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After the sample vial has filled, the sample housing is withdrawn from the drive rods and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 | 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 | 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 potentiometric surface in the borehole.

HydroPunch Il can be used below the water table, in a manner similar to HydroPunch |,
or it can be used at the water table in the “hydrocarbon mode”. If HydroPunch Il 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
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required for analysis. The screen and drive point are left in the hole as the HydroPunch
Il 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_ | 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
O-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 O-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 | and Hydropunch || (“in the ground water mode”)
require drive rods of sufficient diameter to allow passage of the water level indicator,
generally about % inch. HydroPunch Il 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, HydroPunch | (and HydroPunch Il in the “‘ground water mode”) cannot
be used at sampling depths less than 5 feet below the water table. HydroPunch |, when
full, has a capacity of 500 ml; HydroPunch II, when full, has a capacity of 1250ml. The
Enviro Probe system and HydroPunch Il in the “hydrocarbon mode” allow for collection
of unlimited sample volumes. The HydroPunch | 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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555 S. Flower St., 30" Floor
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Telephone:  (213) 683-6500
5 || Facsimile:  (213) 683-6669 )
6 || Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
7
8 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
o | |
11 || IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION Petition No.
OF LEGGETT & PLATT,
12 || INCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF PETITION FOR REVIEW PURSUANT TO
WATER CODE SECTION 13267 . WATER CODE SECTION 13320 AND 23 C.C.R.
13 || ORDER DATED JUNE 11, 2008, BY SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL [Request To Be Held In Abeyance Under 23
14 || WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, | C.C.R. §2050.5(d)]
LOS ANGELES REGION.
15 : DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
SUPPORT THEREOF FILED CONCURRENTLY
16 HEREWITH : .
17
183 || L. INTRODUCTION
19 11" 7 Pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 and Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, |-
20 || Section 2050 et seq., Petitioner Leggett & Platt, Incorporated, a Missouri corporation (‘;Leggett &
21 || Platt”) hereby petitions the State Water Resources Control Board (“State Water Board”) for
22 || review of a Conditional Approval of Work Plan For Additional Investigation Pursuant to
23 || California Water Code Séction 13267 Order issued on November 25, 2008 (“Novembef 25, 2008
24 || Order”) by the Executive Officer of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los
25 || Angeles Region (“Regional Water Board”), which would require Petitioner to submit an
26 || assessment report, including all information specified in the November 25, 2008 Order, relating
27 to soil and groundwater investigation at and about 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles,
mucruunen 28 || California (“Site”). A copy of the November 25, 2008 Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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1 il IL A RELATED PETITION HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE STATE WATER

2 BOARD AND IS CURRENTLY BEING HELD IN ABEYANCE WHILE

3 PETITIONER WORKS WITH THE REGIONAL WATER.BOARD IN GOOD
4 FAITH

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

6 |l June 11, 2008, the Regional Water Board issued a Section 13267 Ordér requiring submittal of a
7 || work plan for additional investigation of soil and ground water at and about the Site (“June 11,
8 || 2008 Order™).
9 On July 10, 2008, Leggett & Platt ﬁléd a Petition For Review Pursuant To Water Code
10 |l Section 13320 relating to the June 11, 2008 Order (“July 10, 2008 Petition™). In support of the
11 J uly 10, 2008 Petition Leggett & Pl-att simultaneously filed the Declaration of George Linkletter
12 | In Suppoft Thereof (“July 10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration”). Additionally, on or about that same
13 | date, the owner of the Site, Valley Alhambra Properties (“Valley Alhambra”), filed a Partial
14 || Joinder in the July 10, 2008 Petition. Copies of the July 10, 2008 Petition, July 10, 2008
15 || Linkletter Declaration and Partial Joinder are attached hereto as Exhibit B, Exhibit C and
16 || Exhibit D, respectively. . ‘ | _
17 Concurrently with the ﬁling of the July 10, 2008 Petition, Petitioner submitted a reqﬁest
18 || for reconsideration of the J une 11, 2008 Order to the Regional Water Board. A copy of the
19 {| request for reconsideration is-attached hereto-as Exhibit E. Thus, Petitioner requested that the .
20 || State Water Board hold the July 10, 2008 Petition in abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the
21 || California Code of Regulations, Seétion 2050.5(d), pending further good faith discussions
22 || between Petitioner .and the Regional Water Board. .
23 On July 14, 2009; the State Water Board sent Petitioner a letter acknowledging that the
24 || July 10, 2008 Petitién had been received by the State Water Board and approving Petitioner’s
25 || request that the July 10, 2008 Petition be held iﬁ abeyance. A similar acknowledgment letter was
26 || sent to Valley Alhambra in relation to its Partial Joinder in the J uly 10, 2008 Petition. Copies of
27 |l both acknowledgement letters are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit F. The July 10, 2008
Wﬂwu@ 28 || 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

discuss_the_June 11, 2008 Order, July 10, 2008 Petition and supporting July 10, 2008 Linkletter
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Declaration. During that meeting, the Regional Water Board agreed in conéept to a work plan for
onsite and offsite investigation intended to result in site closure. Consistent with those
discussiohs, 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 curréntly held in abeyance by the State Water
Resources Control Board. A copy of a November 17, 2008 letter confirming the parties’
discussions at the AOctober 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 1ssued a bonditional 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-inapproprate; improper and not supported by the 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 invesﬁgation of soil and ground water at and about the Site as discussed 1n the
October 14, 2008 meeting without waiving its rights to petition 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-1936).

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

2
3 || purpose of brevity, the factual and legal contentions contained in the July 10, 2008 Petition, July
4|10, 2008 Linkletter Declaration and Partial Joinder are not repeated herein verbatim. However,
5 || the factual and legal contentions contained in those documents also form the basis of the instant
6 |l Petition and are incorporated herein by reference. Additionally, Petitioﬁer reserQes the right to
7 || supplement this Petition with a further statement of reasons if the Petition is reactivated.
8
9 || . NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PETITIONER
10 :As explained more fully in Section II of the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Platt has
11 |l acted as the administrator of settlement funds used to fund the remediation of the Site pursuant to
12 || a settlement agreement between Valley Alhambra, Leggett & Platt and Dresher, Inc. (Leggett &
13 || Platt’s wholly owned subsidiary). |
14 As set forth in the July 10, 2008 Petition, Leggett & Platt’s subsidiary, Dresher, Inc., was
15 || the survivor of the mergér with Harris Hubb, in 1990 and fully vacated the Site in 1991.
16 Valley Alhambra is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the
17 || Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, without naming Valley
18 || Alhambra or making any finding that Leggétt & Platt was a potentially responsible party. In light
19- l--of their respeetive interests in the outcome.of the Petition, Leggett & Platt (as admini_étrator_of the |
20 || settlement fund) and Valley Alhambra (filing a partial joinder as the owner of the Site and an
21 interested party) are jointly concerned about the efficacy of the November 25, 2008 Order. Thus,
22 || all correspondence and other Written communications regarding this matter should be addressed
23 {| as fdllows: |
24 Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
25 P.O. Box 757
Number 1 Leggett Road
26 Carthage; MO 64836
27 Gary J. Herman, Sr..
1201 S. Olive Street )
e )8 Los Angeles, California 90015
| TE‘::{E:S;S,\% Telephone: 213-747-6531, Ext. 1.121_
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1 Facsimile: 213-747-4305
garysr@sdherman.com

3 || With copies to:

4 . Joan_C. Donnellan, Esq., Counsel for Leggett & Platt
Gary Meyer, Esq.
5 Pedram Mazgani, Esq.
Parker, Milliken, Clark, O’Hara & Samuelian
6 A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30" Floor
7 , Los Angeles, CA 90071-2440
Telephone:  (213) 683-6500
8 Facsimile: (213) 683-6669
: JDonnellan@pmcos.com
9 GMeyer(@pmcos.com
PMazgani@pmcos.com
10
Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Alhambra
11 Northrup Schlueter
31365 Oak Crest Drive
12 Suite 250
WestlakeVillage, CA 91361
13 Telephone: 818-707-2600
Facsimile: 818-707-2675
14 ' Inorthrup@nsplc.com

15 || IV. SPECIFIC ACTION OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD THAT PETITIONER

16 REQUESTS THE STATE WATER BOARD REVIEW
17 Petitioner requests review of the November 25, 2008 Order issued by the Regional Water

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

19 I includinginformation-specified-in-the- November-25,-2008-Order pursuant-to. Water Code-Section

20 13267. A copy of the November 25, 2008 Order 1s attached hereto as ﬁxhibit A.

21 . |

22 {f V. DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION

- 23 The Order is dated November 25, 2008.

24
25 {l VI.  STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD’S

26 ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR IMPROPER
27 This Petition presents factual and legal issues that also form the basis of SWRCB/OCC
eaweruuen 28 File No. A-1936, which currently is being held in abeyance. Petitioner incorporates herein
SAMUEUAN, A
ConroRATION : : =5-
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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

. 19 B
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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.

VII. - 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 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 No{/ernber 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.

VIII. THE SPECIFIC ACTION THAT PETITIONER REQUESTS THE STATE BOARD

Petitioner fequests 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 remediate

the Site, reserving any order against Leggett & Platt until the Regional Water Board establishes

-6-
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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

request_further action authorized by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition 1s reactivated.
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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 BOARD |
Petitioner is-engaged in-an-ongoing dialogue with 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 preparé the record, including
available tape recordings and transcripts, for the heaﬁng on this Petition. A copy of Petitioner’s

4
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' request to the Regional Water Board for preparétion 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

matters-by the Regional WaterBoard,AEetltloner reserves the right to requcst that the Regional
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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
Regiotlal 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 Regulatlons sectlon 2050.6(a), Petitioner requests that the State Water
Board supplement the record before it. Petltloner 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.

XII1. 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
techrtical infonnatidrt 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 currently 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
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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
well as a pﬁor 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 .

Petitionerprior -to—a*hea:ring-on—the~Pet-i~tiqn~by‘th&State_Wateli.B0ard.unlesS_a_stayjs__g[ant_cd_.L___,___ .

Dt George Linkletter 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. 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

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

1
2 || good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board. In this regard,

3 || Petitioner notes that the State Water Board has previously granted Petitioner’s request to hold the
4-||_related Petition (SWRCB/OCC File. A-1936) in abeyance based upon the same facts and
5 || circumstances. Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for
6 |l the maximum time period permitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner will promptly
7 || notice the State Water Board when it is reédy to reactivate and have its Petition considered.
8 || Petitioner reserves the right to supplement this Petition if the State Water Board does not grant
9 || Petitioner’s request for abeyance or should the Petition be reactivated in the future.

10

11 || XVI. CONCLUSION

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

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

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

| 15 Petition and review the Regional Water Board’s action in issuing the Novemﬁér 25,2008 Order.

16 || However, until such time that Petitioner requests the State Water Board to reactivate this Petiﬁon,

17 || Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance. -

18 ‘

19-{|- DATED:December23,2008 - - .PARKER, MILLIKEN,.CLARK, OHARA & . . . | ...

‘ SAMUELIAN :

20 A Professional Corporation

21 )

2 /] ol o )

23 4 JOAN C. DONNELLAN

| 24 Attorneys for Petitioner 4
' Leggett & Platt, Incorporated

25

26

27

T 28
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< California Regional Water Quality €_ntrol Board
V . Los Angeles Region _

" 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013
Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Intemet Address: http://www.watcrboards.ca.ggv/losa.ngeles‘

Linda S. Adams Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

Cal/EPA Secretary

November 25, 2008

Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett and Platt, Inc.
One Leggett Road
Carthage, MO 64836

CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL 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. Andgrsbn:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff has received and reviewed
the document-titled Work Plan for Additional Investigations (Work Plan), dated November 14, 2008;
prépared 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
" comipared with the ‘commercial/industrial California Human-Health Screening-Levels-(CHHSLs) 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 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 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
ntified as SG-7 (adjacent to the former methylene chloride dip tank). The

sampling location ide
nal borings/samples should be

sampling methodology and laboratory analysis for these additio
consistent with the Work Plan.

. California Environmental Protection Agency
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Our mission is to preserve and enhance the guality'of California’s water resources for the benefit of present and future generations.
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e borings to approximately 3 feet beyond first

3

Qur mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of Californi

-properties of the saturated zone (including laboratory st

If any soil vapor data from the propos
7 the commercial/industrial CHHSLs, you are required
_ risk evaluation to the Regional Board using site speci

.from December 19, 2008 (required in th

. the Evaluation and Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrus

- Plan (HASP) for the proposed field work.

The Work -Plan--proposes. drilling._five_off-sit

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

surface. As directed in the Order, you are required to conduct an investigation of the physical
ieve analysis of soil matrix samples) and

collection of discrete vertical groundwater samples. Investigation of the saturated zone must include
dary with a minimum thickness of 5 feet is -

continuous coring until a competent clay boun
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
interval. o ’
ed investigation have ‘concentrations of contamination above
to submit a vapor intrusion human health
fic physical and chemical data. Considering
for submittal of the vapor intrusion evaluation is extended
¢ 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 Tequest the assistance
of the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assesément (OEHHA) in reviewing the
'vapor intrusion évaluation 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 OEHHA staff can validate the risk calculations. The following docurient can be

referenced. for completion of a site-specific vapor intrusion evaluation: “Interim Final Guidance for
jon to Indoor Air”, dated December 15,

California Department of Toxic Substances

the delayed field work,-the due date

2004 (revised February 7, 2005), prepared by the
Control. _ .

As directed in the Order, you were required to submit a site conceptual model (SCM) concurrently
Plan does not include a SCM, you are required to prepare,

with the Work Plan. Because the Work
using-existing -and new-data; and include-the SCM.in the assessment report following additional site

investigation due by March 31, 2009. The goals of the SCM
contaminants‘in soil, soil vapor, and groundwater have changed in space and time; potential current
and future rec'eptors;_and, environmental issues that need to be addressed. .

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.

-update its previous site specific Health and Safety
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
briefing should be conducted- with all site personnel on a daily basis, prior to commencing

fieldwork:

The Work Plan indicates that Environ wiil

California Environmental Protection Agency

L]
RS Recycled Paper ) : N
ia’s water resources for the benefit of present and future generations.

are to identify how the distdbutionof ~
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7. Please notify the Regional Board at Jeast 10 working days prior to the start of fieldwork.

8. Following the complétion of the field work and'l'aboratory analysis, an aséessment report
presenting the results: of soil gas and groundwater/lithologic investigation, a SGCM, and a vapor
intrusion evaluation, if necessary, shall be submitted to the Regional Board no later than March

31, 2009.

9. As indicated in the Order, baséd on the results of the hydropunch'g'roﬁndwa'ter sam;;ling,
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 information, 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.

Plirsua;lt to section 13268 of the CWC,.failu're 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 accordarce 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 mnust be received by the State Water Board by 5:00 p.m:
‘on the next business day. Copies of the law and regulations applicable to filing. petitions may be found on ~
the Internet at: http://www .waterboards.ca.gov/public notices/petitions/water quality or will be provided

. ..upon._request_..:, T e e i e e emie s e e s e e e o

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,

o %MJA‘MMM,W

ﬁ[\, Tracy J. Egoscue
Executive Officer

Enclosure: Regional Board Order dated June 11, 2008

Californic Environmental Protection Agency
AN
R Recycled Paper

"Our mission is to preserve and enhance.the quality of California’s water resources - for the benefit of present and future generations. -
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cc: Mr. Gordon Billheimer, Leggett & Platt

Ms. Linda Northrup, Northrup Schlueter

Mr. Gary Herman, S.D. Herman Co. ‘
Mr. Gary Meyer, Parker, Milliken, Clark, OHara & Samuelian
Ms. Joan Donnellan, Parker, Milliken, Clark, O'Hara & Samuelian
Dr. George Linkletter, Environ ' :

Mr. Eddie Arslanian, Environ

Ms. Seema Sutarwala, Environ

. California Environmental Protection Agency

—
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* Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources for the benefit of present and future generations.
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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,

330418 (4009 700)

Petition No.

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))

DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
SUPPORT THEREOF

PETITION FOR REVIEW
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I. INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 and Title 23 of the California Code of Regulatiohs,

Section 2050 et seq., Petitioner Leggett & Platt, Incorporated, 2 Missouri corporation (“Leggett &

Platt”’). hereby petitions the State Water Resources Control Board (“State Water Board”) for

PARKER MILLIKEN
CLARK O'HARA &
SAMUELIAN, A
PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION
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11

12
13
14
15
16
17

.. "

190
. the deed restriction in January 2007, the Regional Water Board failed to issue a closure; rather,

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

review of a Water Code Section 13267 Order (“Order”) issued on June 1 1; 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, Califomié
(“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 Regi.ona] Water Board. After the gas vapor extraction was completed, the Site was
monitbred 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 investi gafion or remediaﬁon activities at the Si.te. (See Linkletter Deéclaration)

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 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 wi]l-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

-9
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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 Water Board 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

PARKER MELLIKEN
CLARK OHARA &
SAMUELIAN, A
PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION

10
11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18

20
21
22

23

24
25
26
27
28

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 Ca]ifomia 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 ownéd subsidiary. The remediation process is docum_en.ted 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

19 || 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 A]hambré is the owner of the Site and the real party in interest. Nevertheless, the
Regional Water Board has issued the Order against Leggett & Platt, withoﬁt naming Valley
Alhambra. 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 pending order. |

Thus, all correspondence and other written communications regarding this matter should be

_3-
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addressed as follows:

-2 Mr. Robert Anderson
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
3 P.O. Box 757
Number 1 Leggett Road A
4 Carthage, MO 64836 e
5 Gary J. Herman, Sr.
See Partial Joinder filed by Valley Alhambra
6
Los Angeles, Califorma
7
With copies to:
8
' Joan C. Donnellan, Esg., , Counsel for Leggett & Platt
9 Gary Meyer, Esq. .
Pedram Mazgani, Esq.
10 Parker, Milliken, Clark, O’Hara & Samuehan
A Professxonal Corporanon :
11 555 S. Flower St., 30" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-2440 ,
12 Telephone:  (213) 683-6500
Facsimile: (213) 683-6669
13 JDonnellan@pmcos.com
GMeyer(@pmcos.com
14 PMa;gani@pmcos com
| 15 Linda Northrup, Counsel for Valley Alhambra
Northrup Schlueter
16 31365 Oak Crest Dnve
Suite 250
17 WestlakeV1llage CA 91361
18 :
III. SPECIFIC ACTION OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD THAT PETITIONER
19 ' : ‘ :
"REQUESTS THE STATE WATER' BOARD REVIEW ' '
20 : '
' Petitioner requests review of the Section 13267 Order issued by the Regional Water Board
21 : . ‘
on June 11, 2008 to Petitioner Leggett & Platt. The Order requires the preparation of a work plan
22 o
for additional investigation of soil gas and ground water at and about the Site pursuant to Water
23 :
Code Section 13267. A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
24 :
25
IV. DATE OF THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD ACTION
26 ' '
The Order is dated June 11, 2008.
27
| e 28
ik -4-
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V.  STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE REGIONAL WATER BOARD’S
ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR IMPROPER

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

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

© W X N N W s

1
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20
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CORPORATION

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

fb]lowing reasons:

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

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

waters of the State;

The Order contains findings of fact that are not supported by substantial evidence
in the record;

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

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

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

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

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

the reports and investigations sought by the Order;

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

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

has not océupied the Site for almost 18 years and has no legal rights to use,
manage, control, alter, modify or dispose of the Site. Any iﬁclusion of Leggett &
Platt in a 13267 Order should be speciﬁcallyilirriited to 1ts role as the administrator
of the settlement fund pending a determination of its status as a potentially
responsible party;

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

the Site without further investigation.

-5-
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herein.

Petitioner requests that the State Water Board hold this Petition in abeyance for the
maximum time period permiitted or until reactivated by Petitioner. Petitioner reserves its ri ghtto

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

PARKER MILLIKEN
| CLARK OMARA &
SAMUELIAN, A
PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

RENS

20
21
22
23
24
25

26

27

28

V. MANNER IN WHICH THE PETITIONER IS AGGRIEVED

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because: (lj 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 A]hambra and before any determination that Leggett & Platt was a PRP as to the

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

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

VII. 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 & P]att requests that the Order be amended to include Valley
Alhambra, the owner of the Site (i.e. 4900 Valley Bou]evard property) and to hmlt the Order’s
application to Leggett & Platt to reflect Leggett & Platt’s limited role as the administrator of the
settiement 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 riéht to
request further action authorized by Water Code Section 13320 if the Petition is reactivated.

-6-
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VIII. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL

ISSUES RAISED IN THIS PETITION
A. APPLICABLE STANDARD OF REVIEW
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§ 13320; In the Matter of the Petition of Exxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-7, at p. 10.

Any aggrieved person may petitiAon the State Water Board to review an action or failure f(o
act by a Regional Water Board within 30 déys of such action or failure. Water Code §13320(a).
Pursuant to Water Code section 13320(c), the State Water Board may find that the actions of a
Regional Water Board were inappropriate or improper. Upon finding that the action of a
Regional Water Board, or the failure of a Regional Water Board to act, was inappropriate or
improper, the State Water Board may take'the appropriate action, direct the Regional Water
Board to take the appropriate action, and/or refer the 1ssue to another state agency with
jurisdiction. Water Code-§13320(c). The State Water Board is vested with all the powers of the
Regional Water Board for purposes of taking such actions. Water Code §13320(c).

