
ND 5.0 ug/kg

cis_l,2.DichloToethefle ND 2.0 ug/kg

trans1,2DichJorOethefle ND 2.0 ug/kg

l,2_DichloroprOPafle
ND 2.0 ug/kg

I ,3_DichloroprOpafle
ND 2.0 ug/kg

2,2_IJichloropropafle

I ,lDich1oropropefle

ND
ND

2.0
2.0

ug/kg

ug/kg

cis_I3.DichI0rOPr0Pe ND 2.0 ug!kg

trans1,3Dichl0r0proPCfle ND 2.0 uglkg

Ethylbenzenc ND 2.0 ug/kg



Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine,CA92614 -

Attentiom Bita Tabatabai-

Del Mar Analytical

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
- 04-9065A

RepoitNuonber: 1KF0951

_ 2 j3;-;
----

5852 AM Ave., Lve, CA 02606 (945) 261-1022 FAX (940) 261-1228
1014 Ecddby Dr.. Suha A, Con. CA 92324 (909) 370-4087 FAX (009)370-1048

7277 Hayvenhurst. SuIte B-12,VanNuye, CA 91408 (818)172-1844 FAX (818)779-1843
9484 Cbesaptalce Dr.. SuIte 805. San Diego. CA 2123 (058) 505-6596 FAX (658)505-0589-

983) South 5131 SLSUIIe 8-120. Pboenx.AZ 85044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 788-0851

- Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE ORGANICS -by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

Del-Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain, only to the samples esied in the laboralory- This report shah/not be reproduced.

except in full, without wrtite.iper,ntsston front DclMar AnalyticaL - - IKF0951 <Page 26 of33>

-

Analyte Result

)3tch: 11F2908 Extrpcted; 06/29/01

Reporting
Limit Units

-

Spike Source - %REC RPD Data

Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit. Qualifiers

Blank Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BLKI)
Hexachiorobutadiefle ND 5.0 ug/kg

Isopropylbenzcne ND 20 ug/kg

p-lsopropyltoluene ND 20 uglkg

Methyenech)oride. ND 20 ug/kg

Naphthalene. ND SM -uglkg

n-Propyibcñzcflc ND 20 uglkg

Styrene- ND :20 uglkg

l,1,l,2.Tetrachloroethafle ND 5o ugikg

l,1,2,2.Tetrachloroethafle ND 20 ug/kg

Tetrach]oroethene ND :. 20 ug/kg

Toluene ND 20- ugfkg

I,2,3-Trichlorobeflzefle ND 50 uglkg

I ,2,4-Trichtorobeflzefle ND 50 uglkg

l,l,1-Trichloroethané ND 20 ugfkg

1,l,2-Trichloioethane ND 20 uglkg

Trichiomethene NE> 20 ugfkg

Tnchlorofluoromethafle ND 50 ug/kg

I ,2,3-Trichloropropane ND 10 ug/kg

1 ,2,4-Trimethylbenzcne ND 20 uglkg

l,3,5-Trimethylbenzene ND 20 ug/kg

Vinyl ch!onde ND SM ug/kg

o-Xylene ND - 10 ug/kg

rn,p-Xyienes ND 20 uglkg

Surrogate: Dibrornofluoromethafle 458 ug/kg 5110 9L6 85-125

Surrogate: Thluene-d8 49-5 ug/kg 50_U 99_U 80-120

Surrogate: 4_Bro,nofiuorobenzelie 460. ug/kg 50_U 920 80-120

LCS Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BSI)
Benzene 54.7 20 us/kg 500 109 75-130

Bromobenzene 511 50 ug/kg SUM 106 75-130

Bromochloromethane 504 SM ug/kg SUM 101 70-140

Bromodichioromethafle .512 10 ug/kg SUM 102 75-135

Bromoforrn 495 SM ug/kg 500 990 55-130

Bromornethane 560 SM ug/kg SUM 112 65-140

n-Butylbeazene 50-6 SM ugfkg SUM 101- 75-130

sec.Butylbenzene . 52.2 SM ug/kg SUM 104 80-135

tert-Butylbenzene 509 SM uglkg SUM 102 75-130

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai-

Del Mar Malytical

DelMar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
.Project Manager

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

RepoltNuTnber: 1XF0951

2 --j3;-.. .-

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

- 2052 M Ave.. Lv5e,CA 92606 (940) 261-1022 FAX (940) 261-1228
1014 E.Cddby Dr., Sulla A. Con, CA 8.2324 (909)370-4067 FAX (909)370-1048

7277 Hayvenhurst. SuIte B-12.VanNVye CA 91408 (818)172.18.44 FAX (818)772-1843
9484 Cbesaptatce Dr., SuIte 805. San Dlego.CA.52123 (858) 505-6595 FAX (858) 505-0559-

583) South 5131 SLSUIIe 8-120. Pboenlx.AZ 85044 (480) 795-0043 FAX (450) 795-0851

Sampled: 06122/01
Received: 06/22/01

.The results pertain-only to the samples tested in the laboralory. This repori shall no? be reproduced,

except in full, without wrl:resLperrntsslon from Dc/Mar Analytical. - IKF0951 <Page 26 of33>

Analyte

patch: 11F2908 Extrpcted: 06/29/01

-

Result
- Reporting

Limit Units
Spike Source - . %REC - RPD Data

Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit. Qualifiers

Blank Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BLKI)
Hexachlorobutadiene ND

-

ag/kg

Isopropylbenzcne ND 2.0 ag/kg

p-lsopropyltolucnc - ND 2.9 ag/kg

Methy1ene chloride. ND 20 ag/kg

Naphthalene. ND 5.0 ug/kg

n-Propylbcrizcnc ND 2.0 ag/kg

Styrene .. ND :2.0 ag/kg

1 ,1,1,2-Tctrachloroethane ND 5.0 ag/kg

1,1.2,2_Tetrachloroethafle ND 2.0 ag/kg

Tetrach]oroethene . ND 2.0 . ag/kg

Toluene . ND 2.0- ag/kg

1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene - ND 5.0 uglkg

I ,2,4-Trichtorobenzene ND 5.0 ugfkg.

1,1,1-Trichioroethanc . ND 2.0 ag/kg

1,l,2-Trichloioethane ND 2.0 . ug/kg

Trichloroethene . ND 2.0 ugfkg

Trichlorofluorometharle ND 5.0 ug/kg

.1,2,3-Trichioropropafle ND . 10 ug/kg

1 .2,4-Triructhylbenzcne ND 2.0 ag/kg

l,3,5-Trirnethylbcnzene ND . 2.0 ug/kg

Vinyl ch!oride . ND 5.0 ag/kg

o-Xylene ND - 2.0 ag/kg

m,p-Xylenes ND 2.0 ag/kg

Surrogate: Dibrornofluoromethafle 45.8 ug/kg 50.0 9L6 85-125

Swragote: Thluene-d8 . 49.5 ag/kg 50.0 99.0 80-120

Surroga:e.t 4-Bro,nofiuorobenzene . 46.0. ag/kg 500 92J1 80-120

LCS Analyzed: 06/29101 F908-BSI)
Benzenc . 54.7 2.0 . ag/kg 50.0 109 75-130

Bromobenzene 53.1 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 106 75-130

Bmmocbloromethane 50.4 5.0 ag/kg 50.0 101 70-140

Bromodichloromethane .51.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 102 75-135

Bromoforin S 493 5.0 ag/kg- 50.0 99.0 55-130

Bromornethane 56.0 5.0 ag/kg 50.0 - 112 65-140

n-Butylbenzene 50.6 5.0 ag/kg 50.0 101- 75-130

sec-Butylbenzene 52.2 50 ag/kg 500 104 80-135

tert-Butylbenzene 50.9 iO ag/kg 50.0 102 75-130



2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
fryine, CA. 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata -

Project Manager
Th rewlispertain.on!y to the 6nip1es tested In the !aboratozy This report ho1! not be reproduced. -

except In full. without written permission from Del Mar 4naiyticaL - IKFO9SI - <Pa2e 27 0f33>

LCS Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BSI) .

Carbontetrachioride . 596 50 ug/kg . 50.0 . 119 70-160

Chlorobenzene . .. 54.2 210 ug/kg. - 50.0 . . 108 75-130

Chloroethane. 499 - 50 ug/kg 500 99.8 65-135

Chlomform -50.6 2.0 ugfkg 50.0 102 . 75-130

Chiorornethane 43.8 5.0 ug/kg SUM 87.6 45-130

2-Chlorutoluene 50.0 5.0 ug/kg 500 100 75-130

4-Ch!órotolucne 50.7 .- 5.0 . ug/lcg 50.0 01 80-130

Dibromochloromethane 51.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 02 70-140

1,_Dibromo3.ch1oropropane 360 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 72.0: 50-145

2_Dibrornoethanc(EDB) 467 .2:0 . uglkg 50.0 934 60-145

Dibromomethanc 50.1 . 2.0 ug/lcg 50.0 100 65-135

1,2-Dithlorobenzene 499 20 ug/kg 50.0 . 99.8 75-130

1,3_Dichlorobenzene . .
51.6 .2.0 uglkg 50.0 103 75-130

1,4_Dichlornbenzene 53 20 ug/k 500 107 80-125

Diclilorodifluoromethafle 51.0 5.0 ug/kg 500 102 10-140

1,1-Dichlorocthane . 468 20 ug/kg 50.0 93.6 75-135

1,2-Dichioroethane 4-4.2 20 ug/kg 500 . 88.4 65-140

-11Dichloroethene 5L7 5.0 ugfkg . 500 103 70-145

cis-1,2-Dich!orocthcnc 479 2.0 uglkg 50.0 95.8 70-DO

trans-I,2-Dichloroethene 52.4 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 105 75-140

1,2-Dichloropropane 46.0 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 920 75-130

1;3-Dichloropropane 494 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 98.8 65140

2,2-Dichloropropane 511 20. ug/kg 50.0 102 75-150

1,1-Dicb!oropropeiic 5Li 2.0 ug/kg .50.0 102 75-140

cis-I,3.Dichloropropene . 525 20 uglkg 50.0 105 65-135

trans_i,3_Dichloropropene . 509 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 102 65-140

Ethyibenzcne . . 5&7. 20 ugfkg 500 . 113 75-135

Hexachorobutadiene 43.0 5.0 ugkg 50.0 860 75-150

Jsopropylbenzene 50.4 2.0 ugfkg 50.0 101 80-35

p-lsopropyltoluene 503 2.0 ug/kg 500 101 75-30

Mcthylene chloride 459 20 ug/kg 50.0 91.8 . 70-125

Naphthakne 347 5J /1g 500 694 50-145

n-Propylbenzene 526 20 ug/g 500 105 - 80-135

Syrenc 565 20 iig/kg 500 113 75-140

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloioethalle 585 50 ug/kg 500 1.17 75.135

1,12,2-Tctrachloroethane 4-&6 20 ug/kg 500 89.2 70-135

2852 Mon AVO. tMna, CA 92606 {949) 251-1022 FAX (94 26I-228
1 Q4 E.CCJkn)y Dr.. Sue Calico. GA 92324 (909) 37O-47 FAX (909) VOO4

7217HCflh,j1tSuflb B-12.'4n Nuy. CA (818) 779-1& FAX (818) 77g-1843

94B4 c1ei&c DL. 23 ) FAX (85) 5S89
3OSo 51st St. SuRe B-120. Pboenx,-Z B5044 (48 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851Del MarAnalytiöal

Environ-Irvine .. Project ID! Valley Aihambra
04-9065A Samp'ed: 06/22101

Received: o6/22J01Report Numbec 1KF0951

-.:

METHOD J3LANIJQC DAb
-

VOLATILE ORGANICS by CC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

Reoiting Spike Source - - %REC - RPD Data -

Analyte Result Limit Units Level Result. REC Limits RPD Lfmt Qualifiers

Batch: 11 F2908 Extracted: 06/29/01

Del !11A1ytiOal
Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA.92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Numbec 1KF0951

METHOD J3LANrC/QC DAb-
.

2852 Aflün AVe.. lMna, CA 92606 .(849) 251-1022 FAX (048)261-1228
1914 E.CCJICJby Dr.. 9141e A CoHon. CA 92324 (909) 370-4657 FAX (909) 370-1046

7277H8)Cflh195tSUfle 8-12. Vn Nuye.CA 91408 (818)779:1844 FAX (818) 778-1843
9454 C1,eSap9818 DL. SuRe 805; San Dle CA 82123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-9589

305ou81 51e1 St., SURe 6-120. Pboenx,AZ 85044 (400) 785-0043 FAX (480)785-0851

Sampled: 06/22101
Received: 06/22/01

VOLATILE ORGANICS by CC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

Analyte Result

Batch 11F2908 Extracted 06/29/01

LCS Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BSI)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
PattyMata -

Project Manager
Th reiulis pertain-only to the so'niples tested In the !oborarn7. ThLS report5/tall not be reproduced.

- er.cept In full. without writthnpermissionfrom Del Mar 4nolytical. IKFO9SI -pa2e 27 0f 33>

Carbon tetrachloride 59.6

- Chlorobenzene . 54.2

Chloroethane. 49.9

Chloroform 50.$

Chiorornetharie 43.8

2-Chtorutoluene 50.0

4-Chlorotoluene 50.7

Dibromochldromethane 51.2

I,2Dibromo-3.ch1or0propane 36.0

J,2-Dibrornoethanc(EDB)
.

46.7
Dibromornethane 50.1

l,2-DithlorobenZefle 49.9

l,3_Dichlorobenzene .
51.6

1,4-Dichiorobeozefle - 53.6

Diclilorodifluoromethafle 51.0

1,1-Dichioroetbane 46.8

1,2-Dichloroethane 4-4.2

1,l-Dkhloroethene 51.7

cis-1 2-Dichtoroethene 47.9

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 52.4

12-Dichioropropafle . 46.0

l;3-Dichloropropane 49A

2,2-Dichioropropane - SI.)

1 1-Dichloropropelic 51.1

cis-1 3-Dichloropropene .- 52.5

transl,3Dich1orOpropCne . 50.9

Ethylbenzcne - 56.7.

Hexachlorobutadiene 43.0

lsopropylbenzene - 50.4

p-lsopropyltoluene 50.3

Mcthylene chloride . 45.9

Naphthalene 34.7

n-Propylbenzene 52.6

Styrenc 56.5

l,l,I,2_Tetrachloroethallc - 58.5

1,1,2,2-Tefrachloroethane 4-4.6

Reorting
Limit Units

Spike Source : %REC - RPD Data

Level iesult. %REC Limits 'RPD Limit Qualifiers

S .

5.0 ug/kg - 50.0 . 119 70-160

20 ug/kg. 50.0 108 75-130

5.0 ui/kg 50.0 99.8 65-135

2.0 ugfkg 50.0 102 75-130

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 87.6 45-130

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 100 75-130

.5.0 ug/kg 50.0 101 80-130

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 102 70-140

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 72.0: 50-145

20 . ug/kg 50.0 93.4 60-145

. 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 100 65-135

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 99.8 75-130

.2.0 ug/kg 50.0 103 75-130

2.0 /1 50.0 107 80-125

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 102 10-140

2.0 uglkg 50.0 93.6 75-135

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 . 88.4 65-140

-5.0 ugfkg 50.0 103 70-145

2.0 uglkg 50.0 95.8 70-130

2.0 ugfkg 50.0 105 75-140

2.0 ug5O.O 92O .75-130

2.0 ugfkg 50.0 98.8 65-140

2.0. ug/kg 50.0 102 75-150

2.0 ug/kg .50.0 102 75-140

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 105 65-135

2.0 uglkg 50.0 - 102 65-140

2.0 ugfkg so:o - 113 75-135

5.0 uglkg 50.0 86.0 75-150

2.0 ugfkg 50.0 101 80-135

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 101- 75-130

20 - ug/kg 50.0 91.8 - 70-125

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 69.4 50-145

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 105 80-135

2.0 tig/kg 50.0 113 75-140

5.0 ug/kg 50.0 - 117 75-135

2.0 ug/kg 50.0 89.2 70-135



:DeI MarAnalytical
- 2052 P.310 AVS.. 11*10, CA 82606 (049) 281.1022 FAX(949) 281-1228
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Environ-Irvine --
- Project ID: Yalley Aihambra -

2010 Main Street, 9tb Floor - 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/QI - -

Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number. 1KF0951 Received: 06/22/01

Atteiton; Bita Tabatabai- - -- ------

MITIOD BLMIc/QCDATA'
-0

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 503013/826013)

- -- - -

- Reporting - Spike Source - - %REC - RPD Data

Analyté - Result - Limit - ljnits - Level Result %REC Limits RPD LimlL Qualifiers

Batch: i1F2908 Extracted: 06/29/01

LCS Analyzed: 06/29101 (11F2908-BSI)

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/29101- (11F2908-MS1)

Benzene -
. 55-9 -

Bromodichloromethafle 513 .. -

Broioform - 511

- Chlorobenzcne . 529 -

Chloroform 5)-i

Dibthrnochforomethafle 51l'
l,4_Dichlorobenzcfle 53-5

1,1-Dichloroethafle 49.7

1,2-Dichioroethafle 456

l,l-Dichloroethcfle 522

Ethylbenzcne 55-3

Napb(halene 389

Tetrachlorocthenc 577

Toluene - 55:8

Trichloroetiiene 534

Viiiyl chloride - 589

o-Xylene - .

558

in,p-Xylenes 115

Del Mar Analytical, irvine
Patty Mata -_

Project Manager
The results pertain only to the samples tested In thE laborototy- This report shall not be reproduced.

- except an fulL without written petnussion from Del MarAnalytiCaL 1KF0951 <Paie 28 of33>

- -

20 ug/kg -500 119 75-130

20 ug/kg 500 -109 75-130

5Q ug/kg -- 500 826 50-140

50 - ug/kg 500 916 70-130

20 ug/kg 500 107 75-140

20 ug/kg 500 924 65-130

,20 ugflcg 500 101 75-130

50 ug/kg 500 - 101 55-145

10 - ugflcg 500 768 60-140

210 - -- ug/kg 500 100 80-130

20- ug/kg 500 103 80.135

50 ugflcg 500 113 45-140

2.0 ug/kg 500 113 75-130

20 ug/kg 100 118 -75-135

ug/kg 500 -940 85-125

ug/kg 500 998 80-120

ug/kg 500 984 - 80-120

Source: 11(10787-07
2-0 ug/kg 500 ND 112 45-140

2.0, ug/kg 5O9 ND- 103 75-140

50 ug/kg 500 ND 102 55-150

20 ug/lcg 500 ND 106 75-135

20 ug/kg 500 ND 103 75-140

20 ug/kg 500 ND 102 70-140

20 uk/kg 500 ND 107 80-145

20 ug/kg 500 ND 994 70-150

20 ug/kg 500 ND 91-2 65-145

50 ug/kg 500 ND 104 70-165

20 ug/kg 500 ND III 55-140

50 ug/kg 500 ND 77-8 65-175

20 ug/kg - 500 ND -- 115 75-200

20 ug/kg 500 ND 112 50-140

20 ug/kg 500 ND - 107 75-145

50 uglkg 500 ND 118 45-160

2.0 uglkg 500 ND 112 75-150

20 uglkg 100 ND - - 115 55-160

- Tc-ach1orocthefle 53
- Toluene- 54-6

1,2,3_T1-ichlorobellzefle 413

l,2,4_Tiichlorobenzene 458

l,Ll_Trichlofoethafle 53-4

1,L2_Trichiorocthaiie 46.2

Trichioroethene 506

Trichlorofluorornethafle 503

12,3_Trichloropropane -
- 38:4

- 1,2,4Tjimcthy1befl2efle - 50-0

l,3,S_Trimethylbeflzefle -
- 51-i

- Vinyl chlorid. - 564

o-Xylenc 565

rn,p-XylFnes 118

Surrogate: Dibrornofluorofllethane 47_i)

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 49-p

Surrogale: 4_BromofluorObeflsefle 492

:DeI MarAnalytical
- 2952 ,uto) AL 11*10. CA 92506 (849) 261.1022 FAX(949) 2014228

1014 E.Cdc5y Dt. St#o A. Coflon. CA 9224 (900) 370-4667 FAX (909) 370-1046

7277 Hayo,Jr31. Sole 8-12.Van Noys.CA 91406 (918)779-1844 FAX (018) 779-1843
9484 QieS0)05le 0 Sul1O05. Sen DIego, CA 02123 (850) 505-8596 FAX (858) 505-9589 -

9830 SooUi 5jeISt. SuIte 9420. Pboe1* AZ 95044 - (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

Envirori.-Irvinã -
- Project ID: Valley Alliambra -

2010 Main Street, 9tb Floor - 0.4-9065A Sampled: 06/22/Q1 -

li-vine, CA 92614 Report Number. 1KF0951 Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabai -

4MrcD BLMIc7QC DATA' --t.. 0

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5()30B/8260B) -

Party Mata .

.Project Manager
The results pertain only to the samples tested In thE lboroto,y. This report shall not be reproduced.

- except injizll. without written perntissionfrorn Del Mar AnolvticaL JKFO9SI <Page 28 of33>

-

- Reporting - Spike Source . %REC - RPD Data

Analytè Result - Limit - ljnits Level Result %REC Limits RPD LImIL Qualifiers

Batch: 11F2908 Extracted: 06129/01 -

LCS Analyzed: 06/29101 (11F2908-BSI) . .