Upon a Water Code Section 13320 Petition, the State Water Board must review the
Regional Water Board record to determine if there is sufficient evidence ensuring an appropriate
and proper action by the Regional Water Board. See Water Code §13320. The State Water Boa;d
1S reqﬁired to make an independent review of the Regional Water Board action to determine
‘whether the wei ght of the evidence supports the issﬁance of the Regional Water Board’s order. In
the Matter of the Petition of Exxon Company, U.S.A., et al. of the Adoption of the Cleanup and
Abatement Order No. 85-066 by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central
Valley Region, Order No. WQ' 85-7, at p. 10 (standard of State Water Board review under Section
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

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
scbpe of review is “closer to that of independent review.” In the Matter of the Petition of Exxon .

.7 -
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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 of Exxon Company, supra, Order No. WQ 85-
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7, at pp. 10, 12.

B. THE REGIO.NAL WATER BOARD 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 'I‘HREATENINC 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) éuthorizes 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
yvould be the subject of the current Order and, as such, the Regional Water Board has exceeded its
guthority under Water Code Section 13267 by iséﬁing its Order agamstLeggett &Platt " o
The State Water Board has recognized that it is important for orders to explain the basis
for namihg persons uﬁder Sections 13267 and 13304. See e.g., In the Matter of the Petition of Mr.
Kelly'Eng'inee'r‘/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 to justify
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 Com;vany, supra, Order No. WQ 85-7, at p. 10-11
(“[T]here must be a reasonable basis on which to name each party. There must be substantial

_8-
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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
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- UST site because there is substantia

acting under this broad authority, regional boards must identify 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 Larry 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

] evidence in the existing record that petitioners are not

responsible for MTBE pollution).

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

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

predecessor of Valley Alhambra, to “assemble” and palnt” bed frames Ev1dence produced in

20
21
22

23

24
25
26
27

28

‘operations to a different facility in

connection with the litigation settled in 2000 demonstrated that bed frames were dehvered
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 subéidiary 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
Whittier, California, ultimately ceasing all activity at the Site

in early 1991 and vacating the Site thereafter. Leggett & Platt has no ownership-rights to the Site

and no legal right to manage or operate the Site.

—9- -
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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
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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 potentialiy responsible party. Thus, the
State Water Board should amend the Order to clarify that Leggett & Platt is beiﬂg named in the
Order in its capacity as administrafo_r 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. . bATA FROM GROUND WATER SAMPLING REPORTS PREPARED BY
ENVIRON AND SUBMI’I’TED 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 1S

_ COMPLIANT WITH THE CURRENT CONDITIONS FOR 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 r‘nore. 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 5 risk assessment for the Site as recounted 1n

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 confirmation

-10.-
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1 || monitoring Environ has concluded that the current soil and ground water conditions at the Site do

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

3 || following factors:

4 o The Site is located atop shallow alluvial deposité, which lie above a non-waterbearing

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

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

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

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

9 e There are no public supply or privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.
10  Ground water testing between 2001 and 2003 demonstrated that PCE levels in the ground
11 water beneath the Site were reduced by orders of magnitude (e.g., from a peak of 4,800
12 - pg/l to 26 ug/l at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the
13 Site) as a result of Regional Water Board approved remediation at the Site.
14 o Investigations relating to historic operations at the Site are inconclusive regarding the
15 cause of the PCE contamination at t,h.e Site but clearly defined the source area. Given the
16 results of the assessment, investigation, and remediation history of the Site it appears that
17 source contamination at the Site has been sufﬁéiently‘ remediated énd remaining materials
18 do not pose a substantial risk to human health or the environment.
19|« Datacollected from monitoring wells and soil borings along the wester property line of
20 the Site (as well as other data points located downgradient from the source areaj, when A
21 _ compared to substantially higher contamination levels in the source area on the Site and
22 within the context of the hydrostratigraphy at the Site, indicate only limited migration of
23 contafninants away from the source area.
24 e  The radius of influence of the remediation system that operated at the Site, which include
25 an extraction well immediately adjacent to the Site’s western property line, indicate that
26 the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to
27 the downgradient property.

e ren )8 e The analytical results from the deepest samples were judged reflective of ground water
i%go%m"% -11-
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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.

e Environ prepared a “Risk Assessment of Potential Migration of VOCs to Indoor Air,”

datedN,oy‘embAchA&,_ZO(jS, which concluded that the “cumulative cancer risks are no
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19 |

higher than 1 X 107 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water
Board provide an NFA designation for “ynrestricted 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, SUBJECT
TO RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS
‘The Site hasbeen 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
-12-
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1 I timeline of events, the Regional Water Board authorized removal of the monitoring equipment

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

3 e OnApril 30, 2001, Environ submitted an “Interim Remedial Action Plan” (IRAP)

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

5 Regional Water Bbagj authorized the implementat}_ion of the work on June 8§,

6 2001. The remediation system, consisting of 2-PHASE soil vapor and ground

7 . water extraction, began operating on December 6, 2001.

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

9 (George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, and Bita Tabatabai) and the Regional Water
10 Board (David Young and J.T. Liu), it was mutually agreed to shut down the
11 remediation system in order to evaluate possible rebound in ground water. On
12 Oétober 15, 2002, Environ submitted fo the Regional Water Board a “Request for
13 Post-Remediation Monitoring” documentiné the outcome of the October 8, 2002
14 meeting. |
15  Following the agreed upon number of post~remédiation ground water monitoring
16 events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from
17 Environ (George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arslanian) and the
18 Regional Water Board (David Yoﬁng and J.T. Liu) to discuss the data from the
19 postremediation ground water monitoririg and protocols for confirmationsoil
20 sampling and a final round of ground water mdnitorin g as a prelude to site closure
21 (No Further Action [NFA] designation).
22 e On becember 3, 2003, Environ submitted its “Work Plan for Confirmation Soil
23 Sampling and Final Round of Groundwater Sampling.” The work plan included
24 an historical summary of 'the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from
25 the Site. In a December 9, 2003 email, Mr. Young approved the work plan.
26 e InaJanuary 16, 2004 email Environ submitted to the Regional Water Board the
27 results of the conﬁnﬁation soil sampling and final round of ground water

;ﬁiéms: 28 sampling and requested an NFA designation for the Site.
o | , -13-
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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

Regional Water Board “management” for the “closure process.”
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In a March 25, 2004 email Environ submitted a case review form via electronic
mail.

Following various emails between Environ and Regioha] 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 Augﬁst 10, 2004 email Eﬁviron 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). Inan

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 concemn that a deed restriction would be
required for unrestricted future use, and the implicatibns 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 canéer risks are no higher than 1 X 10°
5 (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water Board

provide an NFA designation for “unrestricted use for the site.”

- 14 -
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o 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

asreed with Environ’s conclusions regarding the risk assessment, but raised
ol
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certain questions for Regional Water Board consideration.

On January 19, 2007, representatives from Environ (George Linkletter, 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 & Platt (Joan
Donnellan, counsel for Leggett & Platt as administrator of the settlement fund)
met to discuss the outétanding items raiseci 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 commehts 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
conducf 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

CLPIOCESS. e

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 identify any new evidence or changed circumstances that would

justify the Regional Water Board’s apparent change in position.

-15-
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As evidenced by the above timeline, the Regional Board had previously indicated that the

1
2 |l Site quahf ed for closure based on extensive ground water monitoring after a comprehensive
3 || remediation had been completed in 2004. There have been no changes n the condition of the Site
4—||_or-new-or-additional facts.to_support reopening the investigation. To the contrary, investigation,
5 || assessment, and remediation activities conducted at the Site support closure at this time. The
6 || Regional Water Board bears the burden of establishing by substantial evidence the need for
7 || additional investigation after the Regional Water Board has previously authorized the removal of
8 || the monitoring equipxﬁent and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the
"9 || Site.
10 .
11 E. THE COST ASSOCIATED WITH THE INVESTIGATION REQUIRED BY
12 | THE ORDER HAS NO REASONABLE RELATIONSHIP TO THE
13 NOMINAL THREAT CAUSED BY THE RESIDUAL TRACES OF
14 | CHEMICALS IN SOIL AND GROUND WATER AT THE SITE
15 " In relevant part, Water Code Section 13267(b)(1) provides that the “burden, including
16 || costs, of these reports shall bear a reasonable relationship to the need for the report and the
17 || benefits to be obtained from the reports.” Watér Code Section 13267(b)(1) further provides that
18 || in “requiring those reports, the regional board shall provide the person with a written explanation
19 || with regard to the need for the reports, and shall identify the evidence that supports requiring that |
20 |{| person tb provide the reports.”
21 ‘While thé statute may not require a formal “economic analysis,” it does place an
22 obligation on the Regional Water Board to come forward with prima facie evidence that the
23 || burdens, including the costs, of the study are reasonable relative to the benefits. Where the benefit |.
24 || is nominal or nonexistent, a disproportionately high cost will in\‘/alidate the request. See, In the
25 || Matter of the Petitions of the City of Pacific Grove, Order No. WQ 82-8, at pp. 5-7, 14 (holding
26 || that record contained ample evidence of the need for a study under Section 13267 but that “the
27 |l scope of the study is excessive resulting in unreaéonably high costs” and, thus, should be
ravnuaen 28 modified); see also, In re the Matter of the Petz’fz’bn of Pacific Lumber Company and Scotia
Conpommion -16 -
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Pacific Company LLC, Order WQ 2001-14,at pp. 9-10 (“Information. that is required to be
provided under Section 13267 is subject to the requirement that ‘[t]he burden, fncluding costs of

these reports shall bear a reasonably relationship to the need for the reports and benefits to be

obtained_from_the reports.”).
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In the present case, the Order requires an extensive work plan, investigation, technical
reports, and monitoring that will result in significant andAunnece‘ssary 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 addmonal analysis. Moreover, the costs associated with complying thh 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 ihvestigation 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
e(iuipment and the cessation of any further environmental related activities at the Site. ;l"he 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 insteéd, 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

-17 -
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Water Board allowed to be shutdown and removed and will require the re-performance of

sampling, analysis, reporting, and oiher work that has already been done and accepted by the

2
Regional Water Board. Yet the Regional Water Board has no new evidence or any evidence of
4_}|_any change at the Site to justify re-doing what has already been done at an already remediated
5 || Site.
6 As set forth n the accompanying Declaration of George Linkletter, the cost of éomplying
7 With the Order is conservatively estimated to be in excess of $250,000.00. In light of the
8 |{ investigation, remediation, aﬁd confirmation monitoring conducted to date, the burden placed on
9 || Petitioner by the'Order (including the monetary cost of compliance) does not bear a reasonable
10 || relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports requested
i 1 || by the Regional Water Board. '
12 |
13 F. " FAILURE TO ISSUE CLOSURE CAN RESULT IN SERIOUS FINANCIAL
14 HARDSHIP TO VALLEY ALHAMBRA SINCE IT CANNOT SELL.ITS
15 REAL ESTATE FOR A COMPETITIVE PRICE
16 Petitioner incorporates herein by reference the Joinder filed by Valley Alhambra and the -
17 || supporting .Declaration of Gary J. Hermén, Sr.
18
19 || 1X. STATEMENT OF SERVICE OF PETITION TO THE REGIONAL WATER
20 BOARD |
21 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, Petitioner'request_s that this Petition be held in
27 | abeyance pursuant to Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(d), pending.
esermuen 98 | further good faith discussions between Petitioner and the Regional Water Board.
CommomATON, -18 -
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XI. REQUEST TO THE REGIONAL BOARD FOR PREPARATION OF THE

RECORD
Prior to filing this Petition, Petitioner and Valley Alhambra, acting through their
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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 wnitten 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 oppoftunity to review the Regional
Water Board file.

Additionally, in furtherance of this Petition, Petitioner 1s requestmg that the Régional
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 Reglonal 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 EVIDENTIARY HEARING
-19 -
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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

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

- 19
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addition; Petitioner requests permission at any hearing: (1) to pfesent 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 Regulatiohs section 2053(a),

" Petitioner requests a stay of the Order. Compliance with the Order will cause substantial harm to

the-'Petit_ioner, 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.l

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

well_as a prior risk assessment, confirm that the current conditions at the Site donotposea | =

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

Regional Water Board’s Order, including, inter alia, Leggétt & 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 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. _ ) 290-
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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 Peti'tion. the Declaration of Dr. George Linklettér
6 || setting forth proof of the facts alleged in support of its request for stay and, further; requests a
.7 hearing on its reqﬁest 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 Petitibner. Petitioner will promptly notice the State Water Board when itis
15 || ready to reactivate and have its Petition considered. Petitioner reserves the right to supplement
16 |l 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 || // '
194 1
20 || //
21 |1 //
2 |1/
23 |/
24 | 1/
25 | /
26 || //
27 ||/
prieruuen 28 | /]
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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

PARKER MILUKEN
CLARK O'HARA R
SAMUELIAN, A
PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION

~N N n»n

o

10
11
12
13
14
15

16
17

18

19| -

20
21
22

23

24
25
26
27

28

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.

PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA &
SAMUELIAN
A Professional Corporation

DATED: July 10, 2008

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated

-2

DOCS

respectﬁllly-requestS»t»Bat—thc»State—Water—Boardﬁgrant—t-hisﬁet-i-t‘ion-a-nd-review—tl-le—RegionaI—Water-




 ExhibitA



: | - | - |
< California Regional Water Quality Control Board
: V ~ Los Angeles Region - - 5

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

Linda S. Adams Phone (213) 576-6600" zn'ds.t:a.gov/losange:hs~ Arnold Schwarzenegger

FAX (213) 576-6640 - Intemet Address: http://srww.waterbo
Cal/EPA Secretary . . Governor
- June 11, 2008

Mr. Robert Anderson

Leggett and Platt, Inc.
" One Leggett Road

Carthage, MO 64836

CALIFORNIA WATER CODE (CW(C) SECTION 13267 ORDER: REQUIRING
SUBMITTAL OF A WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SOIL GAS AND GROUNDWATER
INVESTIGATION — VALLEY ALBAMBRA PROPERTY, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD, -
L.OS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA (SLIC NO. 0967, SITE XD 204DJ00) :

Dear Mr. Anderso_n:

"Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff haé completed a review
the information provided to us, we have determined that

of the case file for the subject site. Based.on
groundwater at this time. The Regional Board is

the site is not eligible for closure of soil and/or _
issuing this letter to require submuttal of a work plan for additional investigation of soil-gas and

groundwater at the site.

Backgr ound

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 USTs were removed. In 1969, the Green Mountain Paper Company received a permit to
' install oné 2,000 gallon UST. From January 1972 to January-1993, the site was- occupied by-Harfs-—-. - .. .
Hub/Contract Metal Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 1990, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and
continued the operation. Activities at the site include

d 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 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. . '

In 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 m
1999, lithology in the upper 25 feet of soil consists of sands, clayey sands, and clays: The sol .
investigations indicated that volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including tetrachloroethene (PCE), ’
trichloroethene (TCE), toluene, g:th}"lbenzene, and xylenes were present beneath the footprints of the
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Mr. Robert Anderson S o - June 11, 2008

Valley Alhambra 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 kllogram
(mg/kg), TCE at concentrations of up to 10 mg/kg, toluene at concentrations of up to 540 mgrkg,
ethylbenzene at concentrations of up to 76 mg/kg, and xylenes at concentrations of up to 360 mg/kg.
Soil samples also contained gasoline-range total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) at concentrations of
up to 4,590 mg/kg. Analysis of soil samples for metals indicated. concentrations consistent w1th
background levéls found in Southem Califormia soﬂs

Soil-gas samples were col]ected in January 1999, at 15 locations from 5, 10, and 15 feet bgs,’ w1th _
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 mlcrograms per

liter (pg/L). TCE was only detected in two bonngs at much lower concentrauons

In May 1999, five gIoundwater monitoring wells (MW 1 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 (pg/L) and 4,100 pg/L, respect1vely TCE
and cis-1,2-DCE were also detected during this event, however at much lower concentrations.

. Groundwater was encountered during: the installation of momtonng wells MW 1 through MW-5

between approximately 15 and 17 feet bgs.

Remedlatlon of so1l 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. After the remediation 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 groundwater had decreased or remained generally stable after systern shut down. Based |

-on the latest groundwater sampling event in December 2003, VOCs remain in groundwater beneath

the site with concentrations up to 26 pg/L of PCE, 19 pg/L of TCE, and 89 pg/L of cis-1,2- DCE

Confirmation soil matrix samplmg was conducted at the site'in December 2003 and January 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-(ng/kg) at
10 feet bgs (decreasing to 37 pg/kg at 12 feet bgs). Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to
320 pg/kg, ethylbenzene up to 19 pg/kg, and xylenes up to 108 pg/kg No other VOCs were detected
above the laboratory reportmg limits during this soil sampling event.

The consultant for the site, Environ Intemational Corporation (Environ), .p'repared‘a Risk Assessment
of Potential Migration of Volatile Organic Compounds to" Indoor Air (Risk Assessment) dated °
November 28, 2005. The Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed.

the Risk Assessment and provided comments to Regional Board staff in a memo dated April 17,

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Robert Anderson
Valley Alhambra Property

3. . Tune 11, 2008

2006. OEHHA indicated that the lack of post—refnédiation soil-gas sampling could represent a

" Comments and Requirements

- After reviewing historic groundwater monitoring,
- reports, as well as the Risk Assessment and other

limitation in the Risk Assessiiient as “ail"mode.lingwas—based"on,soilmatrix and_groundwater data.

dual-phase extraction, and confirmation sampling -
file documents, Regional Board staff has the

following comments and requirements:

1. 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).

2. Additional groundwater data is needed to properly evaluate the lateral and vertical extent of

groundwater contamination. Although “groundwater data collected from the on-site
monitoring wells indicate concentra

. tions 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 define the vertical and lateral extent 0

f groundwater contamination originating from the:
site. However, prior to constiuction of additional groundwater monitoring wells: you are
required to conduct an investigation of the physical properties of the saturated zone (including
‘lahoratory sieve analysis of soil matrix samples) and collect discrete vertical groundwater
~ sanples. Investigation of the satirated 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 miniumnum 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
mpact, to groundwater beneath the site, which-may require-the installation-of- multi-depth... .
nested or cluster wells on and offsite. You are required to submit a work plan to define the
Jateral and vertical extent of contamination in groundwater by August 19, 2008.

om OEHHA dated April 17, 2006 (copy attached), you are

- 3. Based on comments received fr
required to perform a post-remedial soil-gas investigation and complete a vapor intrusion
be included with the

evaluation for the site. The work plan for the soil-gas mnvestigation may
" work plan for the Jateral 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: “Interim Final Guidance for the Evaluation and
Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrusion to Tndoor Air”, dated December 15, 2004 (revised
February 7, 2005), prepared by the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Robert Anderson
Valley Alhambra Property

4. _Groundwater monitoring is

_4- ~ June 11, 2008

not being conducted at the site. You must resure monitoring of

OQur mission is*to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources

the existing and new groundwater wells at the site according to the following semi-annual

schedule:
Report Period - ’ : Report Due Date
January — June July 31%
July — December o * January 31

f1_1 addition to the information provided m the previous monitoring reports, all future
groundwater monitoring reports shall include the following: L

« Isoconcentration map(s) for contaminants of concern in groundwater at the site.

« A table detailing the céonstruction of all existing (a.hd 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.

A Health and Safety Plan for the required work must be submitted to the Regional 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--éffeetive-—J—u-ly-- 1,-2005,- all repdrts- submitted to_the Regional Board must
- comply with the electronic submittal of inform

ation (ESI) to be submitted over the intemnet,

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:

plelectronic_reporting/docs/final electronic regs dec04.pdf.

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/cleanu

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. .

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Robert Anderson -5- . ' June 11, 2008 _'

.Valley Alhambra Property

Pursuant to section 13267 of the CWC, you are required to submit a conceptual site mode] and a°

'“‘w’orkp‘l'an‘fora'dditionzﬂ-soi~1~gas—-and—grouhdwater—investigation-on'_a.ndpffsit__e_b_y_AugustlQ,lQQ&,_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 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 imposed by the Regional Board in an amount up to

one thousand dollars ($1000) for each day the technical report or document is not recetved.