Tetrachloroethefle 59.3 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 1(9 75-130

Toluene- 54.6 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 109 75-130

1,2,3_Ttichlorobenzene 413 5.9 ug/kg . 50.0 82.6 50-140

1,2,4_'tiichlorobenzene 45.8 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 91.6 70-130

).L1_Tricbioroethafle 53.4 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 107 75-140
65-130

1,(,2-Trichloroethafle 46.2 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 92.4 -

Trichioroethene 50.6 .2.0 ug/kg 50.0 101 75-130
-

Trichlorofluorornethafle 50.3 5.0 - ug/kg 50.0 - (01 55-145

12,3_TTichloroPrOPafle . . 38-4 10 ug/kg 50.0 76.8 60-140

- 1,2,4_TrioncthylbeflZefle 50.0° ZO . . ug/kg 50.0 100 80-130

1,3.5_TrimethylbenZefle . 51.7 2.0- ug/kg 50.0 103 80-135

Vinyl chloridç - 56.4 50 ug/kg 50.0 113 45-140

o-Xylenc 56.5 2J3 ug/kg 50.0 1 13 75-130

m,p.Xylcnes 1)8 2.0 ug/kg 100 118 75-135

Surrogate: Dibrornofluorornethafle 47.0 rig/kg 50.0 -94.0 85-125

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 49. ° ug/kg 50.0 99.8 80-120

Surrogate: 48romoj7uorObefl2efle 49.2 ug/kg 5110 98.4 80-120

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/29/01. (11F2908-MS1) Source: 11(10787-07

Benzene 55.9 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND 112 45-140

Brmodich1oromethafle 51.7 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND. 10 75-140

Bromoform 51.1 5.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 102 55-150

-. Ch1orobenzcne 52.9 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 106 75-135

Chloroform 51.7 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 103 75-140

Dibràrnochlbrornethafle 51.1 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 102 70-140

1,4_Dichlorobeflzefle 53.5 2.0 up/kg 50.0 ND 107 80-145

1,1-Dichloroethane 49.7 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 99.4 70-150

1,2-Dichloroethafle 45.6 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 91.2 65-145

1,1-Dichloroethcne 52.2 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND 104 70-165

Ethylbenzcne 55.3 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 111 55-140

Napbthalene 38.9 5.0 uglkg 50.0 ND 77.8 65-175

Tetrachloroethene S 577 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 NI) 115 75-200

Toluese 55.8 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND 112 50-140

Tricbloroethene 53.4 2.0 rig/kg 50.0 ND 107 75-145

Viiyl chloride 58.9 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND 118 45-160

o-Xylene 55.8 20 rig/kg 50.0 ND 112 75-150

in,p-X.ylenes 115 2.0 ugfkg 100 ND 115 55-160

Del Mar Analytical, irvine



Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
.Attention:_Bit&.Tabatabai

Analyte

Batch; 11F2908 Extracted; 06/29/01

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06129101. (11F2908-IVIS1).
Surrogate: Dibromofhthrornethafle 46.8

Surrogate: 7'oluene-d8- -- 49.8

- Surrogate: 4_Brornofluorobeflzene 48.0

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed 06/29/01 (11F2908-MSDI)
Bcnzene 553 2.0

Brornodichlorornethafle 51.7

Bromoform 50.1 -

Chlorobeozene 52.7

Chloroform 523

DibrornochlOromethafle 503

I .4-Dichlorobenzene 52.7

1,1-Dichioroethane 50.1

I ,2-Dichioroethane 44.3

1,1-Dichioroethene 53.7

Ethylbenzene 55.0

Naphthaiene 36.6

Tetrachlorc>etheflc 57.5

Toluene 554

Trichloroethei,e 55.6

VjilhlOrid 60:3

o-Xylene 55.5

rn,p-Xylenes 113

Surrogate: Dibrornofluoromethafle. 46.6

Surrogate: Toluene-d8 49.5

Surrogate: 4_Bro,nofluotobeflzene 4&4

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Del- Mar Analytical.

Prqject ID: Valley Alhainbra
04-9065A

Report 1'umbèc 1KF095 I

VOLATiLE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

Reporting
Result Limit

2.0

5.0

20
2.0

2.0

2.0

2.O

2.0

5.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

5.0-

2.0

2.0

2852AimcitAv,., Irbe, CA 998Ø9
1014 Coktbm Dr., Stifle A, CC&tQl\ CA 92324

7217 Ha hitd. Stifle B.2,Wn Hay, CA 9140$
9484 Cflasape9Ji Or.. SaSs 805. San DtQ CA 9212

9830 Smith 5,tSL Stifle B-120. Phosr4x. AZ 80044

(949)291-1922 FAX (949)261-1232
(909) 370-4687 FAX (909)310.1048
(818)778-1944 FAX(818)710-1843
(Baa) 905-8598 FAX (858)585-9568
(480)785.0043 FAX (480)785-0851

Sampleck .06/22/01
- Received: 06/22/01-

The results perki in only to the san pies tested In the labora!or This report shafI not be reproduced. - . -

except in flu!, wit/tout written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL 1KF0951 <Pare 29 o133>

Spike Source - %REC --RPD- Data -

Units Level Reu!t %REC Limits -RPD Limit Qualifiers

Source; i}CF07S7-07
ug/kg 50.0 .936 85-125

ug/kg - 50.0 .99.6 80-120

ug/kg 50.0 96.0 80-120

- Source;- 1KF0787-07
uglkg 50.0 - NP 111 45-140 1.08 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 103 75-140 0.00 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 100 55-150 1.98 30

ug/kg 50.0. ND 105 75.135 0.379 .20

ug/kg 50.0 ND- 105 75-140 1.15 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 101 70-140 L58 25

ug/kg 50.0- -ND 105 80-145 151 25

ug/kg 50.0 ND 100 70-150 0.802 20

ugikg 50.0. ND 88.6 65-145 2.89 25

ug/kg 50.0 ND (07 70-165 2.83 20

ugIkg 50.0 ND 110 .55-140 0:544 20

ugikg 500 ND 732 65-175 609 40

ugflcg 50.0 Ni) 115. 75-200 0347 25

ug/kg. 50.0 ND 111 50-140 0.719 20

ug/kg 500 ND .111 75-145 4.04 20

ug/kg ND 1-2-1-,.45--160 235 30

ug/kg 50.0 ND 111 75-150 0.539 20

iig/kg 100 ND .113 55-160 1.75 20

ug/kg 50.0 93.2 85-1.25

ug/kg 50.0 99.0 80:120

ug/kg 500 96.8 80-120

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

DeI MarAnalytical.

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
.Attention:_Bita...Tabatabai

Batch 11F2908 Extracted: 06/29/01 -

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06129101. (11F2908-IVIS1),
Surrogate: DibromofhibrOrneth ane 46.8

Surrogate: Toluene-d8- - -. 49.8

Surrogate: 4BrontofluorobeflZefle 48.11

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-MSDI)
Bcnzene 553 2.0

Brornodichlorornethafle
Bromoform
Chlorobeozene
Chloroform

Dibromnochloromethafle
I ,4-Dichlorobenzene
I ,I-Dichloroethane
1,2-Dichloroethafle -.

1, 1-Dichloroethene
Ethylbenzene

Naphthaiene
Tetrachioroethenc

Toluene

Trichloroethei,e
Viiiyihlóride
o-Xylene
rn,p-Xylenes

Surrogate: Dibro,nofluoromethafle
Surrogate: Toluene-d8
Stirrogare: 4Bro,nofluotobenZefle

51.7
50.1-
52.7
52.3
503
52.7
50.1

44.3

53.7
55.0
36.6
57.5

55.4.
55.6

60:3

55.5.
113

46.6
49.5
4&4

Project ID: Valley Alhainbra
04-9065A

Report lqumbec 1KF0951

-t -'
ETBODL1QCkAD

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

2.0
2.O

2.0

5.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

2.0

2852AISnAv,.. tr*,e, CA 92808 (949) 281-1022 FAX (949)251-1259
1014 8.Codby Dr., Stifle A. Cc&tol\ CA 92324 (909)370-4687 FAX (909)3104046

7277 Haenl,it8t. Sthe 6-12.Wtt ?4ay3, CA 91406 (818) 776-1844 FAX(818)7794843

9484 C3t8s0p8892 Or.. St4ts 805. San Ot CA 92123 185815)5-8596 FAX (858)505-8566
9830 Scuth 51,tSt. Stifle 9-120, phosr4x, AZ 95044 (480) 785-0043 FAX (480)785-0851

Sample& 06122/Ô1
Received: 06/22/OF

The results pertain only to the sanples tested In the laborator.tt This report shall not be reproduced. .

except in fit/I. wit/tout written pennlss!onfroinDel Mar AnalytiCaL IKFO9S1 <Page 29 o133>

Spike Source %REC -RPD Data

Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers

Source:i.KF0787-O7
ug/kg 50.0 .93.6 85-125

ug//cg 50.0 .99.6 80-120

ug/kg 50.0 96.O 80-120

Source:- 1KF0787-07
uglkg 50.0 ND 111 45-140 1.08 : 20
ug/kg 50.0 ND 103 75-140 0.00 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND l90 55-150 1.98 30

ug/kg 50.0. ND 105 75.135 0.379 20

ugfkg 50.0 ND 105 75-140 1.15 20

ug/kg 50.0 ND 101 70-140 1.58 25

ug/kg 50.0 105 80-145 1.5!. ND 25

ug/kg 50.0 ND 10O 70-150 0.802 20

ugfkg 50.0. ND 88.6 65-145 2.89 25

Oglkg 50.0 ND (07 70-165 2.83 20

ugIkg 50.0 ND 110 .55-140 0.544 0

uglkg 50.0 ND 73;2 65-175 6.09 40

ug/lcg 50.0 Ni) 115. 75-200 0.347 25

ugfkg 50.0 ND 111 50-140 0.719 20

ugfkg 50.0 ND .1(1 75-145 4.04 20

ug/kg........... 5O.0 ND 1.2.1.......45-160 2.35 30.

ug/kg 50.0 ND (.1!- 75-150 0.539 20

ugflcg 100 . ND .113 55-160 (.75 20

ug/kg 50.0 93.2 85-1.25

ug/kg 50.0 99.0 80:120

ug/kg 50.0 96.8 80-120

Analyte

VOLATiLE ORGANICS by GcIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

Reporting
Result Limit



.Enviroii-Irvine
-20.10 Main Street, 9th F1or
1r'ine, CA 92614
-Attention:--Bita-Tabatabai

Project ID:. Valley Aihambra
- 04-9065A
Report Number KF095 1

Sarnple& 06/22101
Received: 06/22/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata

- Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

_, MFLdD)3LCIATA

2à52 Ahon Ma. ba CA 92606 (949)281-1)23 FAX (949)291-1228
1014 ECoIdby Dr., Stdtn A, Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (909)920-1048

- 7277 Hayvenhutt. Supta 8-12. VanNuyz, CA91408 (819) 779-1844 FAX (318)779-1843
9484 Csoeapaaka Dr.. Su9e 806. San Dtogo, CA 92123 1858) 505-8560 FAX (858) 505-9589

9830 South Slat Sr.. SuIte B-120.Pboen)x, AZ 85044 (48I 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

- MIETALS

- Reporting Spike Source - %REC - RPD Data
Analyte Result Limit Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD - LimU Qualifiers

patch; 11 F2635 Extracted: 06/26/01

Blank Analyzed: 06/26/01 (Ii F2635-BLKI) -

Merciny - - ND - 0020 mg/kg

- .LCS Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2635-BSI)
Mercury 0.837 0.020 mg/kg 0.800 105 85-120

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/26/01 (II F2635-MSI) Source: 11(F0933-09
Mercury. . 0.985 0.020 mg/kg OJOO 0.044 118. 65-135

Matrix Spike D.upAnalyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2635-MSDI) Source: 1KF0933-09
Mercury - . - 1.880 0.020 mg/kg 0.800 0.044 104 65-135 11.3 20

Batch; 11F2642 xtracted:06/26I0l

Blank Analyzed: 06126101 (11F2642-BLKI)

The results pertain only to thesarnpies tested inthe idboraro?y -This report sho ii not e reproduced.
- except infuiL without wnttenpernussionfroni Del MarAndlytkoL - - IKFO9SI <Pa'e 30 of 33>

I.

Antimony. ND 10 mg/kg

Arsemc. ND 2.0 mg/kg

Barium. ND 1.0: mg/kg

Berylitum ND 0.50 mg/kg

Cadmium - ND 0.50 mg/kg

- Chromium ND . mg/kg

Cobalt ND - 10 mg/kg

Copper ND 1.0 mg/kg

Lcad ND 2.0 mg/kg

Molybdenum ND. 2.0 mg/kg

Nickel ND. 1.0 mg/kg

Selezilum ND 2.0 mg/kg

Silver ND 1.0- mg/kg

Thallium. ND 10 mg/kg

Titanium ND 2.0 mg/kg

Vanadium ND 1.0 mg/kg.
Zinc - ND 5.0 mg/kg

.Environ-Irvine
-20.10 Main Street, 9th Flbor
1r'ine, CA 92614
-Attention:--Bita Tabatabai

Project ID:. Valley Alhambra
04-9065A

Report Number: KF095 1
Sarnple± 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Del MarAnalytical

- MIETALS

Reporting Spike Source - %REC RPD Data
Analyte Result Limit Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD - Limit Qualifiers

patch: Ii F2635 Extracted: 06/26/01

Blank Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2635-BLKI) - -

Merctny . - ND 0.020 mg/kg

- LCS Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2635-BSI) . .

Mercury 0.837 0.020 . mg/kg- 0.800 105 85-120
V

Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2635-MSI) Source: -1KF0933-09.
Mercury. - 0.98 0.020 mg/kg OJOO 0.044 118. 65-135

Matrix Spike D.up-Analyzd: 06/26/01 (11F2635-MSDI) Source: 1KF0933-09
Mccuiy - . 0.880 0.020 mg/kg 0.200 . 0.044 104 65-135 11.3 20

Batch: I1F2642 Extracted:-06/26101 V V

V V

Blank Analyzed: 06126/01 (11F2642-BLKI) . . - V

V

252 .8hon Ma. b,a. CA 92606 (949) 281-1022 FAX (949) 291-1226
1014 ECoIdby D, Stdtn A. Coflon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (909)920-1048

- 7277 Hayvenhutt. Suita 8-12. VanHuyz, CA91408 (818) 779-1844 FAX (318)779-1843
9494 Csoeapaaka Dr. Stole 805. San Diego. CA92123 (858) 505-8S8eFAX (858) 505-9589

9830 South Slat St.. SuIte B-120.Vboantx. AZ 85044 (48( 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

I-

Antimony.
Arsenic.
barium. ..

Berylliuni .

Cadmium
V

ND
ND

ND
ND
ND

10

2.0
10:

0.50

0.50

mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg

. - . V

V..

- Chromium ND . 2.0 . mg/kg

Cobalt . V ND 1.0 mg/kg

Copper . ND 1.0 mg&g

Lead ND 2.0 mg/kg

Molybdenum ND. 2.0 . mg/kg

Nickel ND. 1.0 mg/kg .

Selenium . ND 2.0. mg/kg

Silver . ND 1.0- mg/kg . . . V. V.

Thallium. NI) 10 mg/kg

Titanium ND 2.0 mg/kg

Vanadium - ND 1.0 mg/kg. .

Zitic . ND . 5.0 mg/kg

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results pertain only to thesarnples tested lathe laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced.
except infull, without wriuenperntissionfroni Del MarAnolyikal. - JJ(JQ95 <Par'e 30 of 33>



Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA92614
.Atteation_Bita.TabatabaI_-_

Del Mar Ana]ytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

Del MarAnalytical

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A

Report Number 1KF0951

2852 Al1a fte., IMno. CA 82808 (949) 291-1022 FAX (949) 261-I

1014 £Cotclby pr. Si4rc A, CoIlon, CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (909) 3?0-1046

7277 -3a Dflta%81. SuOa B-12.Van Nuy. CA 01408 818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

9484 C?apoai 0-, Sufto 809. San O1eg CA 92123 (858) 605-8596 FAX (858) 5-9589

8830 Soulh 57a1 St. Suite 0420. PboenA2 85044 (490)785.0943 FAX (460)78.0851

METALS

Sampled: O/22iOl
Received: 06/22101

The result.r pertain only to the irnp!e.r tested In the Joborolo'y. This report sholl not be reproduced.

except 1.tJulI, without written pernsls.rlonfroraDel Mar Analytical. . . JKFO9SI cPagè 31 of33>

Analyte Result

flatch flF2642 Extr6cted; 06/26/01

Reporting
Limit

10

2.0

1.0

0.50

0:50

1.0

1.0

1.0

.2.0:
2.0
1.0

2.0
0

10

2.0

1.0

5.0

Units

mg/kg.
mg/kg.
mg/kg
mg/kg

mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
rngTkg

mg/kg:
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg

Spike
Level

50.0
50.0
50.0

50.0
50.Q

50.0
50.0
500
sob
50.0
50.0
50.0
25.0

50.0
50.0
50.0
50.0

Source %REC RPD

Result. %REC Limits RPD Limit

94.0 80-12b

90.6 80-120

90:4 80-120

91.2 . 80-120

91.2 80-120

89.6 80-120

88.6 80-120

91.0 80-120

92.8 80:120
89.8 80-120
87.6 80-120

89.2 80-120

92.4 80-120

86.2 80-120

93.6 80-120
91.8 80-120
94.4 80-120

Data.
Qualifiers

LCS Analyzed: 06/2610 1 (LI F262-BS1)
ntimQfly 47.0

Arsenic 45.3

Barium 45.2

Beryllium 45..6

Cadmium 45.6

Chroiurfl 44.8

Cobalt 44.3

Copper 45.5

Lead 46.4

Molybdenum 44.9

Nickel 43.8

Selenium 44.6

Silver 23t
Thallium 43.1

Titanium 46.8

Vanadium 45.9

Zinc.. 47.2

Matrix Spike Analyied: 06/26/0 (11F2642-MS1)

Antimony 22.1

ArsenIc 45.0

Barium
11 I

Beryllium 44.4

Cadmium 44.2

Chromium 63.8

Cobalt 48.8

Copper 62.9

Lead 50.4

Molybdenum 41.0

Nickel. 56.6

Selenium .43.7

Silver 22.4

Thallium 45.2.

Titanium 1010

Vanadium 84.6

Zinc 89.1

10

2.0

1.0

0.50

0.50
1.0

1.0

1.0

2.0

2.0

1.0

2.0

1.0

10

2.0

10
5.0

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg.
mg/leg

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

trig/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

nig/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

mg/kg

50.0
50.0
50.0
soo
50.0
50.0

50.0
50.0
50.0
50.0

50.0

50.0

25.0
50.0

50.0

.500
50.0

Source: 1KF0956-0I
ND 44.2 75-125

ND . 87:2 .75-125

60 102 75-125

ND 88.8 75-125

13 85.4 75-125

16 95.6 75-125

6.5 84.6 75-125

16. 93.8 75-125

6.1 88.6 75-12.5

ND 81.5 75-125

14 85.2 75-125

ND 83.8 75-123

ND 89.6 .75-125

ND .83.0 75-125

630 760 75-125

29 111 75-125

45 88.2 75-125

M2

M-HA

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA92614
Atteation.-Bita.Tabataba1

Analyte

flatch: flF2642 Extracted: 06/26/01

Matrix Spike Analyied: 06/26/01

Antimony

Arsenic
Barium

Beryllium

Cadmium

Chromium
V

Cobalt

Copper
V

Lead
V

V Molybdenum

Nickel.

Selenium

Silver

Thallium

Titanium

Vanadium

Zinc
V

Del Mar Ana]ytical, Irvine
Patty Mata V

Project Manager

Del .MarAnalyt1c1
V

(11F2642-MS1)

V

V

Project ID: Valley Aihambra
04-9065A.

Report Number: 1KF0951

METALS

Spike Source
Units Level Result. %REC

V V Reporting
Result Limit.

2852 Al1a ft'e., Ir.4no, CA 92808
1014 £.Colclby Dr.. SuiteA. Cotton, CA 92324

7277 Dnhur8t. Sufla B-12. Van Nuye. CA 01408
9484 Cliattoioake Ot, Suite 805. San O1eg CA 92123

0830 South Stat St. Suite 0-120. Pboente.A2 85044

V - Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

%REC : RPD
Limits RPD Limit

(949) 251.1022 FAX (949) 26t-I
(909) 370-4667 FAX (909) 370-1046

8l8) 779-1644 FAX (818)7794843
(858) 505-8596 FAX (8581590-8560
(490) 785-0043 FAX (480)78-0851

Data.
Qualifiers

M-HA

The results pertain only to the j-irnp!es tested In the Jaboroto'y. This report shall not be reproduced,

except itJul!. without written perntls.rionfrora Del Mar Analytical. . fKFO9SI -Pagè 31 of33>

22.1 10

45.0 2.0

l. 1 1.0

44.4 0.50

44.2 0.50

63.8 1.0

48.8 l.0

62.9 1.0

50.4 2.0

41.0 2.0

56.6 1.0

.43.7 2.0

22.4 1.0

45.2- 10

1010 2.0

84.6 1.0

89.1 5.0

mg/kg. 50.0 94.0 80-120

rag/kg. 50.0 90.6 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 90.4 80-120
V

mglkg 50.0 91.2-. 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 91.2 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 89.6 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 88.6 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 91.0 80.120

mg/kg 50.O 92.8. 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 89.8 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 87.6 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 89.2 80-120

mg/kg 25.0 92.4 80-120

mg/kg- 50.0 86.2 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 93.6 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 91.8 80-120

mg/kg 50.0 94.4 °-'