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,

ﬁ:y J_./ oscue
Exem_lti e fficer

‘Enclosure:  Memorandum from QEHHA dated April 17,2006

Cc:- ' Ms. Jennifer Fordyce, Office of Chief Counsel
- Ms. Linda Northrup, Northrup Schlueter
Mr. Gary Herman,.S.D. Herman Co. ’
~Ms. Joan Donnellan, Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick, LLP
Dr. George Linkletter, Environ .
. Mr. Eddie Arslanian, Enviton ~ ‘
Ms. Seema Sutarwala, Environ

California Environmental Protection Agency
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. Office of Envirogim,eﬁtal Health Hazard Assgs_s_m_ent _ 3

. Joan E. Denton, Bh.D’, Director
Headquarfers » 10011 Stréet s Sacramento, California 95814 _

. Mailing-Address: P.0- Box 010> S craménto; California 95812-4010° - . _
Oakland-Office » Mailing Address:. 1515 ngy_St;;fee_f,é_]ﬁ‘” Floar » Oakland, California 94612

v

Dan Skopee - MEMORA NDUM L ’ : Arngld Scl_nraﬁ;c:;eue;
4_cl~igg_égﬂcy.$ca'gmry i a ) - Governor
. ' .
TO:  DawdA. Young ' N
' Los Angeles Region IV . ’ : 5 Im
* California Regional Water Quality Control Board ~ O
 320'W. 4" Stréet, 1" Floor. - : i -
Los Angeles, California 90013+ - - # % "Ee P <
FROM: ° Hiisto Hristoy, MD,PhD, MEav.Se. = * V! : R
- . ~

- Integrated Risk Assessment Branch .
. Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment Assessment
1001 I Street, 12™ Floor - : - :
' Sacramento, California 95814-

DATE: - April17,2006

PEA

. -ORGANIC COMPOUNDS TO INDOORAIR, 4900 VAELEY BOULEVARD;
* . LOS ANGELES;CALIFORNIA, . AND'RESPONSE TO @EHHA REVIEW OF

- SUBJECT: RISK ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL NAIGRATION OF VOLATILE
218K ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIALMIGRATION OF VOLATILE _
ORGANIC COMPOUNDS TOTNDOOR ATR, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVAKD,

 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA - S . _
SWRCB #R4-05-10 © OEHHA#880118-01

" DocumentReviewed -
(Italicized text is quoted from the report.)-

_ The Integrated Risk Assessment Branch of the Office of Envirohmt_antal Health hazard

" Assesstnent (OEHHA) reviewed the: document entitled “Risk Assessment Of Potential Migration
Of T/_'o_lati'le Organic Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, :
California”, prepared by Environ to p'rovide comments or approval.- In addition, a letter entifled

~ “Response to QEHHA review o Risk Assessment Of Potential Migration Of Volatile Organic
.Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900°Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, California’ was received on

- March 29, 2006 and consideréd in the preparation of this memorandum. The letter was prepared
to address some initial OEHHAs concerns intended to thie attention of the Los Angeles Water

Resource Quality Control Board- (LA RWQCB) site manager.

California Environmental Protection Agency

ruia is réal. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.
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. David A Young
April, 17,2006
Page 2

Scope of the Review

scientific and regulatory issues related to the risk -

n “unrestricted use” 'c_onditionforfthé Site from the

_ rd— Los Angeles....” The review was intended -
to verify the obtamed resuits; elaborate on their analysis, and evaluate the conclusions made by

the consultant. Only typographical errors reflecting the scientific integrity and the text

interpretation were noted. - : _— : o

) .Tl_le docu;ﬁents were reviewed for
assessment process applied “to obtain a
California Regional Water Quality Control Boa

Limitations

ort report i limited to the development of risk-

The Report Format and Content - This sh
g the site from

based conceatrations (RBCs) developed to protect residents potentially occupyin

inhalation of vapors migrating from c_:ontammated soil and groundwater.-

" Site Characterization - No site characterization section was found in the provided report,
_Eriviron provided (through the LA RWQCB) a set of documents, namely “Fourth-Quarter 2003 -
. Ground Water Monitoring report and Conﬁmati’oh Soil Sampling, 4900 East Valley Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California”, and “Worlkplan for Confirmation
Ground. Water Sampling, 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Valley Alhambra Property, Los Angeles,
California” as part of the Response to OEHHA review letter on March 29, 2006. However, -
OEHHA 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 chemicals that
g7 likely to-bein the-samples:- ‘Fuithermore;-fhe.samplé locations THt: treprosent the siteasa -
whole or at least not avoid signt ha
way that chemical 1s not Jost hefore the analysis can take place.” Due to their proxiity to and
familiarity with sites, Regional Water Quality Control Board (RW-QCB) staff can better
determine the sampling Jocations, sample handling and needed for chemical .analysis. Therefore,
OEHIA based its analysis on the assumption that the sampling and analysis are comprehensive,
represéntative, and accurate for this site and that all data used m the Risk Assessment are correct

and representative of the data shown in the ground water monitoring and confirmation soi}
~ sampling report. ' - ' ' '

_ 'Type of Data Used — All modeling is based on soil matrix and groundwatcr'glata. CalEPA
and US EPA recommend the use of soil-gas data to decrease the nncertanty related to
contaminant partitioning among the three soil matrix phases. According to the Environ

“Response to OEHHA review of “Risk Assessment of Potential Migration...” letter sent on

Soil Sampling and Final Round'of -

ficant contamination. Finally, samples must be handled msucha ™~



‘David A. Yoong
April, 17, 2006

" Page3’

~March29; 2006-“no sozl—gas samplzng was.,
- low'concentrations remaznzng in soil and ground water.

" exposure pathways, -including soil ingestion ant

_commercial scenarios. However,

_ compares the ma;umum groundwater concentratlons to curren

pe;formed followzng the remedzanon because of the
» This could represent a limitation 1n

the assessment

Site Background

No Site Background Informanon was found within the prov1ded risk assessment report and

v\ri‘thm the documents sent on March 29, 2006.

General Comments .

Completeness of the Risk Assessment The LA RWQCB requested OEHHA to review’
al and construction scenarios, soil ingestion and contact :

the risk estimation under residenti
pathways, and migration of.vapors originating from soil and ground ‘water. -Some initial

- comments provided by OEHHA to the LA RWQCB resulted in Environ’s Response to OEHHAA

review of “Risk Assessment of. Potentzal Migration...” letter sent on March 29, 2006 to OEHHA.

A Site Concéptual Model (SCM) figure attached to this letter shows a number of complete
d dermal contact with soil.- However, accordmg to

vapor mlgratlon indoors have been ehmmated as .

the text (response 1) all pathways except
. The elimination of potentially relevant pathways should

incomplete without firrther explanation

~ be dlscussed in the report. OEHHA agrees that risk estimation-under Tesidential scenario

stimates than typlcal risk estimation under mdustnal or
this does not apply to the construction worker scenario.

Without further explanation, OEHHA cannot support the elimination of pathways under the
reS1dent1a1 and constructmn scenanos ) L . _

provides more conservative risk.e

Groundwater Centammafxon 81 Conoern Accordmg to the' SCM "crrwnd water at

the site is not in a water supply aquifer and too deep  for dermal contact” . The following table”
t drinking water Public Health

Goals.
" Chemical Maximum Groundwater Concentration  Public Health. Gaal
. - s WS B .
Tetrachloroethylene (PCEY* 26 : _ 0.06°
Trichloroethylene (TCE)* 19 - I 0.8
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 89 e : 100

¥ carcinogen




Davfd A. Young

“April, 17, 2006

Page 4

" interval between 7.3 and 10 ft bgs was not sampled. Env

- and hazard.

.. 2. Although the report’s Table 'S shows the paraxﬁété;é used mn
" (from soil and ground water), mo

Based on-Table 5 showiﬁg“pa.rameieryﬁsed‘m—tﬁeﬂapo_nnﬁgr_@ﬁon modeling, it éppeafs that
the ground water 1s located 13 feet below ground surface (ft bgs). The location of theclosest

drinking water wells 1s Dot shown in the report. OFHHA is not in 2 position to assess the

appropriateness of the Environ’s conclusion that ground water-does 1ot need to be protected as a

drinking water source.

Evaluati_oh of Ecological Impact — 1o discus_-sion of the potential of ecological -1mpact was

_ ~found in the report.

Soil and -Gr-ound Water Vﬁpbr Migration to Tndoox Air

The following issues were identifiedin the -piovided documénfs:

1..According to p. 3 of the repart tetrachloroethylene (PCE) was identified at two sep arate depth

strata from approximately 2to 7 feet below ground surface (bgs) and from 10to 13 fibgs. All. ~

PCE modeling and risk calculations are based on this deptli contamination assumption. The soil -
3 iron should have assumed that the PCE.

contamination starts at 7°3 and extends to 13 ft bgs to avoid modeling lmderestjmation of the risk

the vapor intrusion mo delhig-
deling spreadsheets were not provided within the report. Later,
Environ provided example spreadsheets for PCE in soil and refined PCE modeling for one of the
three groups of groundwater wells only, as part of its “Response to OBHELA comments. .” letter:
Thus I was uuable to verify the modeling calculations. : e T
» Two soil strata, pamely A'and B are shpwa in the soil medeling:section in Table 5. This
subdivision is immecessary and confusing because both strata are sall_d'extendiﬁg'"td"thé' ’

" groundwater table, and the Johnson & Bttinger model allows assigning strata for the . '
depth interval above the top of contamination not below the top of contamination.
However, the spreadsheet provided later shows that the modeling was performed
correctly. Accordingly, this comment refers to the presentation Table 5 only-

« Table 5 shows three groups of groundwater well locations differing by the different type of
- soil, respectively sol properties; soil thickness, and contaminant concentrations. The,
provfd_ed spreadshcet shows an example of refined groundwater PCE modeling at one of
the groups only. This way 1t was impossible to understand whether the modeling results
are representative of the l_oéa_tions showing the highest vapor migr

risk and hazard.

ation, and respectively



David A."Young
April, 17,2006
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3. The r'e“port‘doesno’ﬁshowih&eunﬂilaﬁve, hazard resulting from inhalation of vapors

originating In soil and-__grounc_l water. .

4. Table 6 of the report show some RBC calculation €Irors which were corrected in the revised
Table 6 attached to ithre letter (except for ethylbenzene which RBC should be 2.32 E+02 pg/kg)-
-Baged on the above, OEHHA: independently remodeled the RBCs and estimated the
cumulative risk and hazard.. Whilethe total incremental lifetime cancer risk resulted in-the low.
1078 range, the total hazard index resulted about 0.2 which is even below the recommended
acceptable one of 1.0. The obtained RBC and risk values resulted to be close to theones

generated by the consultant.

Conclusions
My revievs-/ of the presentéd Risk Asséssment of Potenﬁal_Migrat_ion of Volatile Org'anic
Compounds To Indoor Air confirmed the consultant conclusions. - - :

The following issues are 'presentéd for.your consideration:

1.The assessment was limited to the indeor air pathway for residents. It did not evaluate all
~ complete pathways under tesidential and construction wotker scenarios. Lo
2.The potential ecological mmpact was pot discussed.-- : L
3.Groundwater was not-considered a source or potential source of drinking water. No.
supportive arguments weré found in the provided documents. o
4.The methods and parameters for evaluating the vapor migration pathway were not clear in
the original report. Although, this was eventually clarified by Environ’s subsequent letter
o --:z_md-my—-‘own»r-ecalcu.laﬁon,._this. letter.is ot part of the report. -An amendment tosthe report
. may help in this regard. . R T e
_ 5.Additivity was not considered for pon-carcinogens, although my calculations demonstrated
“acceptable total hazard mdex. o o L o
6.The acceptability of the calculated total cancer risk is a risk management decision and the .
possibility of use restriction or mitigation should be determined by the LA RWQCB.

" Please do not hesitate to contact me at (916) 322-8364 or by e-mail at,
hhristov@oehha.ca.gov, if you have any questions related to this review.

Reviewed by:

Jim C. Car]isl'e;D.V:M.,-M.S'c., Senior Toxicologist






JOAN C. DONNELLAN

) . h "'
l\. . -_ E o
PARKER 'MIL'LIKEN]

F’ARKER, M;LLU(EN, CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUELIAN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213). 683-6638
E-mail: JOONNELLAN@PMCOS.COM .

June 27, 2008

Via Hand Delivery & Facsimile

Fax No. (213) 576-6640
‘David Young '
_California Regional Water Quality Control Board
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, Califomia 90013

Re. 4900 Valley Alhambra 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 1o later than July 2, 2008 to assist both Valley Alhambra and Leggett & Platt
Incorporated to evaluate the filing of a Petition for Reconsideration 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 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 cap fund established by the settlement agreement between Villey 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 arange the date for inspection and copying.

Truly Yours,

A2 KZZLQ/

Joan C. Donnellan
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,
O'HARA & SAMUELIAN

4009-700 (329848)
. ATTORNEYS AT LAW

- THIRTIETH FLOOR
555 SO. FLOWER STREET - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440
(213) 683-6500 - FAX (213) 683-6669 '
WWW.PMCOS.COM




31365 Oak Crest Drive, Suite 250
Westlake Village, CA 91361
" ph: 818.707.2600
fx: 818.707.2675
www.nsplc.corﬁ

Northrup™Schlueter

A Professional Law Corporation

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 Arslanian 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.

Very /t.nﬁy yours,

7/

LLN/



Mr. David Young
June 27, 2008

Page 2

CC.

Joan C. Donnellan, Esq. (by U.S. Mail)

N

Schlueter

A Professional Lew Corporation

wunv.nsplc.com

Mr. Gary J. Herman, Sr. (by U.S. Mail)
Mr. Eddie Arslanian (by U.S. Mail)

Mr. George Linkletter (by U.S. Mail)

Ms. Sue Hahn (by U.S. Mail and Facsimile)



S ENVI RON
FACSIMILE COVER LETTER
Date: July 7,2008
To: ‘ UST File Review From: Eddie Arslanian
Company: LARWQCB .~ Company: ENVIRON
Fax No..  213-576-6707 FaxNo..  (213)943-6301
Project No.:

Total # of Pages: 1 (including cover page)

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of «“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 bas 2 SLIC
e a separate request for that file under the SLIC program.

listing (SLIC No. 0967) and we have mad
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.environcorp.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,
Aonaly o 512\ 042 c'znAn

-
[ S N —anandsars



- ENVIRON

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER
Dates————July7;-2008
To: SLIC File Review Request From: Eddie Arslanian

Company: LARWQCB- Company: ENVIRON

Fax No.: 213-576-6717 Fax No.: (213) 943-6301
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

s envroncorp.com If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,
please contact our reception desk at (213) 943-6300:
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i PARKER MILLIKENj-
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O’HARA, SAMUELIAN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213) 683-6686
E-mail: PMAZGANI@PMCOS.COM

PEDRAM 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 & Platt Incorporated filed 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,

y

Pedram Mazgani - _
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK,
O'HARA & SAMUELIAN

cc:  Ms. Linda Northrup (via facsimile)
Mr. Gordon Billehimer (via facsimile)
Mr. Eddie Arslanian (via facsimile)
Mr. George Linkletter (via facsimile)
Ms. Sue Hahn (via hand delivery)

4009-700 (330435)
. ATTORNEYS AT LAW

THIRTIETH FLOOR
555 SO. FLOWER STREET - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2440
(213) 683-6500 - FAX (213) 683-6669
WWW.PMCOS.COM
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Joan C. Donnellan SBN 79462
Gary A. Meyer SBN 94144

2 || Pedram F. Mazgani SBN 204308
PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O’HARA & SAMUELIAN
3 || A Professional Corporation
555 S. Flower St., 30" Floor
4 || Los Angeles, California 90071-2440
Telephone:--—(213)-683-6500
5 || Facsimile:  (213) 683-6669
6 || Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
7
8 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
10
11 || IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION Petition No.
OF LEGGETT & PLATT,
12 || INCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
WATER CODE SECTION 13267 SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
13 || ORDER DATED JUNE 11, 2008, BY PURSUANT TO WATER CODE SECTION
THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL 13320 AND 23 C.C.R. SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
14 || WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, | [Request To Be Held In Abeyance Under 23
LOS ANGELES REGION, C.C.R. §2050.5(d)] and STAY OF ORDER
15 ‘ :
16
17 I, GEORGE O. LINKLETTER, declare as follows:
18 1. 1 declare under penalty of perjury that I am a Principal and Senior Vice President
19 || of ENVIRON and have served as the Principal-in-Charge of investi gation, evaluation and
20 remec.i—i‘a"lut-iur"xé thePCE/T CE contamination at 49OOEaStValleyBoulevard, Los Angeles California | .~
21 || (“Site”).
22 2. I have both A.B. and A.M. degrees in Geology from Dartmouth College, anda -
23 || Ph.D. in Geology from the University of Washington. lama Professional Geologist in the State
24 || of California with over 35 years of experience, including extensive experience in investigating
25 suspected contamination, characterizing contaminated sites and developing and successfully
26 || implementing remedial programs. A copy-of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
27 3. My expérience extends to all types of industrial contaminants in soil and ground
Pcruuen 28 || water, including PCE/TCE, in both rural and urban settings.
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4. ENVIRON was engaged by Leggett & Platt Incorporated in 1998 as a consultant,
to evaluate claims of contamination alleged in a complaint filed by Valley Alhambra, the Site
owner, against Leggett & Platt Incorporated, Dresher, Inc., and alleged prior tenants at the Site.

ENVIRON’s evaluation was based on data reflected in reports filed with the Ca]iforn'ia_chi_onaL__ -
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Water Quality Control Board —Los Angeles Region (“Regional Water Board”) by RMT
Environmental in 1992 and 1993 in connection with the excavation and remediation of soil
adjacent to a former paint dip tank system, which was removed by RMT. We also reviewed
reports filed with the Regioné] Board in 1993 and 1994 by CLT Engineering Services, Valley

Alhambra’s consultant, in connection with an investigation of the Site and reflecting the presence

of PCE and TCE in the subsurface adjacent to the pamt tanks
5. As a condition of the settlement of the litigation in 2000, Valley Alhambra and

Dresher Inc./Leggett & Platt, engaged ENVIRON to investigate and remediate the PCE/TCE
contamination reflected on the “Investigation Results Report” dated December 9, 1999 in

accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement between Va]ley Alhambra, Dresher, Inc.

and Leggett & Platt Incorporated.
6. The Regional Water Board issued a letter dated J anuary 17, 2001 requiring a

Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan. In that letter, the Regional Water Board requested
information regarding site use history and previous environmental investigations conduc;ed at the
site. :
N 7 - Early in the investigation process, the Regional Water Board requested that
ENVIRON submit a work plan to identify the migration of contaminants off site on the property
located at 4880 East Valley Boulevard, west of the Site.. In response, ENVIRON submitted the
“Work Plan for Off-Site HydroPunch and Bedrock Identification” dated F ebruary 22, 2001,
affecting the adjacent property owned at that time by the Corradini Corporation.

8. On April 30,2001, ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board its
“Response to Request for Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan.” ENVIRON’s April 30, 2001
submittal addressed certain issues raised by the Régional Water Board in its letter dated January

17, 2001.
-0
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9. The historical uses of the site and prior environmental investigations, including
remediation efforts, were documented in Attachment C to ENVIRON’s April 30, 2001 submuttal.
Contrary to the statement in the June 11, 2008 Order from the Regional Water Board, the “dip

tanks” and underground storage tanks used in the bed frame assembly process were used to store
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paints, not solvents, as reflected in reports filed with the Regional Board.

iO. Documentation on the site geology/hydrogeology, including several regional maps
show the site to be located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing
formation. Based on ENVIRON's site investigation, including generally the stratigraphy
interpreted from boring logs and specifically two borings in which no ground water was |
encountered in the southern portion of the site, the water-bearing strata at the site were confirmed

to be locally variable.

11.  Research into ground water supply wells showed that there are no public supply or
privately owned wells within a one-mile radius of the Site.

12.  Initially, the Regional Water Board approved the work plan and its addendum in a
letter dated April 18, 2001. However, the work plan was not implemented due to inability to gain

access to the Corradini property in spite of the efforts of ENVIRON, various attorneys, and the

| Regional Water Board itself (letter dated June 5, 2001; see Exhibit B). The Regional Water

Board made no further demands to characterize the migration of contaminants off site.

13.  OnJune 5, 2001, the Regional Water Board issued a letter regarding ENVIRON’s

“Response to Request for a Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan,” dated Apnl 30, 2001. In

that letter, the Regional Water Board required that a work p]aﬁ be submitted to delineate soil
contamination west of the recognized source area. On June 20, 2001, ENVIRON submitted a
“Work Plan to Delineate Soi] West.of Suspected Source Area,” which involved advancing two
soil borings (SB-1 and SB-2) a]oﬁg the western property boundary. This work was completed on
June 22, 2001 and an update was proviaed to the Regional Water Board in ENVIRON’s “Status
of Project” letter dated October 31, 2001. The analytical laboratory reports of the so1l samples
and a figure depicting the locations of the two soil borings (SB-1 and SB-2) are collectively
attached hereto as Exhibit C. Notably, SB-1 and SB-2 were advanced to the depth of the capillary
-3
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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”
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(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 (Gedrge

| 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).

15. Followihg the agreed upon number of post-remediation ground water monitoring
events, a meejting was held on November 18, 2003 between r'ep_resentatives from ENVIRON
(.George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arslanian) and the Regional Water Board (David
Young and J.T. I;iu)_to discuss the data from the post—rlemediationground water monitoring aﬁd
protoéols for confirmation soil sampling and a final round of ground water monitoring as a
prelude to site closure (No.FuI"ther Action [NFA] designation). |

16. 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 hisforica-l ~
sﬁmméry 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 naturé of this sampiing event (confirmation

sampling for site closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both so1l-and grdund water by EPA

Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes, which is helpful

information 1 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
-4 '
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| on samples collected on December 18 and 22, 2003.

17. In a January 16, 2004 email (see Exhibit F), 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. In a February 11, 2004 email (Exhibit
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G), ENVIRON followed up with Mr. Young on the status of the NFA. In a February 24, 2004

- email (see Exhibit H), Mr. Young requested a few items after talking to Regional Water Board

“management” for the “closure process.” In a March 25, 2004 email (see Exhibit H), ENVIRON
submit.ted a case review form via electronic mail. —

18. Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff
(see Exhibit I), in a June 30, 2004.emai_l (see Exhibit I), Mr. Liu stated that Mr. Young had begun

working on the NFA designation for the site.
19. In an August 10, 2004 email (see Exhibit J), ENVIRON once again submitted

information to Mr. Young regarding the Site use history.
20.  Following various emails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff

(see Exhibit K), in an October 1, 2004 email (see Exhibit L), Mr. Liu stated that the closure was

discussed with Dr. Arthur Heath, Remediation Section Chief.
21. 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 Gabrié] Valley Superfund

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 (see Exhibit M), ENVIRON confirmed its
understanding of the results of the telephone discussion held earlier that day.

22. In 2 March 1, 2004 letter to the Regional Water Board (see Exhibit N), ENVIRON
requested removal of the remediation equipment from the Site. Subsequently, upon receiving the
Regidna] Water Board’s approval, the n;,mediation equipment was removed.

23.  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,”

-5- '
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dated November 28, 2005. The risk assessment concluded that the *‘cumulative cancer risks are
no higher than 1 X 107 (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

vA,..19 5 pap
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(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 respénding to the OEHHA comments. In its April 17, 2006 memorandum
addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed with- ENVIRON’s
conc]usiohs regarding the risk assessment, but raised certain questions for Regional Water Board
consideration. The OEHHA memorandum was first submitted to ENVIRON via facsimile on
TJuly 13, 2006.
24. OnlJ ariuary 19, 2007, representatives from ENVIRON (George Linkletter, CY

Jeng, Eddie Arslanian), the Regional Water Board (Adnan Siddiqui' and David Young), and
representatives of the propertyz bwner 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
Régional Watér Board agreed on an approach to address the various comments made by OEHHA.

| 25. - At the January 19, 2007 meeting, Messrs. Siddiqui and Young indicated that th_éy

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 chan ge in the Site

from the last ground water samp]ing. as part of the closure process.

26. 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. Georgé Linkletter, Ed_die 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. Regidna] 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.
-6 -
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identify any new evidence or changes of circumstance that would justify the Regional Water

Board’s apparent change in position.

27. 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

PARKER MELKEN
CLARK OHARA §
SAMUELIAN, A
PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION

N

10
11

12

13
14
15
16

17 -

18

. e l 9 I N .

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

ENVIRON’s Investigation Results Report and subsequenf reports of ground water and soil
testing results.

28.  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: |

o The Site is located on shallow alluvial deposits, which lie above a non—waterbeaﬁng
f;)rmation. ’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 liftle water present.
In light of these data, coAntaminvation 'détected 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
ng/l to 26 ug/l at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the

. Slte)as _;;_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.

e 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.
e 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
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the downgradient property.

e 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.

e 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 107 (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 nisk assessment.

The Regional Water Board has previously determined 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 empirfcal 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 justi_.fy__t‘peidemand for additional investigation of VOC’s at the Site.

Remaining contamination at and beneath the Site should dissipa_té 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 -wou]d require the development of a new scope
of work for off-site investigation, installation of ground water wells, monitoring costé, additional
re;;orting 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 r;quirements of the Regional Water Board’s Order dated June 11, 2008 will

-8- .
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likely be on the order of $250,000, as illustrated in the estimate presented in the table below.

Expenditures and Associated Timeframes

2 Order Requirement -
3 #1: Site Conceptual Model $25,000 (by August 19, 2008)
4 |l | #2: Preparation and $25,000 (by August 19, 2008)
Implementation of Work:Plan—{"$130;000 (starhngSeptember 2008=-assuming
5 for Ground Water | Regional Water Board approval of work plan
Characterization - | within 30 days of subrmttal)
6
#3: Preparation and $10,000 (by August 2008)
7 Implementation of Work Plan | $30,000 (between September and December 19,
for Soil Gas Investigation, and | 2008)
8 vapor Intrusion Evaluation.
9 || | #4: Resuming Semi-Annual $30,000 (minimum of 2 events). $15,000 by
0 Ground Water Monitoring January 31, 2009.
1 To date, ENVIRON has spent approximately $913,000 in the site characterization, remediation
12 Y| and follow up consultation and reports to secure a closure. This does not take into consideration
13 |f the costs incurred by RMT on behalf of Dresher Inc. or CLT Environmental on behalf of Valley
14 || Alhambra. To date, I estimate, based on our records and the information provided in connection
15 || with the RMT investigation and remediation and the CLT investigation, that over One Million
16 || Dollars has been spent to characterize and remediate the Site.
17 31, Itis my opinion that the information regarding the use history of the Site and data
18 || from investigations by other consultants, ENVIRON’s investigations, the ground water sampling
19 || data submitted to the Regional Water‘BQgrd after the completion of the remediation at the Site,
20 || and the results of ENVIRON’s human health risk assessment strongly suggest that there is a low
21 |} probability of significant off-site contamination migrating from the Site that would present an
22 | unacceptable risk to human health.
23 32.  Itis also my opinion that, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the
24 || last 10 years, characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial
25 || conditions at the Site.
26 || /
27 Ity
o 280111
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33.  Further, 1t 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

c'_er;eAsandjng_b_Qneﬁts to public health and safety especially given the Regional Water Board’s
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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 10" day of July, 2008, at Los Angeles, California.

P —

GEORGE O. LINKLETTER, Declarant
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George O. 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 International 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 hazardous waste management industries.
These projects ranged from siting and designing waste management facilities to the
characterization and remediation of environmental impairment at waste management facﬂmes

and industrial properties.

Dr. Linkletter managed and participated in the investigation and remediation of a number of
USEPA and State of California Superfund sites. These assignments have included site
investigations, remedial design and implementation, PRP 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 decision analysis to quantify 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 O. Linkletter, Ph.D.

geochemical techniques to study complex na
studies to a variety of programs ranging from i
and critical facilities to large weather-modification projects.

tural systems. He has applied the results of these
nvestigations for the siting and design of lifelines
Dr. Linkletter received the U.S.

Antarctic Service Medal for his research in geology; glaciology; and polar meteorology;-and-has

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

Aswan 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 ofa
newly acquired property to obtain the air and other hazardous materials storage and
handling permits required to open a specialty chemical formulation facility. Client:

Alpha Metals.

_ Litigation.support, San Luis Obispo,. California - Provided litigation support, including

deposition and trial testimony,
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.

related to the standard of practice for environmental due |
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George O. Linkletter, Ph.D.

=  Site investigation, regulatory negotiations, City of Industry, California - Assisted
attorneys to the owner/operator of a carpet manufacturing facility targeted for inclusion
as a PRP in the San Gabriel Valley Superfund program in obtaining a no further action

letter fromthe- RWQCB;-and-thus-avoid-the-Superfund-PRP-designation--Client:

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
petroleumn hydrocarbons at a former industrial manufacturing facility. Client: Jones, Day

Reavis & Pogue.

*  Emergency response |06 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,

‘contaminated plating vats and air handling Systémis, and the management of over 100,000 -y s mo e

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 and service facility at the property.
Client: Sports Chalet/Trammell Crow.

. LitigationAsupport,-fSunnyva]é,—Ca]ifomiaA—A.Provided,litigationAsuprn,and_depositi,on

testimony related to the origin of chlorinated solvents present in ground water beneath a
office park located downgradient 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 support and-expert witness 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 remediation. 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, Flonda - 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 fora
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

by-the district's-consultant-was unnecessary.-Client: Richards, Watson & Greaten

*  Site investigation, Costa Mesa, California - Assistéd 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 of the landowner, provided
oversight of the site investigation and remediation work conducted by the tenant's
consultant. Also provided briefings for financial institutions considering involvement 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
and the investigation/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 jts 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 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 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.

t, 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.

= Ground water contamination assessmen

= Litigation support, San Diego, California - Provided broad-based technical and regulatery

on support and expert witness assistance to attorneys defending an insurance

litigati
stigate and

company in an environmental claims action related to the costs to inve
remediate soil contamination from an underground storage tank previously removed from

~-thesite. -Client:O'Melveny. & MYEIS.. | ... i e

= 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, Califoria - 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. Cli ent: 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

industrial-site-being redeveloped-for-residential-use...Client: Ware & Freidenrich

» 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 II 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.major fault crossings...Client:. Chevron USA. ... .l

*  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.

= Qil 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 Force's evaluation
of environmental considerations related to siting a new defense system. Topics included
water supply, seismic hazards, erosion problems, and development.of remote sensing
imagery 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 hazards evaluation, preliminary hazardous materials assessment, removal of
underground storage tanks, and asbestos survey and removal. Client: Cabot, Cabot and

F Qrbes.

= Liquefaction evaluation, San Juan, Argentina - Performed geologic and engineering
evaluation of distribution of liquefaction and related structural damage following major
earthquake along the foothills of the Andes. Analysis of remote sensing imagery 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;-vapor-extraction, and-a pump-and-treat. ground water. system. using both
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 preliminary site assessments prior to purchase of properties by nationwide
development company. Developed standard approach and protocols, coordinated
technical staff assi gnments for consultant offices around the United States, and provided
detailed technical review. Client: Cabot, Cabot and Forbes

» ' 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.

€

Ry LRO N



George O. Linkletter, Ph.D.

Remediation focused on capping and pH adjustment instead of excavation and off-site
disposal. Client: GNB.

= Metal smelter site characterization, El Segundo, Califomia - 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 Jaboratory. 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, easten Pennsylvania - Performed siting study for an association of
municipal governments to identify a suijtable location for a large regional Jandfill.
Limestone bedrock in the area severely Jimited 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 ] disposal site.
Work included evaluation of current conditions related to impoundments and Jandfills at
the facility and assessment of options-for 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.

.» ..Franciscan Ceramics.project,. Los. Angeles, California - 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

Companies

* Amusement park company acquisition, nationwide - Consultant to a major financial
institution that was requested to fund the private acquisition of a large amusement park
company 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, southen California - Directed the multi-phase evaluation of
environmental liabilities associated with the processing and distribution facilities of a
major dairy company under consideration for acquisition by an international food
company. 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 management and consultation, nationwide - Reviewed existing technical reports and

10

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 preliminary 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 Amefica
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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2010 Main Street, 9™ Floor- !
Irvine; CA 92614
Attention: ©  Brett Moore ' : ' ' L : ;

. . ;

Subject: - 2001 _Valley Alhambra report, project 04-9065A _ .
: - .Del Mar Analytical report IKF0951

h Dcar Mr Moore,

_Please find eriuclosedv a copy of t}ie_ final report for the projéct refei’eﬁged above as-
requested. _— S i T ' oo
Should you have any questioné ox;.c'omments please contact me at’ (949) 261-1022; ext.
213, - - : S . ' . .

Sincerely, s :

- DEL MAR ANALYTICAL -

- PatyMa .. -

Project Manager

Enclosure” - -
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Del MarAnalyncal
LABORATORY REPORT

A 9830500121 5ist St..SuM 'B-120, Phoenlx, AZ 85044 (480} 785-0043 FAX (4&)) 7050851

. 7277 Hayvenhurst, Sulta B8-12, Van Nuys, CA 91406 {818) 778-1844 FAX {B16) 7781643 .
©484 Chosapeake Dr., STHF BOS, SAN Dl CA 82123 (B58)-565-8598-FAX-(BSB)-505-9580——————————

" Attention; Bita Tabatabai-

Prepared For: ~ Edviron-Irvine =
. 2010 Main Street, Sth Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

© Sampled:, 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Project: Valley Alhambra i
' Reported: 07/02/01

04-9065A

This Iaboratory repor! is confidential and is intended for the sole use of
Del Mar Annlytxcal and Its client, T Ius entire report was reviewed and approved for re[ease

CA ELAP Certificate #1197
AZ DHS License #A70428

Del Mar Analytical,

Patty Mata

Project Manager -

‘g%;éABEaE@ .
JUL 63 2008

The results pertaln anly 1o the samples tested in the loboratory. This report shall not be reproduced
excepl In full, without written permlssion from Del Mar Analyrical. ] IKF0951 < P age I of 3 3>
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7277 Hayvenhursy, Sulte 8-12, Van Nuys, CA 81408  (B18) 773-1844 FAX (818) 773-1843

Del MarAnalyncal 5484 Chesapeaks Dr., Sulle 805, San Dlego, CA 92123 _ (BSB) 505-8535 FAX (858) 505-9568
. 5830.Souh 5161 St, Suito B-120, Phoenix, AZ 85044 ” (460) 7650043 FAX (¢80) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine Pro)ect ID: .Valley Alliambra

" Sampled: 06/22/01 .

§2010 Main Street, 9th}'loor Y 04-9065A ) {
“# Irvine, CA 92614 . Report Number: IKF0951 . Received: 06/22/01 -
Attention: Bita Tabatabai ) : .
o SAMPLE CROSS REFERENCE
 LABORATORY . SAMPLE . SAMPLE . .
NUMBER .~ DESCRIPTION . . ) MATRIX ANALYSES
IKF0951-01 : SB1-2-2.5 - Soil - EPA 60108
. i . . - *EPA74T1A
o o . i C " EPA 8260B
" IKF0951-02 - ' SB1-5-55. . Soil EPA 8260B
o IKF0951-03 - " SB1-9.29.7 : .. Sdil EPA 8260B
IKF0951-04 SB1-13-135 I Soil - EPA 8260B -
-IKF0951-05 - - . SB2-2-25 - . - Soil EPA 6010B
e EPA 7471A
: - - _ EPA 82608
"IKF0951-06 " SB2-5-5.5 * Soil EPA 8260B
IKF0951-07 . - $B29297- . Soil EPA 82608 -
IKF0951-08 . SB2-14-14.5 o Soil EPA 8260B

_DEL MAR ANALYTICAL, IRVINE (CA ELAP #1197)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager .
c The results perlnln only Io the :ampla tested in the laboratoty This report shalk not be reproduced,
except in full, without written permission from Del Mar Andlytical.
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2852 Alton; Ave.; irving, CA 92606 (548) 261-1022 FAX {949) 251-1228

1014 E. Coldby Dr., Sulte A, Colton, CA 92324 (909)370—4667FAX(908)370—1048

- - 7277 Hayvenhurst, Bulte B-12, Van Nuys. CA 91406 {B18) 776-1844 FAX {618) 7731843
* 9484 Chesapeaka Dr., Sullé 805, San Disgo, CA 82123 (858) 505-8506 FAX (858) S05-9588
9830 South 515t St., Sulte B-120. Phosnlx, AZ BS044 (480) 7850048 FAX (480) 785-0851

Environ-frvine )
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
"3 Irvine, CA 92614
Attention: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID:

Report Number: IKF0951

-Valley Alkambra . : ' :
04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01 -

Received: 06/22/01 .

. Ar;.élyte

Sample ID: IKF0951 01 (SBI-2-2.5 Soil)

Benzene
: Bromobenzer_xe
" Bromochlpromethane
Bromodichloromethane .
‘Bromoform
Bromomethane
. n-Butylbenzene
" sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
Carbon tetrachloride
" Chlorobénzene
Chloroethane
Chloroform
Chloromethane
.2-Ch_loro£oluene'
" 4-Chlorotoluene
Dibromochloromethane
" 1,2-Dibromo-3-chioropropane
.. 1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
Dibromomethane -
1,2-Dichlorobenzene.
1,3-Dichlorobenzéne
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
Dichlorodifluoromethane
1,1-Dichloroethane -
1,2-Dichloroethane -
1,1-Dichloroethene
cis-1,2-Dichloroethené
trans-1,2-Dichloroethenc:
1,2-Dichloroproparie
1,3-Dichlaropropane
2,2-Dichloropropane
1, 1-Dichloroproperie
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene
Ethylbenzene
- Hexachlorobutadiene
Isopropylbenzene
p-Isopropyltoluene
Methylene chloride
Naphthalene
n-Propylbenzene

Del Mar Apalytical, Irvine

Patty Mata
Project Manager

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCMS (EPA 503 0B/8260B)

-Date - Date Data.

. Reporting  Sample Dilution .
Method -Batch  Limit Result  Factor Extracted Analyzed Quale' iers
ug/kg  ughkg
-~ EPA 8260B .I1F2825 ~ 2.0 ND 1 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 - - 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B " I1F2825 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 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 11F2825 5.0 ND’ 1 6128/01  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 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. 11F2825 50 - - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ~ ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B. 11F2825 50 - ND 1 " 6128/01  6/28/01 -
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 - 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. :11F2825. 20- . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
-EPA 8260B - 11F2825 - 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 - ND 1 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 8260B 11F2825 2.0 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 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B-- 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B T1F2825 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 11F2825 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 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B ~ I1F2825 20 ND 1 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 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 50 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 -ND 1. 6/28/01  6/28/01

The results pertoin only to the .\'ample.\' tested in the Iabomror;v This report shall hot be reproduced
except In full. without written permission from Del Mar Analvticol.

IKF0951 <Page 3 0f 33>
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. 2852 Alion Ave., Inine, GA 92508 (m)zet-mzmxmg)zet 1228

- o . . .- - 1014 E. Caldby Dr. Sulta A, Colton, CA 52324 {905) ST0-4857 FAX (508) 370-1045
@ Del Mar Analytical | Wmmmmammmm:;m
RS 6 A J o . "BB30 Bouth S1st L, Sl B-120, Phosnl, AZ 85044 (420) 728.0043 FAX (430) 785-0851
Environ-Irvine " Project ID: Valley Alhambra - S
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor . 049065A. . - - . " Sampled: 06722/01 -
Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 - . "+ Received: 06/22/01
.§ Attention: Bita Tabatabai. T ) . . )
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/ 82603) )
. .- . Reporting Sample Dllutlon Date  Date Data
_Analyte N T ) Method ~ Batch  Limit Result Factor Extracted Anaslyzed ~ Qualifiers
' ‘ug/kg ug/kg ' .

Sample ID' IKF0951-01 (SB1-2-2.5 Sol]) .
Styrene EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
‘1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane . EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 '6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane .- -EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND Tl 6/28/01 6/28/0_1 .
Tetrachloroethene . ’ EPA 8260B .11F2825 = 20 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
Toluene EPA 8260B° 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
"1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene : EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 °~ 6/28/01

. 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene: . - ’ EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 -

- 1,1,1-Trchloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

" 1,1,2-Trichlorocthane _ " _EPA8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Trichloroethene " - EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01 "
Trnichlorofluoromethane . EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND. 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

"'1,2,3-Trichleropropane ’ EPA'8260B 11F2825 10 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 20° ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01 -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene © EPA8260B IIF2825 20 . ND 1 | 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 11F2825 20 ND.~ i 6/28/01  6/28/01
m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 - ND | 6/28/01  6/28/01
Surrogate: Dibromofluoromethane (85-125%) - 105 % ’ .
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 101 %
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%,) 103 %

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine

Patty Mata )

Project Manager - )

. The results perram only to lhesamp[es tested in thé laboratory. zThis report shall not be repr oduced

except In full, without written permission from Del Mar Analytical. . IKF095T <Pnoo 4 of 13>
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2852 ARon Aves, Ivine, CA 62605 (948 261-1022 FAX {940) 2611228
1014 E_ Cokiby Dr... Sufte A, Colton, CA 52324 (50) 370-4567 FAX (909) 3701046

= Del MarAnalyncal ) " "B4n4 Chasapeaks Dr. Suke 805, Son Diaga, CA 82123 858) 505-B5D6 FAX (856} S05-8569
= ' 9850 South 51t SL., Sulle B-120, Phoenix, AZ 85044 {480) 7B5-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851

Project ID: -Valley Alharnbra

Environ-Trvine . . . .
2010 Main Street, Sth Floor : 04-9065A © Sampled: 06/22/01 -
Irvine, CA 92614 : . Report Number: IKF0951 - ) Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GCIMS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