Source: 11<10956-01
mg/kg 50.0 ND 44.2 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 ND 87.2 .75-125

mg/kg. 50.0 60 102 75-125

.mg/lcg 50:0 ND 88.8 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 13 85.4 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 16 95.6 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 6.5 84.6 75-125

mg/kg- 50.0 16. 93.8 . 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 6.1 88.6 75-125

tog/kg 50.0 ND 81.5 75125

mg/kg 50.0 14 85.2 75-125

mgIkg 50.0 ND 83.8 75-125

mg/kg 25.0 ND 89.6 75-125

mg/kg 5Q 41) .83.0 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 630 760 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 29 111 75-125

mg/kg 50.0 45 88.2 75-125

LCS Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11 F2642-BS1)
Antimony

47.0 10

Arsenic 45.3 2.0

Barium

Beryllium

45.2
V 41.6

1.0

0.50

Cadmium 45.6 050

Churn V 448 1.0

Cobalt 44.3 1.0

Copper 45.5 1.0

Lead 46.4 2.0

Molybdenum 44.9 2.0

Nickel V43.8 1.0

V

Selenium
Silver

44.6
231

2.0

1.0

Thallium 43.1 10

Titanium 46.8 2.0

Vanadium 45.9 1.0

47.2 5.0



Del MarAnalytical

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Proj ect Manager-

2852Mw, Ava.. IMna. CA 92606 (949) 281-IO22FAX (949) 2611279
1914 E Cckt Dr., Sulto A.tollon. CA 92324 (909)370.4667 FAX (909) 3704046

7277 4.avw4ajwt, S,Ie 9.42. Van Nuya. CA.91408 (818) 778-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
9494 Clwsapeaka Dr.. Stile 805. San Diego, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-0689

9830 Seuth SIaLSL Suite B-12OPboenbçAZ 85044 (480)-785-0043 FAX (480)795-0551

The resuks pertain only ro the samples rested In re laboraio,y. This report shall not be reproduced.
except In fulL wIthout written pennisslon from Del MarAnolyilcal. - - 1KF0951 <Pa.'e 32 of 33>

S ,

js4EThOD MQC JAfA4

METALS

Reporting Spike Source %REC RED . Data
Result Limit .Analyte Units Level Result- %REC Limits RED Limit Qualifiers

Batch: 11F2642 Extracted; 06/26/01

Matnx Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/26/01 J1F2642-MSD1) Source: 1KF0956-01
Antimony 23.3 10 mg/kg 500 ND -466 75-125 5.29 20 1i12

Arsenic 464 2.0 mg/kg- 500 ND 90M 75-125 306 20

BariUm U7 1.0 mg/kg 500 60 114 75-125 5.26 20

Berylliutn 45.8 0.50 mg/kg 500 ND 9L6 75-125 310 20

Cadmium . 465 . - 050 mg/kg 500 1.5 900 75-125 507 20

Chromium 66.5 1.0 mg/kg 500 16 101 75-125 414 20

C9alt 502 mg/kg 50.0 6.5 88.6 75-125 -4.02 .20

copper 66.8 Lo mg/kg 50J) 16 102 75-125 601 20

Lead . 52.2 .2.9 tug/kg 500 6] 922. 75-125 3.51 20

Molybdenum . . . 42.6 . 2.0 mg/kg 50.0 ND 84.7 75-l25 323 20

Nickel 589 . lO mg/kg -500 14 89.8 75-125 398 20

Selenium 464 20 mg/kg 50.0 ND 892 75-125 599 20

Silver . 234 10 mg/kg 25.0 ND 93.6 75-15 4-37 . 20

Thallium 470 10 mg/kg 500 ND 86.6 75-125 3.90 20

Titanium 1080 20 mg/kg 50.0 630 900 75-125 6.70 20 A4-H4

Vanadium. 893 10 mg/kg 50.0 29 121 75-125 5.41 20

Zinc 941 . 50 mg/kg 50.0 45 982 75-125 5.46 . 20

Environ-Irvine Project ID: Valley Aihambra
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04 -9065A 1i n.crr,ini -

Irvine, CA92614 ReportNumber IKF 951 - Received: 0622/01

-Attention:.- Bita Tabatabai -

Del MarAnalytical
2852Mw, Ava.. IMna, CA 92606 .(949) 281-1022 FAX (949) 2614259

1014!. Cckt Dr., Sulto A.tolton. CA 92324 (909) 370-4667 FAX (909) 3704046
7277 HaVOthUwt. Sub 9-12. Van b4uya. CA.91408 (818)779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

9484 Qwsapeaka Dr.. Sttle 805. San Diego, CA 92123 (858) 505-8596 FAX (858)505-0689
9830 Seuth SIaLSL Suo B-120,PhoethçAZ 85044 (480)-785-0043 FAX (480)785-0551

Environ-Irvine -. - Project ID: Valley Aihambra -

2010 Main Street, 9th Flàor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01

Ir,inc,CA92614 ReportNumber 1KF0951 - Received: 06122/01

-Attention Bita Tabatabai - - -
4

-1--- 4 '4"n- -'-'--" ...-
js4EThOD 3JM QC DAfA4

- METALS -.

I

- Reporting
Analyte Result Limit

Datch: 11F2642 Extracted: 06/26/01

Units
Spike Source %REC -.

Level Rsult- %REC Limits RED
RED
Limit

Data
Qualifiera

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/26/01 I1F2642-MSD1) Source: 1KF0956-01
Antimony 23.3 10 mg/kg 50.0 ND -46.6 75-125 5.29 20 M2

-Arsenic - 46.4 2.0 mg/kg- 50.0 ND 0.0 75-125 .3.06- 20

Ba,-iirn 1(7 1.0 mg/kg 50.0 60 114 75-125 5.26 20

Berylliwn 45.8 0.50 mg/kg 50.0 ND 91.6 75-125 3.10 20

Cadmium . 46.5 0.50 mg/kg 5GM 1.5 90.0 75-125 5.07 20

Chromium - 66.5 1.0 mg/kg 50.0 16 101 75-125 4.14 20

Cobalt 50.8 - 1.0 mg/kg 50.0 6.5 88.6 75-125 -4.02 .20

Copper 66.8 .- 1.0 . mg/kg 50.0 16 102 75-125 6.01 20

Lead . 52.2 .2.0 mg/kg 50.0 6.1 92.2, 75-125 3.51 20

Molybdenum . . 42.6 . 2.0 -mg/kg 50.0 ND 84.7 75-!2 3.83 20

Nickel 58.9 . - 1.0 mg/kg -50.0 14 - 89.8 75-125 3.98. 20

Selenium 46.4 2.0 mg/kg 50.0 ND 89.2 75-125 5.99 20
Silver . 23.4 -1.0 mg/kg 25.0 ND 93.6 75-1S . 20

Thallium 47.0 10 mg/kg 50.0 ND 86.6 75-125 3.90 20

Titanium 1080 2.0 mg/kg 50.0 630 900 75-125 6.70 20 M-H4

Vanadium. 89.3 1.0 mg/kg 50.0 29 121 75-125 5.41 20

Zinc 94.1 - 5.0 mg/kg 50.0 45 98.2 75-125 5.46 . 20

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The resuks pertain an!, tdthe samp(es tested (ii tile laboraio,y. This report shrill not be reproduced.
except In full. without written penn/zr/on from Del MarAnalyilcat. - - %KFQ95I <Pat'e 32 of 33>



Del MarAnalytical

Environ-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Mention-Bita Tabatabai

-. 2852 PJton Ave.. kvine, CA 92506
1(114 E. Cordty Dr.. 6u9 A. Ceilci., CA 9224

7277 Hayventen* Stile 8-12. Van l4uyi, CA 91406
9484 Ctteoapeaki Dr. Stile 805W San Dla9ø CA 921Z3

5830 South 5lat $1.. Stile 8-120. Pt,oni*. AZ 85044

(945) 261-1022 FAX (949) 261 16
(909) 370-4607 FAX (909)370.1046
(819) 779-1844 FAX (918)719-1843
(858)906-8588 FAX (858) 805-9589
(490)785-0643 FAX (480)785-0901

-

- Project ID: :Vafley Aihambra
-

- 04-9065A Sampled: .06/22/01

Report Number. WFO9SI Receive& 06/22/01

Del Mar Analytkal, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

The resuit.r pertain only to the sornpies tested in tile laboratoty. This reports/tall not be reproduced,

- except infüil, without written perniissionfrotn Del Mar AnalyticaL - - - JKF 0951 <Page 33 of 33>

DATA QUALIFtERS A1D DEFINITIONS -.

M-}IA Due to high levels of analyte in the sample, the MS/MSD calculation does not provide useful spike recovery

information. See Blank Spike (LCS). -

M2 The MS and/or MSD were below the acceptance limits due to sample matrix interference. See Blank Spike (LCS).

ND Analyte NOT DETECTED at 6r above the reporting limit or MDL, if MDL is specifieth

NR Not reported.

RPD Relative Percent Difference

2852 PJton Ave.. kvine, CA 92506
1(114 E. Cordby Dr.. Su9e A, Celici., CA 92324

7277 H nbu,at. SolIa 8-12, Van Nays, CA21406
9484 Ceesapeaki Dr. Sdti 805, San 01095, CA 92123

5830 South 5lat $1., Sufte 6-120. Pt,oesdo. AZ 85044Del MarAnalytical

Enviroii-Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
mime, CA 92614
Attention'_Bita Tabatabai

Project ID: Vafley Alliambra
- 04-9065A Sampled: .06/22/01

Report Number. WF0951 . Received. 06/22/01

DATA QUALIFtERS MD DEFINITIONS

M-}IA Due to high levels of analyte in the sample, the MS/MSD calculation does not provide useful spike recovery

information. See Blank Spike (LCS). . - .

M2 . The MS and/or MSD were below the acceptance limits due to sample matrix interference. See Blank Spike (LCS).

ND Analyte NOT DETECTED at 6r above the reporting limit or MDL, if MDL is specified.-

NR Not reported.

RJ'D . Relative Percent Difference

(945) 261-1022 FAX (949)2911228
(909) 370-4667 FAX (909)370.1046
(819) 779-1844 FAX (918)719-1843
(858)506-8588 FAX (858) 805-9589
(490)785-0043 FAX (480)785-0901

Del Mar Ahalytica!, Irvine
Patty Mata - -

Project Manager
- The results peflo In only to the sample: reseed in the laborazo#y. This reports/ia!! not be reproduced.

- except infülI. without written permission from Del Mar AnalyticaL - - - 1KF0951 <Page 33 o133>
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October 15, 2002

Mr. J.T. Liu, P.E.
Mr. David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: Request for Post-Remediation Monitoring
4900 East Valley Boulevard
Los Angeles, California (SLIC No. 967)

Dear Messrs. Liu and Young:

Enclosed please. find the Third Quarter 2002 ground water nonit9ring report for 4900 East Valley
Boulevard, Los Angeles, California (Site).

On October 8, 2002, Dr. George Linldetter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arsianian of ENVIRON
International Corporation (ENVIRON) met with you, as representatives from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), at the Site to
review the history of chemical use at the Site and prior site characterization activities, and to discuss
the status of remedial activities.

As dicüssed at the meetiiig system used to treat volat e organic
compounds (VOCs) in soil and ground water at the Site has been very effective. VOCs in ground
water have decreased from concentrations of upwards of 4,800 micrograms per liter (jig/I) of
tetrachioroethene, the primary VOC constituent at the Site, to near or below its maximum
contaminant level of S jig/I, as established by the United States Environmental Protection Agency.

At the conclusion of the meeting, we requested, and you verbally agreed, that we be allowed to shut
down the 2_PHASETh Extraction system and to commence ground water monitoring to evaluate
VOC rebound effects, if any. The system was shut down in your presence at approximately 2:00
p.m. on October 8, 2002. ENVIRON has tentatively scheduled the Fourth Quarter 2002 ground
water monitoring event for the first week of December 2002. As you requested, ENVIRON will
notif' the Regional Board of the exact date, approximately one .week in advance, once it has been
scheduled.

707 w;sIi;rc BouIcvrd Sutc 4950 Lø Anks. (2!Iornn 90017 -Tel: (2 13} 943-6300 Fax: (213) 943-630!
www.cnvirc3ncorp.co
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October 15, 2002

Mr. J.T. Liu, P.E.
Mr. David Young
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Re: Request for Post-Remediation Monitoring
4900 East Valley Boulevard
Los Angeles, California (SLIC No. 967)

Dear Messrs. Lin and Young:

Enclosed please. find the Third Quarter 2002 ground water monitQring report for 4900 East Valley
Boulevard, Los Angeles, California (Site).

On October 8, 2002, Dr. George Linldetter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arsianian of ENVIRON
International Corporation (ENVIRON) met with you, as representatives from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), at the Site to
review the history of chemical use at the Site and prior site characterization activities, and to discuss
the status of remedial activities.

As discUssed at the meeting, system used to treat yolatil organic
compounds (VOCs) in soil and ground water at the Site has been very effective. VOCs in ground
water have decreased from concentrations of upwards of 4,800 micrograms per liter (jig/I) of
tetrachloroethene, the primary VOC constituent at the Site, to near or below its maximum
contaminant level of S jig/I, as established by the United States Environmental Protection Agency.

At the conclusion of the meeting, we requested, and you verbally agreed, that we be allowed to shut
down the 2_PHASETh Extraction system and to commence ground water monitoring to evaluate
VOC rebound effects, if any. The system was shut down in your presence at approximately 2:00
p.m. on October 8, 2002. ENVIRON has tentatively scheduled the Fourth Quarter 2002 ground
water monitoring event for the first week of December 2002. As you requested, ENVIRON will
notif' the Regional Board of the exact date, approximately one .week inadvance, once it has been
scheduled.
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Messrs. J.T. Liu and David Young

On behalf of the entities that have assumed the task of addressing the. presence of chlorinated
solvents in the soil and ground water at the Site, we wish to restate our appreciation for your prompt
attention to our request for a meeting to review the recent efforts to complete the remediation of this
Site. As you can see from the monitoring data, it appears that we are very close to the point at
which we will request closure, and we will further appreciate the Regional Board's expedited review
of future submittals in anticipation of achieving a "closure" status.

Very truly yours,

Ei die Arsianian
nior Associate

\peksnt1\projects\A\A1hambra\RegionaI Board Correspondence\Covcr Letter for 2002 30 Ground Water Reprt.doc

Enclosure

Copy: Mr. Robert Anderson, Leggett & Platt
Ms. Joan Donnellan, LIand, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzér & Melnick, LLP
Mr. Gary Herman, S.D. Herman Co, Inc

-2- October 15, 2002

George 0. Linkletter, PhD, R.G. (No. 3728) Bita Tabatabai, P.E. (No. C5 1294)
Principal Manager

Messrs. J.T. Liu and David Young

On behalf of the entities that have assumed the task of addressing the. presence of chlorinated
solvents in the soil and ground water at the Site, we wish to restate our appreciation for your prompt
attention to our request for a meeting to review the recent efforts to complete the remediation of this
Site. As ydu can see from the monitoring data, it appears that we are very close to the point at
which we will request closure, and we will further appreciate the Regional Board's expedited review
of future submittals in anticipation of achieving a "closure" status.

Very truly yours,

E die Arslanian
nior Associate

\\Losangeksnt1\proiecIs\AA1hambra\RegionaI Board Correspondence\Cover Letter for 2002 30 Ground Water Reort.doc

Enclosure

Copy: Mr. Robert Anderson, Leggett & Platt
Ms. Joan Donnellan, L1and, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick, LLP

- Mr. Gary Herman, S.D. Herman Co.., Inc

-2- October 15, 2002

George 0. Linkletter, Ph.D., R.G. (No. 3728) Bita Tabatabai, P.E. (No. CS 1294)
Principal Manager





----Original Message---
From: Eddie Arslanian
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 9:21 AM
To: David Young'
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu; George Linkletter Bita Tabatabai
Subject: RE: Work Plan for Valley Alhambra Property

David, we will analyze the soillgw samples by .8260B instead of8021&
Historical soil samples have been analyzed by 8260B. However, please
note that the quarterly gw samples have been historically analyzed by
802 lB. Therefore, there could be some discrepancies in the gw samples
results now between the 8021B and 8260B.

we are trying to arrange the sampling activities for next thursday the
8th. 1 will let you know once it gets finalized.

thanks.

Original Message
From: David Young [m ailto:dyoun(rb4.swrcb.ca.gov}
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 4:7 PM
To: EArslanianenvironcorp.com
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: Work Plan for Valley Alhambra Property

Hi Eddie,
I reviewed the Work Plan fbr Confirmation Soil Sampling and Final Round
of Ground Water Sampling at Valley Alhambra Property, dated December 3,
2003. The only comment I have is with regard to analysis for VOCs. Due
to the nature of this sampling event (confirmation sampling for site
closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both soil and ground water by EPA
Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes,
which is helpful information in determining if the site is eligible for
closure. Other than this issue, everything else appears appropriate.
Please let me know when you are planning on doing the proposed work so I
can arrange my schedule to be there. Thanks, and let me know if you have
any questions.

DaidA.Younj
Engineering Geologist
Site Cleanup 11
(213) 576-6744

***The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian
needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***
***For a list ofsimpJe ways to reduce demand and cut your energy
costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html

----Original Message----
From: Eddie Arslanian
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 9:21 AM
To: David Young'
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu; George Linkletter Bita Tabatabai
Subject: RE: Work Plan for Valley Aihambra Property

David, we will analyze the soillgw samples by .8260B instead of8021B
Historical soil samples have been analyzed by 8260B. However, please
note that the quarterly gw samples have been historically analyzed by
8021B. Therefore, there could be some discrepancies in the gw samples
results now between the 8021B and 8260B.

we are tlying to arrange the sampling activities for next thursday the
18th. 1 will let you know once it gets finalized.

thanks.

Original Message
From: David Young [mai1to:dyounrb4.swrcb.ca.gov}
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 4:17 PM
To: EArslan ianenvironcorp.com
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: Work Plan for Valley Albambra Property

Hi Eddie,
I reviewed the Work Plan fr Confirmation Soil Sampling and Final Round
of Ground Water Sampling at Valley Alhambra Property, dated December 3,
2003. The only comment I have is with regard to analysis for VOCs. Due
to the nature of this sampling event (confirmation sampling for site
closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both soil and ground water by EPA
Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes,
which is helpful information in determining if the site is eligible for
closure. Other than this issue, everything else appears appropriate.
Please let me know when you are planning on doing the proposed work so I
can arrange my schedule to be there. Thanks, and let me know if you have
any questions.

DaidA.Young
Engineering Geologist
Site Cleanup 11
(213)576-6744

***The energy challenge facing,California is real. Eveiy Californian
needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***
***For a list of simple ways td reduce demand and cut your energy
costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html
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From: Eddie Arslanian

To: Ju-Tseng Liu'; 'David Young

Cc: Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Valley-Alhambra: Confirmation Soil and Ground Water SamplingSubject:
Results

Attachments: t. 9065af3n Figure 3.pdf(252KB) Table I .xls(32KB) . Table 2.xls(l 9KB) Table
3.xls(19KB) Table 4.xls(2OKB)

As mutually agreed in our meeting on November 18, 2003, ENVIRON conducted confirmation soil
sampling and one final round ofround water sampling at the Site prior to the LARWQCB5 issuance ofa
"No Further Action" designation for the site. The sampling activities were conducted to evaluate the
presence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), in addition to 1,4-dioxane, l,2,3-trichloropropane (1,2,3-

I
TCP), Title 22 metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and organochloride pesticides.

Ground Water Sample Results
Ground water sampling activities were conducted on December 18, 2003. In summary, VOC

concentrations (PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE) were consistent or lower than inconcentrations measured in prior
quarters. Detected Title 22 metal concentrations were indicative of background concentrations and below
California Maximum Contaminant Levels. Concentrations of 1,4-dioxane, l,2,3-TCP, PCBs, and
organochloride pesticides were not found above their respective laboratory reporting limits (RLs). Table I
includes historical and recent results of VOCs found in ground water. Table 2 includes detected Title 22
dissolved metals found in ground water.

Soil Sample Results
Confimiation soil sampling activities were conducted on December 22, 2003 and January 6, 2004.

The attached figure shows the locations of the confimiation soil samples approved by the LARWQCB,
ESB-I and ESB-2. PCE was found at concentrations ranging from below laboratory RLs of4 micrograms
per kilogram (ug/kg) to 140 ug/kg at ESB 1-10'. The concentration ofPCEatESB 1-12 was lower at 37
ug/kg. Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to 320 ug/kg, ethylbenzene up to 19 ug/kg, and
xylenes up to 108 ug/kg. Detected Title 22 metal concentrations were indicative of background
concentrations. Concentrations of 1,4-dioxane, l,2,3-TCP, PCBs, and organochloride pesticides were not
found above their respective laboratory RLs. Table 2 summarizes the analytical data for soil samples.

Basedonthe results of the soil and groundwater samples presented herein, ENVIRON recommends
that the LARWQCB issue a "No Further Action" designation for the site. We will submit a full report
including all laboratory analytical results, data validation reports, and figures within the next coupk of
week.

Upon receiving your verbal authorization, ENVIRON will remove the remediation equipment and
abandon the wells from the site. Furthermore, ENVIRON will assist the LARWQCB with preparation of
the Site Closure Form.

Thank you.