. . Reporting  Sample Dilution -Date Date Data.
- An_alyte Method -Batch ~Limit Result Factor. Exiracted Analyzed Qualifiers
ug/kg - ug/kg -
.Sample ID: IKF(0951-02 (SB] 5-55- So;l) . - IR . :
Benzene EPA 8260B 1I1F2908 2.0 ND ; 6/29/01  6/29/01
Bromobenzene . " EPA8260B 1I1F2908 5.0 - - ND 1 6/29/01 "6/29/01
- Bromiochlpromethane . " EPA 8260B - 11F2908 5.0 " ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01. -
Bromodxchloromethane - EPA 8260B I1F2908 - 2.0 - ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
Bromoform ’ EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 "ND i 6/29/01 6/29/01
. n-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ."ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
" sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908- 5.0 - ND 1 7 629/01. 6/29/01
tert-Butylbenzene : EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01 -
_ Carbon fetrachloride EPA 8260B 11F2908 = 5.0 ND - 1 6/29/01  -6/29/01
" Chlorobénzene - EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND I . 6/29/01 - 6/29/01
Chloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2908° 5.0 ND 1 - 6/29/01 . 6/29/01
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 - .ND 1 . 6/29/01  6/29/01
"Chloromethane . - EPA8260B 11F2908 5.0 © ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
. 2-Chlorotoluene’ EPA 8260B 11F2908 50 - ND 1 6729/01 - 6/29/01 -
. 4-Chlorotoluene - o EPA 8260B. 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01 -
Dibromochloromethane .- EPA8260B 11F2908 20 ND 1 - 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-Dibromoethane (EDB) EPA 8260B I1F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  '6/29/01
Dibromomethane - . EPA8260B °11F2908 20 - ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene. - EPA 8260B -'11F2908 "- 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01 -
1,3-Dichlorobenzene : EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0~ ND - 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01-
Dichlorodifluoromethane o EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,1-Dichlorcethane EPA 8260B I1F2908 2.0 ND 1 - 6/29/01  6/29/01
“1,2-Dichloroethane = |~ -~ EPA"8260B--11F2908-  2:0- -~ - -ND--. 1. ....6/29/01 .6/29/01
1,1-Dichjoroethene EPA 8260B - 11F2908 5.0 . ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene : EPA 8260B I1F2908 2.0 ND 1 ~ 6/29/01  6/29/01
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene " . EPAB260B I1F2908 2.0~ ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01-
1,2-Dichloroproparne EPA 8260B - 11F2908 2.0 -  ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,3-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2908 = 2.0 "ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
11,1-Dichloropropen¢ - EPA 8260B I1F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA.8260B 11F2908 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"  6/29/01
- Hexachlorobutadiene . EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
Isopropylbenzene 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 chloride . . EPA 8260B 11F2908 . 20 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01 .
Naphthalene S EPA 8260B 11F2908 . 5.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
-Del Mar Analytical, Irvme ’ :
Patty Mata
Project Manager : :
o The results pertain only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This report shall hot-be reproduced,

except in full. without written permission fiom Del-Mar Analyticol. IKF0951 <Pgoe Sof33>

7277 Héyverhurst, Sulte B-12. Van Nuys, CA.91408  (818) 779-1844 FAX (318) 779-1843 - _ -




. 2952 Alion Ave., Ivine, CA 52606  (949) 281-1022 FAX (949) 261-1220 -
1014 E. Coldby Dr., Suite A, Colton, CA 62324 (908) 370-4667 FAX (9089) 370-1048

Del MarAI]al Cal .. 7277 Hayverhurot, Sulte B-12.Van Nuys, CAG1406  (818) 776-1844 FAX (818) 775-1843
: B484 Chesspeake Dr. Sulle 805, San Disgo, CA 82123  {858) 505-8586 FAX {858) 305-9589
. 9830 South 515! St. Sute B-120, Phoenix, AZ BS044 (430} 785-0043 FAX {480} 785-0851 -

" Project ID: Valley Alhambra S
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor o 04-9065A . © 7+ Sampled: 06/22/01
§ Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 ’ Received: 06/22/01

Environ-Irvine

Attention: Bita Tabatabaj = T . ’

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 503 0B/8260B)

o Reportmg Sample Dilution Date Date Data
. . Analyte Mgth‘ot_i' - Batch  Limit - Re_sult Factor Extracted Analyzed® Qualifiers”
uglkg _-ug/kg

Sample ID: IKF0951-02 (SB1-5-5.5 - Soil) . _
" 6/29/01 - 6/29/01

Styrene - EPA8260B 11F2908 2.0 - ND - 1

" 1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B . I1F2308 5.0 "ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane . - EPA 8260B " 11F2908 2.0. -ND- 1 - 6/29/01- 6/29/01

- Tetrachloroethene. N EPA 8260B . 11F2908° 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
Toluene - : . EPA 8260B "I1F2908 20 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01 °
1,2, 3-Tnchlorobenzene R EPA 8260B T11F2908 5.0 : ND 1 6/29/01 ©  6/29/01
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene - . EPA'8260B 11F2908 5.0 " ND - 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,1,1-Trichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 - 6/29/01
1,1,2-Trichloroethane - . EPA8260B I1F2908 2.0 "~ ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
Trichloroethene o - EPAB8260B 11F2908 20 =~ ND "1 6/29/01 6/29/0Y

~ Trichlorofluororhethane : EPA 8260B -I11F2908 * 5.0 . ND 1 6/29/01 - 6/29/01
1,2,3-Trichloropropane - - EPAS8260B TIF2908 10 . . ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene " EPA 8260B - 11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B I1F2908 - 2.0 ND T 6/29/01  6125/01
Yinyl chloride . EPA 8260B 11F2908 5.0 ND: 1 6/29/01 . 6/29/01
o-Xylene EPA 8260B 11F2908 20 ~ _ ND 1 6/29/01  6/29/01
m,p-Xylenes ) EPA 8260B I11F2908 2.0 ND 1 6/29/01 = 6/29/01
Surrogate: Dibromoftuoromethane (85-125%3) ' 96 8% ' .
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 101 %

85.4%

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%¢)

Del Mar Analyﬁcal, Irviie

Patty Mata
Project Manager L. i ..
- ; The results pertain only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced,

except In full, without written permissionfrom Del Mar Analytical. IKF0951 <Pa ge 6 of 33>
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* Del MarAnalyﬁCal |
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3852 AltorAve., kvine, CAG260B (949) 261-1002 FAX (348) 2811228

B84 Chasapesks Dr., Sulte B06. San Diego, CA 52123 . (B58) 505-85596 FAX (858) 505-9560

Project Manager

except In full. without wrltien pernilssion  from Del Mar Analytical.

$830 South 515t SL. Suile B-120. Phoerix, AZ B504 ~ {480) 785-0043 FAX {480) 7850851
Environ-Irvine . Project ID: - Valley Alhambra .
2010 Main Street, 5th Floor . . ’ 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01 -
Irvine; CA 92614 ) Report Number: IKF095] - Received: 06/22/01 .
Attention:-Bita-Tabatabai-———momre o b _ .
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B) _
: : . ] - Reporting _ Sample Dilution -Date - Date Data
- Analyte Method - Batch  Limit ‘Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers
' _ vglkg  ug/kg '
.Sample ID: IXF0951-03 (SB1-9.2-9.7- Soll) . - . .
Benzene .- - EPA8260B I1F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromobenzene - EPA 8260B° "11F2825 5.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromochloromethane EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 ND . 1 6/28/01 ~ 6/28/01
Bromodichloromethane. EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 - ND’ 1 §/28/01  6/28/01
Bromoform EPA 8260B . 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/0t
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
n-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B . 11F2825 5.0 "ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

" sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 50 ND 1 .6/28/01: _6/28/01
tert-Butylbenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 "ND . 1 .6/28/01  6/28/01 °
Carbon tetrachloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND- 1 6/28/01 -6/28/01

.Chlorobenzene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 . 6/28/01  6/28/01
Chloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND I .6/28/01 . 6/28/01
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 " .ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01

_Chloromethane - 'EPA 8260B 11F2825 50° - ND . 1 6/28/01-  6/28/01
2-Chlorotoluene: EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 " "ND 1 6/28/01°  6/28/01 -

- 4-Chlorotolucne EPA 8260B. 11F2825 5.0 ND’ 1 - 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
Dibromochlorormetharie EPA 8260B 1I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01.
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 " ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) EPA 8260B I1F2825 - 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
Dibromomethene EPA 8260B :11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene - EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
1,3-Dichlorobenzene’ EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ° ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01-
Dichlorodifluoromethane . 'EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1-Dichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
'1,2-Dichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
cis-1;2-Dichloroethene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
trans-1,2-Dichloroethenc EPA 8260B I1F2825 20 . ND_ 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,2-Dichloropropane " EPA 8260B° 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 (6/28/01  6/28/01
1,3-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 .6/28/01  6/28/01

*1,1-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 .20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B- 11F2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01°
Ethylbenzene ‘ EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Hexachlorobutadiene EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
Isopropylbenzene " EPA 8260B -11F2825 20 _ND - 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20. ND - 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Methylene chloride EPA 8260B 11F2825. 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 .
Naphthalene EPA 8260B 1]F2825. 50 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine ' :

Patty Mata

The results pertain only to the somples tested in the laboratory. This report shall not-be reproduced.

IKF0951 <Page 7 of 33>

1014 E. Coldby Dr., Sulte A. Colton, CA 92324 (908) 370-4667 FAX (009) 370-1046

< 2277 Hayvenhurst, Sulie B-12, Van Nuys, CA 91408  (818) 770-1844 FAX [B18) 775-1843 - -
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2852MonAve..h'vhs.CA92wﬁ

(949) 261-1022 FAX {545) 261-1228

| sttt b s
. AX (816) 779-]
g Del MarAnalyncal L et QR 0T e
'-"" R mOSOUUISNSLS\ﬂEB-TZO Phoanix. A2 85044 (480)'785—0043FAX“B_0)7B$085|
Environ-Irvine ' " ProjectID: Valléy Alhambra ' T ) o
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor ) 04:9065A . Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 92614 Report'Num'b'e_r:“ IKF0951 . - Received: 06/22/01
Attention:—Bita-Tabatabai- : .

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B) -
" Reporting  Sample Dilution Date

_Anal-yte Method ~ - Batch  Limit Result
- ug/kg ug/kg )
Sample ID: IKF0951 03 (SB]-9.2-97 - Soil) ) ; ’ -
Styrene .EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0. . ND . 1 628001
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 "ND- 1 6/28/01
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B -11F2825 - 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 .
Tetrachloroethene " EPA 8260B - 11F2825- 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
Toluene . EPA 8260B '11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
1,2,3 -Tnchlorobenzene EPA 8260B -11F2825. 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01
. 1,24-Trichlorobenzene -, ©  EPA'8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
.- 1,},I-Trichlorocthane - EPA'8260B- I1F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01
" 1,1,2-Trichloroethane - . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01
Trichloroetheéne - . EPA8260B . 11F2825 2.0 ND ‘1 6/28/01
Trichlorofluoromethane . EPA 8260B -11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01
-'1,2,3-Trichloropropane EPA-8260B  11F2825 10 . ND - -1 6/28/01
1,2,4-Tnimethylbenzene ~ 'EPA 8260B -11F2825 - 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01
- K3,5-Trimethylbenzene. . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01
Yinyl chloride EPA 8260B " Il1F2825 5.0 ‘ND 1 " 6/28/01
o-Xylene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 T ND 1 6/28/01
m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B 11F2825- 2.0 ND o1 6/28/01
Surrogate: Dzbromoﬂuoromelhane (85-125%) ’ 109 ‘
Surrogate: Tt oliene-d8 (80-120%) 102%
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 100%
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata :
Project Manager . ' .
) " The results permm only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This repon:llallnolbe reproduced

Date Data

Factor Extracted Analyzed Quahf ers

_6128/01
6/28/01
6128001
6128/01°
6/28/01 -
6/28/01

. 628/01

- 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 -

except In full, without.written permissian fram Del Mar Analytical. IKF0951 <Pagé 8 of 33>
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2» Del MarAnalytical

- ‘2852 Allon Ave., ving, CA 82606

1014 E. Coldby Dr., Suits A, Cokon, CA 82324

7277 Heyvenhurst, Sulte B-12, Van Nuys, CA 81406
9484 Chesepeaks Dr, Sulle 805. San Diego, CA 92123
9830 South 515t St, SyRe B-120. Phoonix, AZ B5044

({549} 261-1022 FAX {948} 261-1223
{309} 3704667 FAX {900) 370-1046
(818)-779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843 . .
(858) S05-8596 FAX (958) 505-8588  °
{4B0) 785-0043 FAX {480) 785-0851

v

Environ-Irvine

2010 Main.Street, 9th Floor
Trvine, CA 92614

Project ID: Valley Alhambra -

04-9065A .

Report Number: IKF0951-

-Attention:-Bita-Tabatabal e

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

PN

- Ana]yte

Sample ID: JKF0951-04 (SB1-13-135 - Soll) "

Benzene
Bromobenzene.

" . Bromochloromethane

Bromodichloromethane
Bromoform
Bromomethane
n-Butylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene .
Carbon tetrachloride
Chlorobenzene
Chloroethane ’
Chloroform

- Chlorométhane
2-Chlorotoluene

. 4-Chlorotoluene

Dibromochloromethane
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB)
Dibromomethane
1,2-Dichlorobenzeng
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
Dichlorodifiuoromethane
. 1,1-Dichloroethape
1,2-Dichloroethane
1,1-Dichloroethene
cis-l,-Z-Dichlbroetheﬂe
trans-1,2-Dichlorocthene
1,2-Dichloropropane
1,3:Dichloropropane
2,2-Dichloropropane
1,1-Dichloropropene
&is-1,3-Dichloropropene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene -
Ethylbenzene
Hexachlorobutadiene
Isopropylbenzene
.p-Isopropyltoluenc
Methylene chlonde
Naphthalene .

" n-Propylbenzene - -

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS

Method

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 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 3260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 82608
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B
EPA 8260B

} Reporting
. Batch  Limit
ugkg ugkg
11F2825 20 ND
11F2825 50 - . ND
I1F2825 5.0 - ND .
11F2825- 20. ND
11F2825 50 ND
11F2825 5.0 ND
11F2825 50 - ND -
I1F2825 5.0 ND
“I1F2825 5.0 ND
[1F2825° ~ 5.0 ND
11F2825 20 ND
11F2825 ~ 5.0 ND
11F2825 2.0 - . ND-
11F2825 5.0 ND .
I1F2825 50 - ND
11F2825 ° 5.0 ND
11F2825 2.0 ND
11F2825 50 - ND -
11F2825 2.0 ND -
11F2825 20 ND
I1F2825 2.0 ND
112825 2.0- "ND
11F2825 2.0 ND
11F2825 5.0 ND
F2825 20 ND
FR% 20 ND
11F2825 5.0 ND.
11F2825 20 ND
I1F2825 2.0 ND
11F2825 2.0 ND
11F2825 20 © ND’
‘11F2825 . 2.0 - ND
11F2825 2.0 ND
11F2825° 2.0 ND
11F2825 20 ND
11F2825 20 ND
11F2825 - 5.0 ND
11F2825 20 “ND .
J1F2825 2.0 ND -
11F2825 20 ND
11F2825. 5.0 ND
11F2825 20 - ND”

(EPA: 5030B/8260B)
“Sample Dilution . Date- _
Result Factmf Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

— bt hed bt i et - — — —— [l ad —
— — —, — —— e ) — et et
) — — — e — —— -
—~ —

The results.pertoin only to the samples tested In the loboratory.- This report shaH not be reproduced.
except b full, yyirhoufwrlﬂen permisslon from Del Mar Analytical.

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
6128101

" 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

6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6128101
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01

© 6/28/01

Date

" 6R8/01

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

L 6/28/01.
. 6/28/01
612801

" 6/28/01

6/28/01

6/28/01 -

6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28001
6/28/01

6128001 -

6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01
6/28/01

. 6/28/01

6128/01
6/28/01
6/28/0}

" 628001

6/28/01

" 6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01
6/28/01

6/28/01

‘Data

IKF0951 <Page 9 of 33>




- Del Mar Analytical

- 2852 Alion Ave., Iirie, CA D2605 (48) 261-1022 FAX (948) 251-1228
- 1034 E.Cokiby Dr, Sulta A, Coflon, CA 82324 (800) 3704667 FAX (909) 370-1048
7277 Hayvenhurst, Sulls B-12. Van Nuys. CA 91406 (818) 770-1844 FAX (018) 7791843
5484 Chesapsska D, Suito 805. San Diego, CA 82123 {858) 5b5-B508 FAX (856) SC5-0589
0830 South 51t 8L, Sulte B-120, Phoenix, AZ BSD44 ~ (480) 785-0043 FAX (480} 7850851

. N Reporting  Sample Dilution ~ Date
. Analyte Method Batch  Limit Resujt ‘Factor Extracted Analyzed Quialifiers -
. ug/kg- ughkg
Sample ID: IKF0951-04 (SB1-13-13.5- Soil) ~ T L }

. Styrene ) . " . . EPA8260B 11F2825 ~ 20 ND ©1 . 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane - EPA8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
-1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane . " EPA 8260B -I1F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Tetrachloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Toluene R EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01.
1,2,3-Tricblorobenzene EPA 8260B [1F2825 5.0 ‘ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

. 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 -ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
" 1,1,1-Tnichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
1,1,2-Trichloroethane EPA 8260B . 11F2825 2.0 ND -1 ' 6/28/01 6/28/01
Trichloroethene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~ 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
* Trichlorofluorometliane "EPA 8260B .I11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 © 6/28/01  -6/28/01
1,2,3-Tﬁchloropropan¢' EPA 8260B 11F2825- 10 ND. 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 " ND ] 6/28/01 .  6/28/01
-1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND-- 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Vinyl chloride .EPA 8260B I1FZ825 50 . ND 1 6/28/01°  6728/01
" .0-Xylene. EPA 8260B  11F2825 2.0 " 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 (85-125%) ' 108 % : ‘
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 {80-120%) 102 %
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzené (80-120%) .. 100%
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
.Project Manager . . - .
) The results pertaln only 10 the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shallnot be reproduced. .
IKF0951 <Page 10 of 33>

Project ID: Valley Albambra

06/22/01

except in full, without written permlssion from Del Mar Analvdcal.

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

" Date  Data

Environ-Irvine _ o
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor . 04-9065A ) - Sampled: I

¢ Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 . Received: 06/22/01 i
-Attesition:-Bita-Tabatabai- — ; - {
: P B—




2852 Aon Ave, Ivina, CA 82808 * {B48) 251-1022 FAX {94) 261-1228

1014 E. Coldby Dr., Eulie A, Colton, CA 82324 *(309) 370-4667 FAX (905) 370-1048
7277 Hayvenhurst, Sulta B-12, Ven Nuys, CA 91406 (B1B).779-1844 FAX (B18) 778-1843

4 Del MarAna]yrlcal - -0484 Chesapeske Dx., Sulte 805, Ssn Diaga, CA 82123 {858) 505-8598 FAX {858) 505-8589
. . . : 8830 South 519t _&_..Svne B-120, Phoonix, AZ 85044  {460) 785-0043 FAX (450) 785-0851

" Project ID: Valley Alhambra

§ Environ-Irvine .
; 2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A : © - Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 52614 Report Number: IKF0951 Received: 06/22/01
Attention: Bita Tabatabai. ’
YOLATILE. ORGAMCS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
. - - Reporting  Sample Dilution Date Date Data
Analyte Method ~ -Batch Limit  Result . Facfor Extracted Analyzed - Qualifiers -
: uglkg ug/kg . ;
Sample ID: IKFO951-OS (SB2-2-2.5 - So:l) o o ’ : ) :
Benzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND * 6/28/01 _6]28/01'
Bromobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND . 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromochloromethane ) EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0.. ND - 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
Bromodichloromethane ' " EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 6/28/01 ~ 6/28/01
Bromoform _ . : EPA 8260B '11F2825 5.0 ND- 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825. 5.0 ND 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
n-Butylbenzene: EPA 8260B IiF2825 50 . ND 6/28/01  6/28/01. .
sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 - ND 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
" tert-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . - ND 6/28/01  6/28/01.
Carbon tetrachloride EPA 8260B 1JF2825 5.0 6/28/01  6/28/01-
Chlorobenzene - EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 6/28/01  -6/28/01
6/28/01  6/28/01

. ,3-Dichlorobenzene -~ - - EPA 8260B
.. 1,4-Dichlorobenzene
Dichlorodifluoromethane

" 1,1-Dichloroethene

EPA-8260B 11¥2825 .5.0

- Chloroethane )
Chloroform 'EPA 8260B  11F2825 2.0 6/28/01 6/28/01
Chloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 6/28/01 6/28/01
2-Chlorotoluene EPA B260B. I1F2825 -.5.0 T 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
4-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B 11F3825 5.0 6/28/01  6/28/01
Dibromochloromethane 7 EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 6/28/01  6/28/01

" 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane - EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 6/28/01  6/28/01

6/28/01 6/28/01

EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
11F2825 2.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
'EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20
EPA 8260B° 11F2825 20

) - EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B° 11F2825 2.0
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene -~ _ * EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 2.0
1,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
1,3-Dichloropropane . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
2;2-Dichloropropane _EPA 8260B [1F2825 2.0
-1,1-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B I1F2825. 2.0
trans-1 3—D1chloropropene EPA 8260B I11F2825 2.0
Ethylbenzene : EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0
" Hexachlorobutadiene =~ = i "EPAB260B T1F2825 5.0
EPA-8260B T1F2825 2.0

1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB}
Dibromomethane
1,2-Dichlorobenzene

]
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

]

1

1

]

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1- ° "6R801  6/28/01
1 6/28/01  6/28/01°
1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 6/28/01  6/28/01 .
1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 - 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 - 6/28/01 - 6/28/01°
1 . 6/28/01  6/28/01
1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
1 6/28/01  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 6/28/01  6/28/0%
1" " §R8/01 6728/01
1 6/28/01  6/28/0}
1
1
1
1

1,1-Dichloroethane
1, 2- chhJoroethane

85%364555535855555555853353355555

Isopropylbenzene
p-Isopropyitoluene EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
Methylene chloride EPA 82608 I1F2825 20 6/28/01  6/28/01
Naphthalene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0 _6/28/01  6/28/0]
n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 6/28/01  6/28/01
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata -~ )
Project Manager . ’ -
. The results pertain only to the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced.