<<9065af3n Figure 3.pdf>> <<Table I .xls>> <<Tab!e 2.xls>> <<Table 3.xls>> <<Table 4.xls>>

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation

Sent: Fri 1/16/2004 4:04 PM

iiGentlemen,
View As Web Page

From: Eddie Arslanian

To: Ju-Tseng Liu'; 'David Young'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai; George Linidetter

Valley-Alhambra: Confirmation Soil and Ground Water SamplingSubject:
Results

Attachments: t. 9065af3n Figure 3.pdf(252KB) Table I .xls(32KB) Table 2.xjs(]9KB)!TabJe
3.xls(19KB) Table 4.xls(2OKB)

View As Web Page

Gentlemen,

As mutually agreed in our meeting on November 18, 2003, ENVIRON conducted confirmation soil
sampling and one final round of ground water sampling at the Site prior to the LARWQCB's issuance ofa
"No Further Action" designation for the site. The sampling activities were conducted to evaluate the
presence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), in addition to I ,4-dioxane, I ,2,3-trichloropropane (1,2,3-

I TCP), Title 22 metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and organochioride pesticides.

Ground Water Sample Results
Ground water sampling activities were conducted on December 18, 2001 In summary, VOC

concentrations (PCE, TCE, cis- I ,2-DCE) were consistent or lower than inconcentrations measured in prior
quarters. Detected Title 22 metal concentrations were indicative of background concentrations and below

I California Maximum Contaminant Levels. Concentrationsof I ,4-dioxane, I ,2,3-TP, PCBs, and
I organochioride pesticides were not found above their respective laboratory reporting limits (RLs). Table I

includes historical and recent results of VOCs found in ground water. Table 2 includes detected Title 22
dissolved metals found in ground water.

Soil Sample Results
Confirmation soil sampling activities were conducted on December 22, 2003 and January 6, 2004.

The attached figure shows the locations of the confirmation soil samples approved by the LARWQCB,
ESB-1 and ESB-2. PCE was found at concentrations ranging from below laboratory RLs of 4 micrograms
per kilogram (ug/kg) to 140 ug/kg at ESB 1-10'. The concentration ofPCEat ESB 1-12 was lower at 37

I ug/kg. Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to 320 ugfkg, ethylbenzene up to 19 ugIkg, and
xylenes up to 108 ug/kg. Detected Title 22 metal concentrations were indicative of background
concentrations. Concentrations of 1,4-dioxane, 1,2,3TCP, PCBs, and organochloride pesticides were not
found above their respective laboratory RLs. Table 2 summarizes the analytical data for soil samples.

Based.onthe results of the. soil and ground- water samples presented- herein-, ENVIRON recommends
that the LARWQCB issue a "No Further Action" designation for the site. We will submit a full report
including all laboratory analytical results, data validation reports, and figures within the next couple of
week.

ii Upon receiving your verbal authorization, ENVIRON will remove the remediatiorr equipment and
abandon the wells from the site. Furthermore, ENVIRON will assist the LARWQCB with preparation of
the Site Closure Form.

Thank you.

<<9065af3n Figure 3.pdf>> <<Table I .xls>> <<Table 2.xls>> <<Table 3.xls>> <<Table 4.xls>>

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation

Sent: Fri 1/16/2004 4:04 PM

:(



707 Wijshire Boujevard, Suite 4950
Los AngeJes, CaJifornia 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

<<9O65an Figure 3.pd> <ab1e I .xls>> <ab1e 2.xls>> <ab1e 3.xls>> <ab1e
4.xls>> -

------.-.---..-...--'---.-....-...-

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 211943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301'

<<9O65an Figure 3.pd> <able I .x1> <ab1e 2.xls>> <ab1e 3.xI> <ab1e
4.xls>>
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From: Eddie Arsanian
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2004 11:31 AM
To: 'Ju-Tseng Liu'; 'David Young'
Cc: Bta Tabatabal; George Linkletler

Gentlemen,

We would like to inquire about the status of the "No Further Action" request for the site.

Could you please inform us as to when we can expect to receive a response from the Regional
Board? Our client and the existing tenant at the site are eager to remove the remediation
equipment and restore the site.

Thank you.

Eddie Arsianian, P.E.

ENVIRON lnternationa Corporation

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950

Los Angeles, Ca'ifornia 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301

From: Eddie Arslanian
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2004 11:3 1 AM
To: 'Ju-Tseng Liu'; 'David Young'
Cc: Bita Tabatabai; George Unkletter

Boulevard

Gentlemen,

We would like to inquire about the status of the "No Further Action" request for the site.

Could you please inform us as to when we can expect to receive a response from the Regionl
Board? Our client and the existing tenant at the site are eager to remove the remediation
equipment and restore the site.

Thank you.

Eddie Arslanian, RE

ENVIRON International Corporation

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950

Los Angeles, California 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301





From: Eddie Arslanian

To: David Young'; 'Ju-Tseng Liu'

Cc: George Linkletter; Bita Tabatabai

Attachments: Case review form.doc(59KB)

Gentlem en,

Attached for your review, please find the closure form. If you have any questions, please contact me.

---Original Message
From: David Young [mailto:dyoungrb4.swrcb.ca.govJ
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2004 10:55 AM
To: Eddie Arsanian
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: Valley Alhambra Closure

Hi Eddie. After talking with management about this case we need the following to be completed:

I) A closure report that summarizes.assessmentiremediation at the site with a section addressing
confirmation sampling results (soil/water). Within this section provide justification of why it is acceptabk
to leave 140 ug/kg in soil @ 10 ft bgs. Feel free to include any other pertinent information that would

support closing this case.

Submit a case review form (attached) electronically for the Regional Board to review/edit.

Submit 2 hard copies of the closure report as well as an electronic copy, which you can send to my email
address (dyoungrb4.swrcb.ca.gov).

Thanks, and call me if you have any questions at (213) 576-6744.

David A. Young
Engineering Geologist
Site Cleanup 11

Sent: Thu 3/25/2004 6:55 PM

***The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to
reduce energy consumption***

I ***For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echalienge.html

***h energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to
reduce energy consumption* * *
***For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:
http:Ilwww.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html * * *

From: Eddie Arslaniar

To: David Young'; 'Ju-Tseng Liu'

Cc: George Linkletter; Bita Tabatabai

Subject;_1YalleykThambra Closure
Attachments: Case review form.doc(59KB)

Gentlemen,

Attached for your review, please find the closure form. If you have any questions, please contact me.

----Original Message
From: David Young [mailto:dyoung@rb4 .swj-cb.ca.govj
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2004 10:55 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: Valley Aihambra Closure

Hi Eddie. After talking with management about this case we need the following to be completed:

I) A closure report that summarizes.assessmentiremediation at the site with a section addressing
confirmation sampling results (soil/water). Within this section provide justification of why it is acceptable
to leave 140 ug/kg in soil 10 ft bgs. Feel free to include any other pertinent information that would
support closing this case.

Submit a case review form (attached) electronically for the Regional Board to review/edit.

Submit 2 hard copies of the closure report as well as an electronic copy, which you can send to my email
address (dyoungrb4.swrcb.ca.gov)

Thanks, and call me if you have any questions at (213) 576-6744.

David A. Young
Engineering Geologist
Site Cleanup 11

Sent: Thu 3/25/2004 6:55 PM



<<Case review forrn.doc>><<Case review forrn.doc>>



Exhibit. I



From: Ju-Tseng Liu FJLrU@rb4.swrcb.ca.govl

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young

Subject: RE:Closure Review for Vally Alhambra

Attachments:

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

Thanks for the email. I have talked with Dave today and he has begun working on the NFA for Valley
Athambra. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 06/30/04 12:59PM>>>
Hello David,

Can you provide me an update on this?

THanks.

Original Message
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:JLflJ@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov}
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2004 2:02 PM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: David Young
Subject: RE: Review of NFA Forms for two sites

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

Thanks for your email. Dave Young is now working on another priority brownfield site closure. I will ask
Dave to give you a call to provide an update to you. Take care. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov

Sent: Wed 6/30/2004 2:07 PM

View As Web Page

From: Ju-Tseng Liu FJL1IJ@,rb4.swrcb.ca.govl

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young

Subject: RE:Closure Review for Valçy Aihambra

Attachments:

Sent: Wed 6/30/2004 2:07 PM

View As Web Page

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

Thanks for the email. I have talked with Dave today and he has begun working on the NFA for Valley
Alhambra. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 06/30/04 12:59PM>>>
Hello David,

Can you provide me an update on this?

THanks.

Original Message
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:JLIU@rb4.swrcbcagov}
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2004 2:02 PM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: David Young
Subject: RE: Review of NFA Forms for two sites

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:'

Thanks for your email. Dave Young is now working on another priority brownfield site closure. I will ask
Dave to give you a call to provide an update to you. Take care. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: J1iurb4.swrcb.ca.gov



>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 06/15/04 09:36AM>>>
iT, thank you for your expedited review of the West Valley Cleaners NFA form.

I still havent heard from David Young on the Valley Alhambra form. Could you please give us anupdate?
_We_woildiike to move forward with well abandonment activities to completely get out of the way of the
new tenant at the site.

Thanks in advance.

----Original Message--
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:JLRJrb4.swrcb.ca.govI
Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2004 11:53 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: Arthur Heath; David Young
Subject: Re: Review of NFA Forms for two sites

* Reply Requested When Convenient **

Eddie:

Thanks for your email. We are making some minor revisions of the closure letter for West Valley CJeaners

and will submit the closure packet to upper management for approval tomoffow.

I will ask Dave Young to give you an update on Valley Aihambra closure. Take care. iT

J.T.Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit 11

:1 (213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> "Eddie Arsianian" <EArslanjan@environcorp.com> 05/25/04 09:1 9AM>>>
>DearJT,

> Could you please give me an update on the review status for the following sites?

> * SLIC No. 1006 (West Valley Cleaners, a.k.a., Tampa Vanowen Shopping Center): Dr. Arthur Heath

infonned us Jast week that he submitted the NFA package to you for review.

> * SLIC No. 967 (Valley-Alhambra): We sent the NFA package to you and David Young on March 25,
2004. 1 have followed up with David Young on a couple of occasions but I think he's been pretty busy.

> Please call me at 213-943-6326 if you have any questions. Thank you

I>
I>

> Eddie Arsianian, P.E.
> ENVIRON International Corporation
> 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950

>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 06/15/04 09:36AM>>>
JT, thank you for your expedited review of the West Valley Cleaners NFA form.

I still haven't heard from David Young on the Valley Alhambra form. Could you please give us an update?
_Wewouldiike to move forward with well abandonment activities to completely get out of the way ofthe
new tenant at the site.

Thanks in advance.

----Original Message--
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:JLRJrb4.swrcb.ca.goVI
Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2004 11:53 AM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: Arthur Heath; David Young
Subject: Re: Review of NFA Forms for two sites

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Eddie:

Thanks for your email. We are making some minor revisions of the closure letter for West Valley Cleaners

and will submit the closure packet to upper management for approval tomoffow.

I will ask Dave Young to give you an update on Valley Aihambra closure. Take care. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit H

I (213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> 'Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 05/25/04 09:I9AM>>>
>DearJT,

> Could you please give me an update on the review status for the following sites?

> * SLIC No. 1006 (West Valley Cleaners, a.k.a., Tampa Vanowen Shopping Center): Dr. Arthur Heath

informed us last week that he submitted the NFA package to you for review.

1
> * SLIC No. 967 (Valley-Alhambra): We sent the NFA package to you and David Young on March 25,

2004. I have followed up with David Young on a couple of occasions but I think he's been pretty busy.

> Please call me at 213-943-6326 if you have any questions. Thank you

1>I>
I>
> Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
> ENVIRON International Corporation
> 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950



> Los Angeles, California 90017
> Tel: 2119416326
> Fax: 2119416301
>

> Los Angeles, California 90017
> Tel: 213.943.6326
> Fax: 213.943.6301
>
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From: Eddie Arslanian

To: David Young'

Cc: Bita Tabataiai

Subject: Valley-Alhambra: Site Histoiy for NFA Form

Attachments:
View As Web Page

Sent: Tue 8/10/2004 9:19 AM

David, I received your voice message. Below, I have included a section on site histoiy you can use for the

closure form. It is an excerpt taken from our Interim Remedial Action Plan document dated April 30, 2001.

Can you please give us your timeframe for finalizing the forms? Thanks.

1.1 Site Descriptionand History
The Site is located at 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, California in an industrial area of Los

Angeks, California. North and south of the Site are manufacturing and distribution facilities, to the west is

Valley Boulevard, and to the east are raijroad tracks and industrial buildings.
From January 1972 to January 31, 1993, the Site was occupied by Harris Hub/Contract MetaJ

Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 1990, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and continued the operation.

Activities included receiving finished metal bed frames to be painted and assembled. As part of the painting

process, two dip tanks and three USTs using paints was used (Figure 2). The three 750-gallon USTs were
removed from the Site under the direction of the City of Los Angdes Fire Department (Fire Department).

The subsurface investigations conducted during this time and subsequently are described in ENVIRON's

Response to Request for Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan dated April 30, 2001 (ENVIRON 2001 c).

Currently, the building is used as a warehouse for the storage of used garmentsby City Mission Industries,

Inc. The warehouse operations since 1995 include sorting, pressing, bundling, and storage of the garments

and various used furniture.

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950

I Los Angeles, California 90017
Te': 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

Attachments:
View As Web Page

From: Eddie Arslanian

To: 'David Young'

Cc: Bita Tabata&ai

Subject: Valley-Alhambra: Site History for NFA Form

David, I received your voice message. Below, I have included a section on site history you can use for the

closure form. It is an excerpt taken from our Interim Remedial Action Plan document dated April 30, 2001.

Can you please give us your timeframe for finalizing the forms? Thanks.

1.1 Site Descriptionand History
The Site is located at 4900 East Valley Boulevard, LosAngeles, California in an industrial area of Los

Angeles, California. North and south of the Site are manufacturingand distribution facilities, to the west is

Valley Boulevard, and to the east are railroad tracks and industrial buildings.

From January 1972 to January 31, 1993, the Site was occupied by Harris Hub/Contract MetaJ
Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 1990, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and continued the operation.

Activities included receiving finished metal bed frames to bepainted and assembled. As part of the painting

process, two dip tanks and three USTs using paints was used (Figure 2). The three 750-gallon USTs were
removed from the Site under the direction of the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (Fire Department).

The subsurface investigations conducted during this time and subsequently are described in ENVIRON's

Response to Request for Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan dated April 30, 2001 (ENVIRON 2001c).

Currently, the building is used as a warehouse for the storage ofused garments by City Mission Industries,

Inc. The warehouse operations since 1995 include sorting, pressing, bundling, and storage of the garments

and various used furniture.

Eddie Arsianian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

Sent: Tue 8/10/2004 9:19 AM





From: Eddie Arsianian Sent: Tue 9/7/2004 9:04 AM

To: 'David Young'; 'Ju-Tseng Liu'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai

Siibject:_Ya11eyAIhambra: NFA Form

Attachments:

View As Web Page

GentIemen

CouJd you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arsanian, P.E.
ENVJRON International Corporation

1 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Te': 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

From: Eddie Arsianian Sent: Tue 9/7/2004 9:04 AM

To: 'David Young': 'Ju-Tseng Liu'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai

Subject:_YaIJeyAIhambra: NFA Form

Attachments:

View As Web Page

Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arslanian, P.E
ENVIRON International Corporation

1 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301



From: Ju-Tseng Liu [jliu,rb&swrcbcagov1

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young

Attachments:

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow Thanks JT

.LT. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliu®rb4.swrcbCagov
>>> "Eddie Arsianian" <EArsianian
Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

..EddieArsI.ani.an, PE.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeks, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

environcOrp.cOm> 09/07/04 09:05 AM>>>

Sent: Wed 9/8/2004 10:52 AM

View As Web Page

From: Ju-Tseng Liii [jliu,rb4.swrcb.ca.goV1

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young

Attachments:

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

i
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)

1
(213)576-67l7(fax)
E-Mail: Jliu®rb4.swrcb.Ca.gOV
>>> "Eddie Arsianian" <EArslanian@enViroflc0113.00m> 09/07/04 09:05 AM>>>

Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

..EddieArsl.ani.afl, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

Sent: Wed 9/8/2004 10:52AM

View As Web Page



thanks

Original Message----
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:iliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov1
Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

* Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and wifl talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit 11

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717(fax)
E-Mail: JIiurb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>> "Eddie Arsianian" KEArslanian@environcorp.com> 09/07/04 0-9:05 AM>>>
Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arsianian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326

From: Eddie Arslanian Sent: Wed 9/8/2004 11:08 AM

To: 'Ju-Tsen Liu

Cc: 'David Young'; Bita Tabatabai

SubjectREVafley-Alhambra: NFA Form

Attachments:
/ View As Web Page

From: Eddie Arslanian Sent: Wed 9/8/2004 11:08 AM

To: Ju-Tsen Liu'

Cc: 'David Young'; Bita Tabatabai

Subjeet>-RE--ValIey-Alhambra NFA Form

Attachments:
/

thanks

Original Message----
From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mai1to:iliurb4.swrcb.ca.goV}
Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

* Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

J.T.Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit 11

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-67]7(fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>> "Eddie Ars-lanian" EArslanian@environcorp.com> 09/07/04 0-9:05 AM>>>
Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arsianian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326

View As Web Page



Fax: 213.943.6301

)

Fax: 213.943.6301

)



I
RE: Valley-Aihambra: NFA Form

Reply Reply to all Q Forward Lj < .4. '' J a i Help

From: Eddie Arsianian

To: Ju-Tseng Liii'

Cc: David Young'

Subject RE: VaJley-Ailtarthra: NFA Fonn

Attachments:

iT and David astything new on this front?

---OriTginel Mcsxage-
From Ju-Tscng Liii fnsailto:iluu©rb4.swrcb.ca.covl
Scm: Wednesday, Septeither 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: VaHey-Alhasnbra: NFA Form

Reply Requested When Convethent'

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. iT

LT Liu
Senior Water Resowces Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 09/07/04 09:05 AM>>>
Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank yotL

Eddie Asslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

http://webmaiLenvii ) pconilexchange/AHi11thanhInbox/September.%...

Sene Fri 9/17/2004 4:00 PM

View As Web Page

I of I 7/7/2008 4:41 PM

I
RE: Vail ey-Alhambra: NFA Form

Reply Reply to aH Forward Lj .4.. '' J a ( Help

http://webmaiLenvii p,con,/exchange/AHillthanflnbox/september%....

.lTand David axtything new on this front?

---Original Message
From Ju-Tscng Liii fmailto:iliu©rb4.swrcb.ca.govi
Scm: Wednesday, Septeither 08,2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: ValIey-AThasnbra: NFA Form

Reply Requested When Convenicnt'

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and wjll talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

AT. Liu
Senior Water Resoraces Controi Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Conteol Board
Site Cleanup Unit II

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian©environcorp.com> 09/07/04 09:05 AM>>>
Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank yoa

Eddie Axslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles. California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

I of I 7/7/2008 4:41 PM

From: Eddie Arslanian Scm Fri 9/17/2004 4:00 PM

To: Ju-TsengLiri

Cc: David Young'

Subject: RE: VaJlcy-ATharthra: NFA Form

Attachments:
View As Web Page



From: Eddie Arslanian

To: 'David Young

Cc: 'Ju-Tseng Liu'; Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Subject_RE:_ValleY-Alhambra:NEA Form

Attachments:

Thank you

Original Message
From: David Young [mailto:dyoung®rb4SwrcbCagov]
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2004 9:56 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: RE: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

Hi Eddie I apologize for the delays, but the closure package wifl be given to JT this week Thanks, Dave

Young

>>> 'Eddie Arsianian" <EArslanian@environcorPcom> 09/17/04 04:OOPM>>>

JT and David, anything new on this front?

Original Message-----
From: Ju-Tseng Liu fmailto:iliurb4swrcbcagov}
Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM

To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Va!Jey-Alhambra: NFA Form

Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will ta!k with Dave Young tomorrow Thanks JT

LTLIu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit H

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(213)576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4swrcbcagOv
>>> Eddie Arsiarnan <EArslanian@envirOncOrP corn> 09/07/04 09 05 AM>>>

Sent: Tue 9/21/2004 9:57 AM

View As Web Page

From: Eddie Arsianian

To: 'David Young'

Cc: 'Ju-Tseng Liu'; Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Form

Attachments:

Thank you.

Original Message
From: David Young [mailto:dyoung®rb4.SWTCb.Ca.goV]
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2004 9:56 AM
To: Eddie Arsianian
Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu
Subject: RE: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

but the closure package will be given to JT this week. Thanks, Dave

environcorp.com> 09/17/04 04:OOPM>>>
front?

Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

J.T.Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit H

(213) 576-6667 (tel)
(2 13) 576-6717 (fax)
E-Mail: Jliurb4.swrcb.ca.goV
>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian@enviroflCOrP.com> 09/07/04 09:05 AM>>>

Hi Eddie. I apologize for the delays,
Young

>>> "Eddie Arslanian" <EArslanian
JT and David, anything new on this

Original Message-----
From: Ju-Tseng Liu fmailto:iliurb4.swrcb.CagoV}
Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Valley-Aihambra: NFA Form

Sent: Tue 9/21/2004 9:57 AM

View As Web Page



Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arslanian, RE.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected by law from
disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or
authorized
agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose
to.anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message n error, please contact the sender by electronic
reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the

ssage.

Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017
Tel: 213.943.6326
Fax: 213.943.6301

This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise protected by law from
disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or
authorized
agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose
to.anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic
reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the

iJ message.