except in full. without writien permission from Del Mar Analytical. IKF0951 <pPq ée 1l o f 3_3;>
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: ( K
5 ey - . Lo . . 2852 Alton Ave., Irvins; GA 52606 (m)zsmozarnxms)zm 1228
. . . . . 1014 E, Colddy Dr., Suile A, Cohon, CA 52324 (909370-4857FAX(909)370-1048
. De' MarAna,WCal - 7272 Hayvenhurst, Sulle B-12, Van Nuys, CA 51406 (n1a)779-w«mx(sm)m1m .-
) 9484 Chesspeaks Dr. Sulle 805, San Diego, CA 52123, (856) 505-8506 FAX (858) S05-0538
R . - . . BB30 South 51 stSl:. Sujle B-120. Phoonlx, AZ 85044  {480) 755-9043 FAX (080) 785-0851 .
Environ-Irvine ) Project ID: . Valley Alhambra - o o
2010.Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A . J Sampled: 06/22/01
§ Irvine, CA 92614 . chorl Number: IKF0951 : Received: 06/22/01
Attention: Bita Tabatabai :

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/826OB)

'1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene _
6/28/01  6/28/01

S Reporting  Sample Dilution -Daté Date Data
. An_alyte Method . Batch  Limit " Result ‘Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers
i ughkg ugkg '
.Sample ID IKF0951-05 (SB2- 2-2.5 - Soxl) . - - - .
Styrene - ) EPA 8260B .I1F2825 2.0 + ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane . - EPA8260B 1I1F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
- 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane " EPA8260B I1F2825 2.0 " ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01.
Tetrachloroethene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 -. 20 - 18 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Toluéne . ) ' EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
123Tnchlorobenzene . ' EPA8260B I1F2825 ~ 50 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
. 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene . . . EPA8260B Ii1F2825 5.0 ."ND - 1. 628/01 6/28/01
- 1,1,1-Tnchloroethane - ~EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1~ .6/28/01. 6/28/01
1,1,2-Trichloroethane " EPA3260B 11F2825 20 ND 1~ .6/28/01- 6/28/01 °
Trichldroethene . ) EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~ 2.0 ’ ND. 1 6/28/01 ~ -6/28/01
: Tncbloroﬂuoromethane : EPA 8260B. I1F2825 = 5.0 ND 1 ©6128/01  6/28/01
1 23-Tnchlor0propane : EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~" 10 ND 1 .6/28/01 . 6/28/01
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene " EPA8260B 11F2825 20 .ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
, : . EPA 8260B 11F2825. 20 - ND . 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
- Vinyl chloride - , . EPA8260B_ 11F2825 " 50 = ND 1
. 0=Xylene - EPA 8260B. 11F2825 20 ND | 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
~ m,p-Xylenes : EPA 8260B '11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01"
* Surrogate: Dibromoftuoromethane (85—125/ ) 108 % :
. Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 102 %
Surrogate: 4-Bromofliorobenzené (80-120%) 102 %
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine i
Patty Mata“ )
Project Manager
. : The re:ull.r pertain only to l.he.mmple: tested in the Iaboralo’y This report shall not be repmduced

except in fll, without written permlisston from Del Mar Analydcal. " IKF0951 <Pace 12 0 f33>
- o
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' Del Ma‘rAnalyﬁCal : |

. 2852 Alton Avs., Irvina.CA 62808™ {349) 261-1022 FAX (948) 261-1228

1014 £ Coldlby Dr., Suita A, Colton. CA 52324  {005) 370-4657 FAX {900) 370-1045

7277 Hayvenhuret, Sule B-12.Van Nuys, CA 93408  (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 773-1843
5454 Chesapesko D, Sulto B0S, 520 Dlego, CA 62123  (B5B) 505:8586 FAX (858) 505-9583
9530 South 513t 5L, Svite B-120_ Phoorix, AZ 85044 {48D)785-0043 FAX {450) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine

" Project ID: Valley Alhambra L
Sampled: 06/22/01

" "Analyte

Sample ID: TKF0951-06 (SB2-5-5.5 - Soil)

Benzene .

Bromobenzene -7
- Bromochloromethane

Bromodichloromethane

Bromoform

Bromomethane

n-Butylbenzene

_ - sec-Butylbenzene
- tert-Butylbenzene

Carbon tetrachlonide
Chlorobenzene

."Chloroethane

Chloroform
Chloromethane
2-Chlorotoluene
4-Chlorotoluene
Dibromochloromethane

- 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane

1,2-Dibrofnoethane (EDB)
Dibromomethane ’
1,2-Dichlorobenzene - .
+1,3-Dichlorobenzene

- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene -

Dichlorodifluoromethane
1,1-Dichloroethane
1,2-Dichloroethane
1,1-Dichloroethene
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1;,2-Dichloropropane
1,3-Dichloropropane °
2,2-Dichloropropane
.1,1-Dichloropropene

- ¢is*1,3-Dichloropropene

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene
Ethylbenzene

Hexachlorobutadiene

Isopropylbenzene
p-Isopropyltoluene
Methylene chioride
Naphthalene -
n-Propylbenzene
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata )
Project Manager .

The results permlh onky 1o the saimples tested In the laborstory. This report shall not be repr_odyced.

2010 Mein Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A )
Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 . Received: 06/22/01 -
_§"Attention: Bita Tabatabai - L . : 3
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B) - - R
’ ) Date Date Data

: Reporting  Sample Dilution  D: .
Méthod - . Batch  Limit Result . Factor Extracted Analyzed : Qualifiers °

ug/kg ugkg
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND ‘1 - 672801 -6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ‘ND. 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

. EPA'8260B -IIF2825 5.0 ' ND 1 6/28/01°  6/28/01

" EPA8260B 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. 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 11F2825 50 . ND ] 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 _11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  -6/28/01
EPA 8260B I11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
"EPA 82608 - 11F2825  -2:0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
. EPA8260B '11F2825 50 - - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
_EPA8260B - 11F2825 50 - ND 1 6/28/01-  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 1iF2825 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 5.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA8260B 11F2825 20 - ND 1. 6728001 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 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 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 628601 628/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND 4 "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-

" 'EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND .1 - 6/28001. .6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 17 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B  11F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28101  6/28/0%

- EPAB260B I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 - 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 . ND 1 . -6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 CND 1 6/28/01- 6/28/01
_EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND - 628001 6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

 EPA8260B T11F2825 2.0 ND i 6/28/01  6/28/01

. EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
—EPA8260B— TIF2825~" 50 -~ ~"TND™ 7 1T " TE/28/0TT 6728017 -
EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
" EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND -1 6/28/01  6/28/01
EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0 ND 1 672801  6/28/01

ND 1 628001  6/28/01 .

EPA 8260B - [1F2825 - 2.0

excep! n full. without wrltten permnission from Del Mar Analvlical. I KI"09.'51 < Po ° 2] 3 0 f 33>
- - . - 24 Srag




2852 Akon Ave., lrvina. CA 92606

(645) 261-3022 FAX [949) 251-3228

Attention: Bita Taba_tabai‘

OIS I

1014 E. Coldby De, Budts A, Colton, CA 92324 {900) 370-4867 FAX (909) 370-1048
3 Del l\/lar/\nalyncal e S I A Bl
9830 South 51st S!.. Sulle B-120, Phoenix, AZ 85044  (480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-0851
Environ-Trvine Proj ect ID: Valley Alhambra
#2010 Main Streét, 9th Floor 04-9065A " Sampled: 06/22/0! .
“# Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: ' IKF0951 Recelved 06/22/01

. An;_ﬂyte

Sample ID: IKF 0951-06 (SB2-5-5.5 - Soi])

Styrene
- 1L,1,1,2- Tetrachloroethane
1 _1,2,2-Te;_rachloroethane
Tetrachloroethens
Toluene -
1,2,3 Tnchlprobenzene
. L2, 4-Tnchlorobenzene
’ l,l,]-Tr)‘chloroethane
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
Trichoroethene
" Trichloroflugromethane
1, ,2,3-Trichloropropane
1,2 4-Tnmethy1benzene
13,5 -Trimethylbenzene
Vinyl chloride
.0-Xylene -
p-Xylenes

‘VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 503 OB/8260B)

" Method

. 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 8260B

* Surrogate: Dibromofluoromethane. (85-125/ )
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80—120"/ )
Surrogate: 4- Bromoﬂuorobenzene (80 120%)

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine .

Patty Mata
-Project Manager

The re:ult.\' perlaln only to the .\'amples tested In the labomlorv This report shall ot be reproduced.
e.'rtepl in full, without wrillen perm:.man  from Del Mar Analytical.

. Date

. Reporting Sample Dilution
.Batch  Limit Result Factor Extrncted
ug/kg ug/kg

I1F2825 20 ND 1 . 6/28/01
11F2825 5.0 - ND 1 6/28/01

. I1F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01
I1F2825 -~ -2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01
I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 -
J1F2825 - 5.0 'ND- ! 6/28/01
11F2825 5.0 ."ND 1 6/28/01
11F2825- 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 .
11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01
11F2825 = 20 ND . 1 6/28/01-
11F2825 5.0 ND 1 . 6/28/01
11F2825° 10 ND- 1 6/28/01
11F2825 2.0 .24 1 6/28/01
11F2825 20 ND- 1 - 6/28/01
11F2825 . 5.0 ND 1 - 6/28/0]
11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01,
11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 - 6/28/01

106 % :
103%
. 104 %

Date Data,
Analyzed Quahf ers

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
-6128/01
6/28/01 -
6/28/01

IKF0951 <Page 14 of 33>




. 2852 Alton Ave, kvine. CA 92608
1014 E. Coldby Dr., Suts A, Coiton, CA 82324

_ Del Mar Analytical L et e A e
A L. - 7 . i R ; - 9830500?!515!5!. Suite B-120, Phoenkx, AZ 85044

Y VR AR SRR N 3 TREEASER

{048) 2681-1022 FAX (846) 2611228 °
(B08) 370-4867 FAX {909) 370-1046 ~

(B18) 779-1844 FAX (818) 775-1843
(858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 5059589
{480) 785-0043 FAX (480} 7850851

" Project ID: Valley’Alhambra

Environ-Irvine . R
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor. .04-9065A . : © - Sampled:. 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 92614 chon Number: IKF0951 T - Received: 06/22/01
1 Attention: Bita Tabatabai - o
AT
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/I\'IS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
" Date Data

Reporting Sample Dilution  Date

_Analyte Method ~ - Batch -~ Limit : Result Facfor Extracted Analyzed * Qualifiers ~
' ' ug/kg vg/kg

Sample 1D: IKF0951-07 (SB2—9 2-9. 7 Soll) o i I

. Benzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND 1 " 6/28/01  .6/28/01
Bromobenzene EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01°  6/28/01
Bromochloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ‘ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromodichloromethane " EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Bromoform EPA 8260B° [1F2825 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 8260B 11F2825 =~ 50 - ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01 -

. sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B I1F2825 . 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01

“tert-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 - © ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01..
Carbon tetrachloride EPA 8260B [I1F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -
Chlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
-Chloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 . 6/28/01  6/28/01
‘Chloroform ‘EPA 8260B "‘11F2825 2.0- ~ ND 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
Chloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 _6/28/01  6/28/01 .
2-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B. T1F2825 5.0-. ND 1 6/28/01- .-6/28/01
4-Chlorotoluene o ~ EPA 8260B 11F2825 50 ND. 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Dibromochloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ~ - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

" 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 -ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01 .
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 .
Dibromomethane EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,2-Dichlorobenzene EPA'8260B - 11F2825 2.0 .ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,3-Dichlorobenzene -EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 . 6/28/01
“1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B [I1F2825 2.0 ND 1°° 6/28/01- 6/28/01
Dichlorodifluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~-5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1-Dichloroethane ~ EPA8260B I1F2825. 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 -

"'1,2-Dichloroethane " | © " EPA 8260B-~T1F2825- = 2.0 ~ND:  -1-.. 6/28/0]....6/28/01.. ..
1,1-Dichloroethene .EPAB8260B 11F2825 50 . . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B _11F2825 . 2.0 ND 1 "6/28/01  6/28/01

 trans-1,2-Dichloroethene - EPA 8260B I1F2825 20 ND 1 -6/28/01 - 6/28/01.
1,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 - 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,3-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825° 20 . ND 1 6/28/01 * 6/28/01
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 . ND- 1 6/28/01 - 6/28/01
1,1-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene EPA 8260B- 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Ethylbenzene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Hexachlorobutadiene ~~~~ ~ T T “EPABZ60B IIF2825" ~ 50~ TNDT T T T R80T 728107
Isopropylbenzene EPA 8260B. . 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 6/28/01
p-Isopropyltoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Methylene chlonde EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Naphthalene ’ EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
n-Propylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvme ' -

Patty Mata : .

Project Manager ’ '

The results pertain only Io the samples tested [n the laboratory. ‘This report shall not be reproduced.

~ except In full without written permission  from Del Mor Analytical. IKF0951 <Pag e. 150f3 3;
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«» Del MafAnalyﬁcal

v . S <

- 2852 Allon Ave.. rvina, CA 82606 {343) 261-1022 FAX (945) 261-1228
1014 E. Coldby Dr., Sulls A, Callon, CA 52324  (909) 370-4667 FAX (803) 370-1046

" 9484 Chesapeaks Dx., Suile B0S. San Oiega, CA 52123, (858) 505-8536 FAX (358) 505-5589
983D Sout 513t SL, Suite B-120_ Phoanix, AZ 85044 {480) 785-0043 FAX {480) 785-0861

) 7277 Hoyvenhurst, Sulte B-12. Van Nuys, CA 01406 (B18) 778-1844 FAX {81B) 779-1843 . -

-anxron—lmne
2010.Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA.92614

' Project ID:. Valley Albambra
. 04-9065A
Report Number' IKF0951

Sampled: 06/22/01.
- Received: 06/22/0]

Attention: Bita Tabatabai _
s e
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 503 0B/8260B)
. - ’ Reporting  Sample Dilution -Date Date Data
. A-ni]yte Method . Batch Limit = Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Quam‘ ers
ug/kg™ ug/kg I
. Samp}e 1D; IKF0951-07 (SB2-9.2-9.7 - Soil) . - - - : i
Styrene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1. 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane EPA 8260B '11F2825 5.0 - ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 '
. l!13‘,2-thrachldroetharie EPA 8260B 11F2825 -20 " ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
Tetrachloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 " - 2.0 - 49 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
"Toluene : EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
1,2,3-Tnch10robcnzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 6/28/01  6/28/01
. 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene EPA 8260B . I1F2825 5.0 ."ND 1 - 6/28/01  6/28/01
’ 1,1,1-Tﬁchlor0ethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 . - .6/28/01. 6/28/01,
1,1,2-Trichloroethane EPA 8260B '11F2825 2.0 ND i .6/28/01  6/28/01 °
- T ﬁchléfogthene" EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND. 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 !
_Trichlorofluoromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND 1 618/01  6/28/01
" 1,2,3-Trichloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~ 10 ND I _6/28/01 . 6/28/01 !
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B . I1F2825 2.0 "UND 1 612801  6/28/01
' 1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 - ND . 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 :
“Vinyl chloride - - "EPA 8260B _[1F2825 . 5.0 " ND_ 1 6/28/01  6/28/01 i
o-Xylene -~ EPA 8260B. [1F2825 20 ND 1~ 6/28/01  6/28/01: i
,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01 " 6/28/01. ;
* Surrogate: Dzbromoﬂubromelhane (85-125/ ) 109 % ‘ : )
Stirrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 103 %
101 % .

Del Mar Analytical; Irvine
Patty Mata.
- Project Manager

" Surrogate: 4-Bromofiuorobenzene (80-120%)

The results pertaln only to the .mmple: tested in the Iaborato;y Thls report :lxalf not be reproduced.

except in full. without written permission from Del Mar Analyucal JKF0951 <Pace 16 of 33>




\ DelMarAnalyﬁcal

7277 Heyvenhurst, Sulté B-2, Van Nuys, CA B1406  (818) 770-1844 FAX (818) 770:1843 - -

- 2852 Alton Ave., lvin, GA B2606  (949) 261-1022 FAX (349) 261-122B
1014 E.Coldby Dr., Sulle A, Cofton, CA 92324  (909) 370-4667 FAX {808) 370-1046

9434 Chasapeoks Dr., Sulte B3, San Disga, CA 52123 (858) 505-8598 FAX (858) 505-6589
8830 South 515t St Suite B-120. Phoenbt, AZ BS044  (480) 785-0043 FAX (480} 785-0851

Enviroi-Irvine

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
Atienﬁon_: Bita Tabatabai

Project ID:.

Velley Alhambra

04-9065A

ch ort Number: IKF0951

Sampled: 06/22/01

- Received: 06/22/01.

n-Propylbenzene
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager

. - Reporting
. Anal}_"te _ Method . Batch  Limit - Result
ugikg  ug/kg
‘Sample ID: IKF095] 08 (SB2-14 14. 5- - Soll) - . .
Benzene ° . EPA8260B 1]F2825 2.0 ND
Bromcbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 .'ND ~
. Bromochloromethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
Bromodichloromethane .. EPAB8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 ND
Bromoform : EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
Bromomethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 ~ 5.0 'ND
_ n-Butylbenzene ' EPA8260B 11F2825 5.0 ."ND
- sec-Butylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825. - 5.0 ~ ND
tert-Butylbenzene . EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
Carbori tétrachloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 5.0 ND .
- Chlorobefizene EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 ND
‘Chloroethane EPA 8760B 11F2825- * 5.0 ND
Chloroform EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 _ND
-Chloromethane EPA 8260B I1F2825 5.0 ND .
2-Chlorotoluene EPA 8260B- 11F2825 5.0 ND,_
*_4-Chlorotoluene . EPA 8260B_ 11F2825 5.0 ND
Dibromochloromethane . EPAB8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND
- 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) - FPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND
Dibromomethane - : EPA 8260B :11F2825 2.0 ND
. 1,2-Dichlorobenzene : _EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene ' " EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND
_ 1,4-Dichlorobenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 . 2.0 ND
Dichlorodifluorornethane =~ - . EPA 8260B 11F2825 5.0 ND
1,1-Dichloroethane - " EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 . ND
1,2-Dichloroethane . . - EPA8260B  11F2825 2.0 ND
1,1-Dichloroéthene ' ' T EPA8260B 11F2825 5.0 ‘ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 ND
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene. : EPA 8260B I11F2825 2.0 ND
1,2-Dichloropropane 'EPA 8260B - T1F2825 2.0 ND
1,3-Dichloropropanc EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 "ND
2,2-Dichloropropane EPA 8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND
1,1-Dichloropropene . EPA8260B 11F2825 . 2.0 ND
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene " EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene . " EPA8260B . IIF2825 2.0 ND
Ethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND
~Rexachlorsbutadiene -~ T TEPABZOB TIF28Z5 T 50 77 NDTC
Isopropylbenzene : EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 - ND
p-Tsopropyltoluene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND
Methylene chloride EPA 8260B 11F2825 = 20 ND
Naphthalene .~ EPA 8260B I1F2825 . 5.0 19
EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND

M"WMMW-. A VOLATILE ORGANICS' by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
" Sample Dllunon ’

Date Date - Data

Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

I
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
r
1
1
1
1
1
"1
1.
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1’
1
1
1-
1.
1
1
B
1
1
1
1
1

6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01 - 6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01.
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01°  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01

6/28/01.  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01 -

6/28/01  -6/29/01

. 6/28/01  6/29/01

6/28/01  6129/01"

6/28/01  6/29/0)
6/28/01  6/29/01

-6/28/01  6/29/01

6/28101  6/29/01 -

- 6/28/01 - 6/29/01

6/28/01  6/29/01

. 6/28/01 6/29/01

6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01 °
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  629/01
6/28/01  6/29/01

. 6/28/01  6/29/01

6/28/01  6/29/01

6/28/01 © 6/29/01

6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01 .
T6BI0TT TTEr29/0T T 7T
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01
6/28/01  6/29/01

. 6/28/01  6/29/01

The results pertain only.to the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shail not be reproduced.
except In full, without written permisslon from Del Mar Analytical.

IKF0951 <Page17 of 33>




E\J'j

2852 Alton Ave:, rvine, CA 82608 (545) 261-1022 FAX (4B) 261-1228
1014 £. Cotdby Dr., Sulls A, Colton, CA 52304  (508) 370-4867 FAX (300} 70-1048
7277 Hayvenhurst, Suhe B-12, Van Nuys, CA 01406 (8168) 778-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843

Del Mar AnalynCal - $484 Choeapaske Dr., Sulte 805, Stin Olego, CA 82123 (858) 505-B568 FAX {858) 505-8589
] ) . o 9830 South 513t S, Suite B-120. Phoonix, AZ BSD4  {480) 785-D043 FAX {460) 765-0851

Environ-Irvine " Project ID: Valley Alhambra

2610 Main Street, 9th Floor  04-9065A. - Sampled: 06/22/01
"d Irvine, CA 92614 : Report Number: IKF0951 Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

VOLATILE ORGANICS byGC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B) -
" Reporting  Sample Dilution Date . Date Data

}\halyte Method ° - Batch - Limit Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Qualifiers

ugkg ughg
Sample ID: IKF0951-08 (SB2 14-145 - - Soil) . - ‘
Styrene . .EPA8260B I1F2825 2.0 ND- . 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane - EPA 8260B '11F2825 5.0 ND - 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane . EPA8260B 11F2825 2.0 "ND ! 6/28/01 " 6/29/01
Tetrachloroethene " EPA 8260B 11F2825 - 2.0 21 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
Toluene : EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND- 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
]23-Tnchlorobenzene : EPA 8260B 11F2825. 5.0 ND 1 6/28/01 ~ 6/29/01. :
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene - : EPA'8260B ' 11F2825 5.0 . ND 1 6728/01  6/29/01
1,1,1-Trichloroethane EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
1,1,2-Trichloroethane - EPA8260B 11F2825 . 2.0 . - ND L 6/28/01  6/29/01.
Trichloroethene - EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 ND: 1 6/28/01 . 6/29/01 -
Trichlorofluoromethane . EPA8260B 11F2825 5.0 " ND 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
-'1,2,3:Trichloropropane : EPA 8260B " 11F2825 10 ND 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
1,24-Trimethylbenzene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 23 1~ 6/28/01- 6/29/01
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - EPA 8260B - 11F2825 2.0 7.6 1 6/28/01  6/29/01
Vinyl chloride’ - EPA 8260B. 11F2825 50 -  ND 1~ 6/28/01 .-6/29/01
o0-Xylene EPA 8260B 11F2825 2.0 50, 1 "6/28/01  6/29/01
m,p-Xylenes EPA 8260B 11F2825 20 12 1 6/28/01 ~ 6/29/01
" Surrogate: leromoﬂuoromethane (85-125%) ]08 % ’
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 (80-120%) 102 %

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene (80-120%) 100 2%

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patfy Mata :
Project Manager - 4 :
: ‘ . The remlls pertam only 1o the .ramp!e.r tested In the laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced .
except in_full. without written permisslon from Del Mar Analytical. . - IKF0951 <Page 18 of 33>




2852 Alton Ave., g, CA 52608 (945) 281-1022 FAX {949) 261-1228"
1034 E. Coldoy Dr., Sulie A, Collon, CA 52324 (008
7277 Hayvenhors1, Sulle B-12. Van Nuys, CA 91405

{B1B) 770-1844 FAX (818) 770-1843 . .

{908) 37D-4667 FAX (909) 370-1046

5484 Chesapeaka Dr., Sulia 805, San Diego, CA 52123 _ (858) 505-8598 FAX {858) 505-9588
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’ Environ-Irvine . .
' 2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

Project ID: - Valley Alhambra -
. 04-9065A
Report Number IKF0951

" Sampled: 06/22/01 .

Received: 06/22/01 .

B Atténtion: Bita Tabatabai .
METALS . = .
. E . Reporting  Sample. Dilution ~ -Date Date Data
. Analyte Method . Batch  Limit " Result Factor Extracted Analyzed Quahf fers
mg/kg mg/kg ) ’
Sample ID: IKF0951-01 (SB1-2-2.5 - Sonl) ) . . .
Antimony . EPA60I0B 11F2642 ~ 10 ND 1. 6/26/01 - 6/26/01
Arsenic - BPA 6010B ‘I1F2642 2.0 . ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Baribm _EPA6010B 11F2642 - 1.0 36 1 6/26/01  6/26/01.
Beryltium. EPA 6010B .11F2642 -0.50 ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
"Cadmium EPA 6010B. 11F2642 050 ~ 14 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Chromium, EPA 6010B 11F2642 ~ 1.0 6.7 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
. Cobalt- EPA6010B IiF2642 1.0 -33 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
- Copper EPA 6010B 11F2642- 1.0 " 178 1 .6/26/01. 6/26/01
Lead EPA 6010B '11F2642 2.0 4.0 1 6/26/01  6/26/01 -
Mercury - EPA 7471A 11F2635. -0.020 0.19. 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
* ‘Molybdenum EPA 6010B 11F2642 2.0 ND 1 " 6/26/01 - 6/26/01.
Nickel - EPA 6010B 11F2642- " 1.0 38 I 6/26/01 _ 6/26/01
Selenium - EPA 6010B 11F2642 - 2.0 .26 - 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
- Silver EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0 ND - 1 6/26/01  6/26/01 !
“Thallium ‘EPA 6010B . 11F2642 10 ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
* . Titaniom - EPA 6010B. 11F2642 2.0 340 i 6/26/01  6/26/01 . '
Vanadium EPA 6010B '11F2642 1.0 . 19 1 6/26/01  “6/26/01
Zine . EPA 6010B 11F2642 5.0 23 1 6/26/01  6/26/01 ;
_ SampleID: IKF0951-05 (SB2-2:2.5 - Soll) : ' ' i
Antimony EPA 6010B :11F2642. - 10. ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01 !
. Arseni¢  EPA 6010B - 11F2642 . 2.0 ND 1 6/26/01 ~ 6/26/01 -
Barium . EPA 6010B 11F2642 1.0 - 56 - ‘1 .6/26/01  6/26/01
. Beryllivm . EPA 6010B 11F2642  0.50 ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Cadmium EPA 6010B 11F2642 0.50 22 1 6/26/01  6/26/0}
Chromjum’ " EPA60I0B TI1F2642 1.0 12 1 - 6/26/01  6/26/01
"Cebalt”™ " EPA 6010B™ 11F2642" 1:0" - 42 -t o ---6/26/01 - --6/26/01
Copper .EPA6010B 11F2642 1.0 10 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Lead .EPA 6010B [1F2642 2.0 55 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
. Mercury 'EPA7471A 11F2635 0.020 8.20 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Molybdenum . EPA6010B - I1F2642 . 2.0 ° ND I 6/26/01  6/26/01
Nickel . EPA 6010B -11F2642 1.0 55 .1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Selenium EPA 6010B 11F2642 2.0 3.3 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Silver - EPA 6010B 1I1F2642 1.0 ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Thallium EPA60I10B 1IF2642 10 ND 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Titanfum EPA 6010B 11F2642 2.0 440 1 6/26/01  6/26/01"
Vanadium EPA 6010B 1l1F2642 1.0 25 1 6/26/01  6/26/01
Zine ~ EPA6010B I1F2642 5.0 28 1 6126/01  6/26/01
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata

- Project Manager

The re:uILs pertam only to the mmple: tested in the Iabaralory This report sholl not be reproduced.
except in full. without wrirten permission from Del Mar Analytical. - o
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’" Del MarAnalyﬁCal .

. 2852 Aton Ave., bvine. CA 52608  (949) 261-1022 FAX (940) 261-1228

* 1034 E.Cokdby Dr., Suite A, Colton, CA 82324 (308} $70-4667 FAX.(806) 370-3046
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9484 Chesapeake Dr,, Sulte BOS, San Diego, CA 92123 [858) S05-8596 FAX {856) 505-8589
9830 South 5151 St, Suta'B-120. Phoonibx, AZ B5044 {480) 785-0043 FAX {460) 785-0861

except In full. withaut written pennission from Del Mar Analytical.

Environ-Irvine . " Project ID: Valley Alhambra .
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01
Trvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF095! . Received: 06/22/01
Attention: Bita Tabatabai " - ’
2RI -
YOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 503 0B/8260B)

. Repotting Spike Source © %REC - RPD Data
Analyte Result  Limit, Unjts Level Result- %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiers
Batch: 152825 Extracted: 06/28/01 ' : '
Blank Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-BLK1) -

Benzene ’ _ ND 20 ug/kg -
Bromobenzene ND". 50 ug/kg-
Bromochloromethane ND 5.0 -ug/kg
Bromodichloromethane "ND 2.0 " ughkg
Bromoform ND 5.0 ug/kg
Bromomethane "ND 50 'uglkg
'n-Butjlbcnzenc ND. 5.0 ug/kg
sec-Butylbenzene ND 507 ug/kg
tert-Butylbenzene "ND. 50 ugkg
Carbon tetrachloride . . "ND ~ 50 ug/kg
Chlorobenzene .ND - 20 ug/kg
_Chlorcethane ND 5.0 ug/kg
Chloroform ND 2.0 ug/kg
Chloromethanc ND 5.0 ug/kg
2-Chlorotoluene ND 5.0 ug/kg
4-Chlorotoluene ND 5.0 ug/kg
Dibromochloromethane ND 20 ug/kg
"1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane _ND 5.0 ug/kg
1,2-Dibromoethane (EDB) ND 20 gk

...Dibromomethane “ND 20 ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND - 20 ‘ug/kg
1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 20 ug/kg
1,4~Dic_hlorobgfx'zerie ND 20- “ug/kg
Dichlorodiﬂdoromethane ND ) 50 ug/kg
1,1-Dichloroethane ' ND 2.0 ug/kg
1,2-Dichloroethane. ND 26 ug/kg.

1, Y-Dichlorocthene ND- 50 ug/kg
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 2.0 ug/kg

" trans-1,2-Dichloroethene " ND ’ 20 ug/kg
1,2-Dichloropropane ‘ND 2.0 ug/kg
1,3-Dichloropropane ND - 2.0 ug/kg
2,2-Dichloropropane ND 2.0 “ug/kg
1,1-Dichloropropene. ND 20 ug/kg
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 2.0 ug/kg

-trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND .20 ug/kg.

Ethylbenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine

Patty Mata '

Project Manager ) oL ’ . Ty
’ The results pertain only 1o ihe samples tested in the laborotory. This repart shall not bé reprodiiced.
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. " Reporting Spike Source - %REC - RPD Data
Analyte . Result Limit"  Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit. Qualifiers
Batch: 1162825 Extracted: 06/28/01 : : : '
- Blank Analyzed: 06/28/01 (I11F2825-BLK1)
Hexachlorobutadiene ND - . 5.0 ug/kg
- Isopropylbenzene " ND 20 - ug/kg
p-lsopropyltoluene ND - .- 2.0 uglkg -
Methylene chloride ND - 20 “ughg
Naphthalene. “ND 5.0 ug/kg
n-Propylbenzene ND .. 20 ug/kg .
Styrene . . ND -2.0 ug/kg
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethanie ~ND 5.0 - ug/kg
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane -ND . 2.0 . ug/kg
Tetrachloroethene - ND - 20 - ug/kg . B
Toluene ND 2.0 .ughkg ’ . ’ : . .
1,2;3-Trichlorobenzene - ND 5.0 ug/kg C ’ . o t
1,2,4-Trichlorabenzene ND 5.0 ug/kg : o
. 1,1, 1-Trichloroethane ND 2.0 ug/kg - : _
1,1,2-Trichloroethane _ND 20 - wghke ) .
“Trichloroethene ND 2.0 ughkg , : ' - :
Trichloroflucromethane " ND 50 ug/kg !
-1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND 10 ug/kg
.. 12,4-Trimethylbenzene ND 20 uglkg -
" 1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene . ND. 20 _ug/ke
Vinyl chloride ND 5.0 ug/kg '
o-Xylene ND- 2.0 ug/kg
m,p-Xylenes . ND° 2.0 ug/kg . .
“Surrogite: Dibromofluorométhane 52.9. ughg 500 _ 106 . 85125 -
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 511 ughg  50.0 7 102 80-120-
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 51.5 ug/kg 50.0 - 103 80-120
LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-BS1). )
Benzent ’ 48.4 2.0 ugkg 500 . 96.8 -75-130
Bromobenzene -499 5.0 ughkg 500 ... 99.8 75130
Bromochloromethang 50.2 5.0 ughkg 500 100 70-140
Bromodichioromiethane 54.1 2.0 uglg - 500 © 108 75135
_ Bromoform 52.8 50 ughkg 500 - 106 55-130
Bromomethane 44.8 5.0 ugkg 500 ’ 89.6  65-140 °
n-Butylbenzene 50.0 5.0 ugkg 500 100  75-130
) sec-Butylbenzene . 49.6 5.0 ughkg . 500 992  B80-135
- tert-Butylbenzene 47.0 5.0 ughkg 500 T 940  75-130
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Batty Mata
Project Manager : .- :
A The results pertain only to the samples tested In the laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced.
except In full. without wrltten permission, :ﬁ'om Del Mar Analytical. IKF0951 <Puage 21 of 33>
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Environ-Irvine ) Project ID: -Valley Alhambra . ol

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor - 04-9065A . Sampled: 06/22/01

Iivine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 . Received: 06/22/01
_# Attention:_Bita Tabatabai’ - -

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5:030B'/8260B)




2852 Alton Ave., Irvine, GA 52508 {949) 251-1022 FAX (546) 261-1228
1014 E. Coidby Dr_, Suke A, Collon, CA 52324  {808) 370-4887 FAX (S09) 370-1048
72/7}!39\'91!?:!5!.50% B-12, Van Nuys, CA 91406  (818) 779-1844 FAX (818) 779-1843
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‘Environ-Irvine

Irvine, CA 92614

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor

" Projegt ID: Valley Alhambra
o 04-9063A.
Report Number: IKF0951 :

Sampled: 06/22/01
Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane

Del Mar Aﬁal_ytica], Irvine

Patty Mata
Project Manager

The results perlmn only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This report shatl not be reproduced .

VOLATH_:E ORGANICS by GC/MS. (EPA 50303/ 8260]3) .
Spike Source - %REC - - RPD . Data

. - Reportmg

Analyte Result. = Limit Units  Level Résult %REC Limits RPD le:t Qualifiers
at : tract 0 :

LCS Analyzed: 06/28/01 (umzs BS1) 3 f
Carbon tetrachloride 498 50 ugkg - 50.0 : -99.6  70-160
Chlorobenzene 518 20 ug/kg - - 50.0 104 75-130

- Chloroethane 485 - 5.0 “ugkg  50.0 97.0  65-135
Chloroform 502 20 ughkg ~ 0.0 100 - 75-130
Chloromethane 48 50 ughkg  50.0 " 89.6  45-130
2-Chlorotoluene 484" 50 ugkg 500 (968 75-130
4-Chlorotoluene 49.5, 5.0 ugkg 500 99.0° 80-130

. Dibromochloromethane 519 - 20 ughkg . 50.0 104  70-140
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 480 50  ugkg ~ 50.0 96.0 © 50-145
12-Dibromoethane (EDB) 555 ° 20 - .ugkg .. 500 . 111 60-145 ~
Dibromomethane 516 -20 ugkg 0.0 - 103 65-135
],Z—Dichlorobenzene 46.7 20 © uglkg 500 934  75-130
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 474 20 ugkg  S0.0 . 948  75-130
1,4-Dichlorobenzene " 462 20 ugkg 500 924 ° 80-125

.. Dichlorodifluoromethane 45.6 5.0 ug/kg 500 . 91.2  10-140
1,1-Dichloroethane 505 20 ughkg 500 - 101 75-135
1,2-Dichloroethane 492 2.0 “ugkg 500, 98.4  65-140
1,1-Dichlcroethene 50.7 5.0 ugkg -50.0 - 101  70-145
cis-1,2-Dichlorocthene 480 20 ughkg 500 - 960  70-130
. trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 504 20 ug/kg 50.0 101 75-140
1,2-Dichloropropane 50.6 - T200 ug/Kkg " 50000 T o0 .75-130
1,3-Dichloropropane 55.9 - 20 ug/kg 500 - 112 65-140
2,2-Dichloropropané 442 20 - ugkg  50.0 884  75-150

_ 1,1-Dichloropropene " - 472 20 “ugkg 500 - 944 75-140

" ¢is-1,3-Dichloropropene 528 - 20 uw/kg 500 - 106 65135
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 53.6 20 ugkg. 500 - 107 65-140
Ethylbenzene - - 507 20 ugkg 500 .. - 101  75-135
Hexachlorobutadiene 47.5 5.0 wkg 500 95.0 . 75-150
“Isopropylbenzene 491 " 20 ugkg 500 982  80-135
p-Isopropyltoluene 456 20 ughkg 500 912  75-130
Methylene chloride 500 - . 20 ugkg  50.0 . 100 - 70-125
Naphthalene - 450 - 50 . ughkg 500 900  50-145 -
n-Propylbenzene 51.0 T20 ugkg 500 102 80-135
Styrene 56 20 ughkg 500 105 75-140
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 52.7 . 50 ug/kg 50.0 - 105 © 75-135

551 20 ugkg  -50.0 1 70-135

except in fill. without wrmen permission fiom Det Mar Analytical. IKF0951 <Page 22 0 f 3 3>




JlIrvine, CA 92614 . ReportNum!;er IKF095

2052 Ao Ave., Lrvina, CAB2808  {B45) 261-1022 FAX {49) 281-1228
. * 1014 E.Cokby D SukwA_Colton, CA 52324  (309) 370-4667 FAX (309) 370-1046
7277 Hayvenhurst, Sule B12, Van Nuys, CA 91406 (B16) 7791844 FAX (818) 779-1843

' Del Mar/\nalyﬂ(lal " . $404 Chesapoakn Dr.,Suita BOS, San Dlego, CA 32123 . (658} 505-6595 FAX (BSB) 5055589
. ! _ . BB30 Soulh 515! SL. Sulte B-120, Phoanix, AZ 85044 (450) 785-0043 FAX (480} 785-0851

Project ID: Valley Alhambra . L :
04-9065A4 Sampled 06/22/01

Received: 06/22/01

Environ:Irvine
2010 Main Street, 9th.Floor

 Attention; Bita Tabatabai

' '_‘”‘i?ﬁ‘l»?z“&% ST
- CANKIQCDAT

VOLAT[LE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

: 'Reportmg . Spike Source . %REC - RPD Data
Analyte : Resolt - Limit Units Level Resuit %REC Limits RPD Limit Qualifiefs
Batch: 11F2825 Ext[actgd. 06/28/01 ' o '
LCS Analyzed "06/28/01 (Ilmszs-Bsn . X : ) )

Tetrachloroethene 53.5 .20 ugkg  50.0 107 75-130
- Toluene- 47.2 20 . ugkg  50.0 - 94.4  75-130 -.
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene . ’ 456 . 5.0 ughkg . 500 . ° - 912 50-140
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene - : 480 . 50 ‘wgkg 500 96.0 70-130
1.1, i-Trichioroethane . 483 20 - ughkg 500 - 966  75-140
'1,1,2-Trichloroethane 52.0 .20 ughg 500 - 104 . 65-130
Trichloroethene = 473 .20 ughkg 500 © 946  75-130
Trichlorofluoromethane . 55.7 50 ugkg 50.0 . 111 55-145
-1,2,3-Trichloropropane T 532 10 ughkg 500 106 60-140
1,2;4-Trimethylbenzene ; - 50.5 - 20, . .ugkg- 500 . 101 ~ 80-130
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene E 50.7 20- Cughkg SO0, ' 101 80-135 .
Vinyl chloride .44.3 50 ughkg 500 ' 83.6  45-140
o-Xylene 498 2.0 ughkg  S0.0 996  75-130
" m,p-Xylencs 100 2.0 ugkg 100 100 75-135
Surrogate: Dibromafluoromethane 53.3 : ughg =~ 50.0 107 85-125
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 A _ g ughg  50.0 102 80-120
Surrogate: 4Bramaﬂuarabenzene 521 o " ughg 500 . 104" 80-120
Matrix prke Analyzed 06/28/01- (11F2825-MS]) N Source: IKF0951-01
" Benzene 46.5 20 ughkg - 50.0 ND 93.0 45-140
Bromodichloromethane - 526 2.0 ughg-~  50.0- - ND. .105.. .75-140
Bromoform 56.4 5.0 _ughkg SO0 ND 113 55-150
Chlorobenzene 49.5 2.0 . ughkg 500 ND . 990 75-135
Chloroform 49.2 20 ° ugkg 500 .ND 984 75-140
Dibromochloromethane 52.5° 2.0 . ughkg 5000 ND 105 - 70-140
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 438 120 . uglkg 50.0 ND' - 876 80-145
1,1-Dichlorocthane 498 20 - ugkg 500 ND 996 -70-150
1,2-Dichloroethane 50.2 20 ug/kg 50.0 ND 100 65-145
1,1-Dichioroethene 498 5.0 ughkg SO0 ND  99.6 70-165

Ethylbenzene 48.3 . 20 " ugkg 500 ND. 966 55-140 -
Napbthalene s02 - 50 ugkg 5000 ND 100, 65-175
Tetrachloroethene 50.0 20 ughkg - 500 NDr 100 75-200
Toluene 454 20 ughkg 50.0 . ND 908 . 50-140
Trichloroethene 452 2.0 _ughkg 50.0 ND 904  75-145
Vinyl chioride 45 . 50 ugkg 500 ND 830 45160
o-Xylene 415 20 ugkg 500 ND 950 75-150
" m,p-Xylenes " 953 2.0 ughkg 100 ND ~ - 953 55160
Del Mar Analyncal Irvme

Patty-Mata

Project Manager

: : - The results perlaln only to llze.mmple.r tested in the laboratory. This report shail ol be reproduced.

except in full. without written permission from Del Mar Analyticdl. JIKF095]1 <Paee 23 of 33>




2852 Alion Ave.. Irvine, CA 52608
. 1014 E. Eoldby Dr., Sulle A, Colton, CA 52324
7277 Hayvenhurst, Sulte B-12, Van Nuys, CA 91408

-DelMarAnalytical - -meissass

(949) 267-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228
{908) S70-4587 FAX (909) 370-1048
{818) 779-1844 FAX (81B) 778-1B43

*{858) 505-8596 FAX {858) 505-9589

(480) 785-0043 FAX (480) 785-085%

" Project ID: Valley Alhambra

Environ-Trvinie . ‘ ] o
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A . : Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 . - Received: 06/22/01

Attention: Bita Tabatabai

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
) ) S ﬁepoﬂing Spike Source - - %REC
Analyte : : Result.  Limit,  Units "Level Result. %REC Limits RPD

Batch: [1F2825 Extracted: 06/28/01

Matrix Spike Anslyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-MS1). - ' . Source: IKF0951-01

Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene

Del Mar Aﬁalyﬁcal, Im:ne
Patty Mata

Project Manager )
o . ed.

The results permin'only to the samples tested In the loborotory. This report sholl not be reproduc

.RPD"  Data

" Limit  Qualifiers

Surrogate: Dibromoflubromethane - 544 uglkg . 50.0 : 109 85-125

Surrogote: Toluene-d8- 514 ' ughg — 50.0 103 80-120

. ‘Surrogote: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 524 ) uglkg 50.0 105 80-120

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/28/01 (11F2825-MSD1) ) Source: IKF0951-01

Benzenc . ’ . -46.2 -1 20 ug/kg 50.0° ND 924 45-140 0.647 . 20
Bromodichloromethane .. 519 . 20 - ugkg 500 .ND - 104: 75140 134 20
Bromoform ~ 54.3- 5.0 ‘ug/kg - 500  ND 109 . 55-150. 3.79 30
_ Chlorobenzene 49.3 20 .- ugkg 5000 ND 98.6 75135 0405 20

* Chioroform . 480 . . 20 . ugkg 500 ND 960 75140 247 20 .
Dibromochloromethane - 51.8 20 - ugkg 500 ND 104 - 70-140 134 25
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 449 - 720  uglkg 500. .ND  89.8 80-145 248 25
1,1-Dichloroethane B 485 . 20 ugkg 500 ND 970 70-150 2.64 .20
1,2-Dichloroethane . 49.0 2.0 _ugkg 500 ND 980 65145 242 25
1,1-Dichloroethene 49.0 .50 ug/kg 50.0 ND 98.0 70-165 1.62 20

* Ethylbenzene . 482 . 20 ugkg 500 ND 964 -55-140 0207 20
Naphthalenc " 484 5.0 _ugkg 500 ND 968 -65-175 ~ 365 40
Tetrachloroethene 50.6 .20 ug/kg 500 - 'ND 101 75200 1.19 25
Toluene ' 447 2.0° ugkg 500 ND 894 50-140 1.55 20 -
Trichlosoethene 453 2.0 ugkg 500 ND 906 75145 0221 20

- Vinylichloride. - 413 . .S0. . _ugkg.. 500 _ ND 826 45160 0483 30 .
o-Xylene 415 2.0 ugkg 500 ND 950 °75-150 0.00 - 20
m,p-Xylenes . 956 20. - ugkg - 100 ~ND 956 55160 0314 20
Surrogote: Dibromofluoromethone 54.0 ' ughg 500 . - 108 85-125 - :
Surrogate: Tohene-d8 : 511 ughg 500 T 102 80-120

: 521 wghg ~ 50.0 104~ 80-120

except in full. without wrltten permission from Del Mar Anolytical. " IKF0951- <Pa 2'2 24 of 33>




. 2852 ARon Ave., vine, CA 2608 (D49) 261-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228
1014 E. Coldby Dr., Sulie A. Cofton, CA 52324  (909) 370-4667 FAX (309) 370-1046

7217 Suite B-12, Van Nuys, CA 81408  (B18) 7781844 FAX (81€) 778-1843

£ - %5 - - 1 - ) - J\ ’ Hlyvﬁllhuisl.
) Del MarAnaI - Cal .7 gAB4 Chesepeake Dr,, Sulto BOS, Sen Dlago, CA 52123  (B56) 505-8595 FAX {858) 505-9589
4 {
B\ . ] o 9530 South 515t St, Sulte B-1 20, Phoontx, AZ 85044 {450} 785-0043 FAX {480) 785-0851

) i’mjectID: Valley Alhambra

aniron-lrvin_e . .
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor  04-9065A. Sampled: 06/22/01
Trvine, CA52614 ° ; Report Number: IKF0951 . ". Received: 06/22/0} !
} _# Attention: Bita Tabatabai - - ; T :
i bt i e o o G U
..'_@‘-'t—_sr.-‘.%gé'.—;-" {E‘*fi@&,gﬁ?éw*’
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
_ : Reporting Spike Source . %REC - RPD Data
. Analyte Result Limit  Units  Level Result. %REC Limits ' RPD Limit  Qualifiers
tch: [1F2 act T S : : ' '
Blank Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11¥2908-BLK1) o
Benzene ) : ND - 20 ug/kg -
‘Bromobenzenc " ND- 50 ug/kg .- --
. "Bromochloromethane ND 50 ug/kg
Bromodichloromethane "ND 20 " ugkg
Bromoform - ND 5.0- ug/kg
Bromomethane "ND 5.0 ughkg !
n-Butylbenzene ND ‘5.0 vg/kg !
sec-Butylbenzene ND 50 ug/kg - i
tert-Butylbenzene. ~ . ND 500 . - ugkg
Carbon tetrachloride ND- 50 7. . ughke
f Chlorobenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg . x
Chloroethane ND 50 - ugkg i
Chloroform _ . ND” 20 ug/kg
Chloromethane ".ND 5.0 " uglke
. 2-Chlorotoluene ND .50 ug/kg
4-Chlorotolucrie ND 50 ug/ks
Dibromothloromethanc ND 20 . ughkg i
'} 2-Dibroino-3-chloropropane ND. 5.0 ug/kg
1,2-Dibromoethanc (EDB) ND- . 2.0 ug/kg
Dibromemethane ND 20. ug/kg -
1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND - 2.0 kg
1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 20 ug/kg
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 20. . ‘ughkg
Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 50  ughg
} 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 20 ue/kg
1,2-Dichloroethane, ND 20 ug/kg
1,1-Dichloroethens ND.- 50 ug/kg
; cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 20 ug/kg
" trans-1,2-Dichloroethene _ND T 20 ug/kg
} 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 20 ~ ughkg
‘ 1,3-Dichloropropene ND - 20 vg/kg
2,2-Dichloropropane ND 20 up/kg -
1,1-Dichloropropene ND 2.0 ug/kg
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 20 ug/kg,
trans-1,3-Dichloropropenc ND 2.0 ughkg
| ND 20 ug/kg’

Ethylbenzenc

Del Mar Ai_lalytical, Irvine
Patty Mata 2
Project Manager

The results pertal only to the s

ples iesied In the laboraiory. This report shall not be reproduced.
except in full, withous written permission from Del Mar Analytical.
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- 2652 Ahon Ave, kvine, CA 52605  (949) 263-1022 FAX (949} 2511228
1014 E. Cokiby Dr., Suba A, Colton, CA §2324  (B08) 370-4667 FAX (808) 370-1046

A= N I MarAnal iCal ' 7277 Hayveohurst, Sults B-32, Van Nuya, CA 91408  (816) 7791844 FAX (818) 7731843
: 3 e : 5454 Chasapeske Dr., Sulto 805, San Diego, CA32123  (858) 505-8596 FAX (858) 5055589
N+ . : " o830 Sovth 511 SL, Sule B-120. Phosnix, AZ BS044 _{460) 785-0043 FAX {480) 785-0851

Project ID: Valley Alhambra

Environ-Irvine . )
“'% 2010 Main Street, 9th Floor . 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01
-4 Irvine, CA 92614 o Report Number: 1KF0951 Reéeived: 06/22/01

- ¥ Attention: Bita Tabatabai-

e
METHOD ]

e e g
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
. ) -Reporting . Spike  Source " . %REC - RPD Data
Analyte Result Limit Unlts  Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit  Qualifiers
Batch: 1172908 Extracted; 06/29/01 '
Blank Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BLK1) . o
Hexachlorobutadiene ND . 5.0 ug/kg
. Isopropylbenzene ) - - ND 20 ug/kg
p-Isopropyltoluene - ) ND © 20 ugkg
* Methylene chloride. - ND . 20 “ug/kg
Naphthalene . I ND 50 - -ugkg
n-Propylbenzene ND 2.0 ug/kg
Styrene: . ND 2.0 ug/kg ’
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethan ND 50 = ughkg
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane .ND " 20 ug/kg
Tetrachloroethene - ND -~ 220 . .ughkg
" Toluene ’ -‘ND 2.0. ug/kg
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene . ND 5.0 ug/kg
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND 5.0 ug/kg .
. l,l,l-Triphloroethané ND 2.0 ug/kg
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 20 - ug/kg
Trichloroethene ND 20 ug/kg
Trichlorofluoromethane " ND 5.0 ug/kg
.1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND . 10 - ughkg
~ 1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ) ND " 2.0 ug/kg
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene . ND . 20 ug/kg
* Vinyl chloride : " ND 50 ‘ugkg
~ o-Xylenc ND- . 20 ug/kg
m,p-Xylenes ND 20  ughkg .
Surrogate: Dibromofluoromethane 458 ughg 500 . 916 85-125
* Surrogate: Toluene-d8 . 495 : " ughg 500 .- 990 80-120
Surrogate: -Bromofluorobenzene - 46.0. . ughkg 500 . 920 80-120
LCS Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BS1) .
Benzene' . 54.7 2.0 - . ugkg 500 ° 109 -75-130
* Bromobenzene 53.1 5.0 ughkg  50.0 . 106 75-130 -
Bromochloromethane 504 5.0 ughkg . 50.0 101 70-140
Bromodichloromethane - 512 .20 ugkg 500 <102 75-135
“Bromoform ' ' 495 5.0 ughkg 500 . 99.0  55-130
Bromomethane 56.0 - 5.0 ugkg 500 N2 65-140
n-Butylbenzene 50.6 5.0 ugkg 500 101~ 75-130
sec-Butylbenzene 522 5.0 " ugkg 500 . 104 80-135
tert-Butylbenzene 50.9 5.0 ugkg 500 Co- 102 75-130
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager : - o
_The results pertain.only to the samples tested in the laboratory. This repori shall not be reproduced,

except in full, without wrliten permission from Del Mar Analytical. . " IKF0951 <Page 26 of 33>




N

2852 Ao Ava., irvine. CA 52606 . {549) 261-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228
1014 E. Coldvy Dr.. Suite A, Collon, CA 52324 {308} 3704587 FAX {506) 370-1046
7277 Hayvenhurst. Sull B-92 Van Nuys. CA B1408  (B15) 775-1844 FAX (61£)779-1833

> Del MarAnalytical - .piss s aos S,
- i R i ) . . 9&3050\3&515!_5L.'$1!mB-!ZU:Pbocnix.-AZBEM4 (480)785—0043FAX(48.0)7850851 .

Project ID: Valley Alhambra

Environ-Irvine - .
2010 Main Street, Sth Floor , 04-9065A ‘Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA.92614 Report Number: IKF0951 . Received: 06/22/01
Attention: Bita Tabatabai - :
S
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

_ . . Reporting Spike Source . - %REC - RPD Data
Analyte . Result Limit Units  Level Result. %REC Limits RPD Limit  Qualifiers
Batch: I1F acted: 06/29 ' ’ ' ' ' : '
"LCS Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11F2908-BS1) ) . ]

- Carbon tetrachloride - : 59.6 50° ‘ughkg . 500 . 119 70-160
. Chlorobenzene . 54.2 2.0 - ugkg. - 500 . .-108 75-130
Chloroethane . 49.9 .50 ughkg 500 998  65-135
"Chloroform: "50.8 2.0 " ughkg 500 : 102 - 75-130
Chloromethane 438 50 ughkg - 500 ° T 816 45-130
2-Chlorotoluene 50.0 5.0 - ‘ugkg 500 100, 75-130 -
4-Chlorotoluene - 507 - 50  -ugkg 500 1010 80-130
Dibromochloromethane 51.2 .20 ughkg . 500 . . 102 70-140

_ 1,2-Dibrémo-3-chloropropane 36.0 50 . oughkg 500 . 72.00  50-145
1,2-Dibromocthanc (EDB) 467, ° 207 .  ughkg 500 T 934 60-145
Dibromomethene 50.1 . 2.0  ugkg 500 . 100 65-135
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 49.9 2.0 - ugkg 500 -7 - 99.8  75-130
"1,3-Dichlorobenzene . - : 516 .2.0 whkg 500 - - 103 75-130
* 1,4-Dichlorobenzene " 536 20 ugkg 500 " 107 - 80125

_ Dichlorodifluoromethane 51.0 50 - ughkg - 500 102 10-140

- 1,1-Dichlorocthane 46.8 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 93.6 ~75-135
* 1,2-Dichloroethane 442 20 - ugkg - 500 . 884 65140
“1,1-Dichlorocthene ' 51.7 5.0 ugkkg - 50.0 103~ 70-145
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ‘479 2.0 ug/kg 500 , 95.8  70-130
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 52.4 20 ‘ughkg 500 105 75-140
1,2-Dichloropropane . 460 20 uwghkg 500 920 75130
1,3-Dichloropropane 494 20 ug/kg 500 . 98.8  65-140
2,2-Dichloroproparie 51.1 20. ‘ughkg 500 102 75-150
1,1-Dichloropropene 1 B 20  ugkg -500 102 75-140
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene . 52.5 20 . ugkg 500 . 105 65-135.
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene - 509 20 ughkg 500 - 102 65-140
Ethylbenzene: ' . 56.2 20 ugkg 500 113 7 75-135
Hexachlorobutadiene 430 50 ugkg 500 86.0  75-150
" Isopropylbenzene 504 20 ughkg 500 “10t  80-135
p-Isopropyltoluene 503 2.0 ughkg 500 101-  75-130
Methylene chloride 45.9 20 ugkg 500 91.8 . 70-125
" Naphthalene 347 - 50 ‘ughkg 500 694  50-145 .
n-Propylbenzene 52.6 20 ugkg 50.0 105 - 80-135
Styrene 56.5 2.0 ugkg 500 ' 113 75-140
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane T 585 50 " ugkg 500 - 117 - 75-135
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 44.6 20 . ughkg  50.0 892  70-135
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata )

Project Manager o o - o
’ - Th resulls pertain.only to the somples tested in the laboratory. This report sholi not be reproduced. ™ -
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Envirori-Irvine Project ID; Valley Aliambra
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01 .
Irvine, CA 92614 : Report Number: IKF0951 Received: 06/22/01
Attention: Bita Tabatabai )
X mu ~%
VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC[MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)
; ’ . - Reporting - Spike Source . YREC - RPD Data
Analyte . " Result’ Limit-  Units  Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit  Qualifiers
Batch: IIF‘2908 Extracted 06/29[(11_ '
LCS Analyzed 06/29/01 (IlFZ908-BS]) . o . ] -
- Tetrachiorocthene 583 20 ugkg 500 119 75-130
. Toluene- - 54.6 2.0 uwghkg 500 - 109 75-130. .
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene ) ) 413 5.0 ugkg - 500 . 826 50140
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 458 . 5.0 ‘ughkg - 500 91.6 70-130
1,{,1-Trichloroethane . 534 20 - ughkg 500 - 107 75-140
“1,1,2-Trichlorogthane 462 20 ughkg 500 924 . 65-130
Trichloroethene 50.6 .20 ughkg  50.0 -~ 101 75-130
Trichlorofluoromethane 50.3 50 ~  ughkg 500 . 101 55-145
1,2,3-Trichloropropane . .384 10 Cughg o500 768 60-140
.1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene L5000 . - 20 . . .ughkg 500 . 100  80-130
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - 517 20. ug/kg 50.0 ’ 103 80-135,
Vinyl chloride » .56.4 50 ughg 500 113 45140 .
‘o-Xylenc S 565 2.0 ughkg  50.0 ‘113 75-130
m,p-Xylenes 118 20 - ugkg 100 "118  .75-135
Surrogale D:bromoﬂuorome!hane 47.0 . ughg 50.0 . 94.0  85-125
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 49.9 - ughg 500 99.8 §80-120 .
Surrogate: 4-Bromoflitorobenzene 49.2 ughg . 300 98.4°. '80-120
‘Matrix Spike Analyzed 06/29/01. (11 F2908-MS Iy Source: IKF0787-07
- Benzene 55.9 20 ughkg  50.0 ND 112 45-140
- Bromodichloromethane 517 .20 . ugkg 500  ND 103" 75-140
Bromoform - 51.1 50 ugkg 500 ND . 102 55-150
" Chlogobenzene . 529 T 20 ~ ughkg 500 ND 106  75-135
Chloroform’ - 51.7 20 ugkg 50.0 ND 103 75-140
Dibromochloromethane 51T 20 . ughkg 500 ND 102 - 70-140
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 53.5 .20 . ugkg 500 ND 107 - 80-145
1,1-Dichloroethane 49.7 20 uglkg 50.0 ° ND 994  70-150
1,2-Dichloroethane 456 20 ugkg S00 ND 912 65-145
“1,1-Dichloroethene 52.2 5.0 . uglksg 50.0 ND 104  70-165
Ethylbenzene 55.3 20 " ugkg 500 ND. 111 55-140 -
Naphthalene 389 5.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND 77.8 65-175
Tetrachlorocthenc 51.7 20 ughkg . 500 ND - 115 75200,
Toluene 55:8 120 ugkg 500 . ND 112 50-140
Trichloroethene 53.4 20 wghkg 500 ND 107 75-145
Vinyl chioride 58.9 50  ugkg 500 ND 118 45-160
o-Xylene 55.8 2.0 ug/kg 50.0 ND. 112 75-150
m,p-Xylenes 115 2.0 ughkg 100 ND " - 115 55-160
Del Mar Analytical, Irvme
Patty Mata ]
Project Marnager
. The rz.ml!: pertain only to the .rnmplz.r tested In thé Iabom:or) This report shall not be reproduced.

5 Del Mar Analytica
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B Del MarAnalytiCal -_

. 2B52-Alton Ave., Invine, CA 92608°

1014 E. Coldby Dr., Sulle A, Cotion, CA 52324

7277 Hajvenhurst, Sulte B-12, Van Nuys, CA 91406
5484 Dx., Sulta BOS, San Diego, CA 52123
8830 South 5131 SL, Suite B-120, Phosnix. AZ 85044

{948) 251-1022 FAX (945) 2611228
{908) 370-4567 FAX (809) 370-1046
[818) 775-1844 FAX {B18) 778-1843
{BSB) 5058596 FAX {858) 5059589
{480) 785-0043 FAX (430) 785-0851

Environ-Irvine )
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

- & Attention:_Bita Tabatabai

" Project ID: Valley Alhambra
~ 04-9065A
Report Number: IKF0951

T Zrem i

T DD RS
‘ﬁi fﬁ%&&‘%xﬁ w)-uz"—:}%i\!{?i’i‘:} :
THOD BLANK/QCDATA
4 IR LR e DT S e 2

g A 8L
DRSNS

Sampled: |06/22/01

- R‘ecei:vled: 06_/22/01-

VOLATILE ORGANICS by GC/MS (EPA 5030B/8260B)

except in full. without written permission from Del Mar Analytical.

) : Reporting Spike . Source - %REC
Analyte Result Limit Units Level Result.%REC Limits ‘RPD
ed; ’ ’
. Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/25/01 (11F2908-MS1) - Source: IKF0787-07
Strrogate: Dibromofluoromethane 46.8 uglg - 3500 . 936 85125
Surrogate: Toluene-d8- 498 ughg.. - 50.0 .99.6 80-120
- Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 48.0 uglkg 50.0 96.0 80-120 .
Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/29/01 (11¥2908-MSD1) . *Source: IKF0787-07
Benzene ’ 553 . - 0 ug/kg 500 . ND 111 45-140 1.08
Bromodichloromethane 517 2.0 ugkg 500 ND - 103. 75-140 0.00
Bromoform 501 - - 5.0 ughkg - 500 ND 100 55-150 1.98
" Chlorobenzene 52.7 "2.0 ug’kg  500. ND 105 75-135 .0.379
* Chloroform 523 20 . - ughkg 500 ND 105~ 75-140 115
Dibromochloromethane - 50.3 2.0 © ug/kg 500 = ND 101 70-140- 1.58
" 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 52.7 2.0 _ ug/kg 500. .ND 105  80-145 1.51 -
1,1-Dichloroethane 50.1 . 2.0 ug/kg 500 ~ ND 100 70-150 0.802
1,2-Dichloroethane T 443 20 ug/kg 500. ND 88.6 _65-145 2.89
1,!-Dichloroethene 537 50 uglkg ~ 500  ND 107 70-165 283
* Ethylbenzene 55.0 ‘2.0 ugfkg  50.0 ND 110 55-140° 0.544
Nephthalene 36.6 5.0 Lughkg 500 ND 732 65175 6.09
_ Tetrachloroethenc 575 20 ug/kg 50.0 ND 115. 75-200 0347
" Toluene 554- 2.0 ug/kg. '50.0 ND 111 50-140 0719
Trichloroethene 556 20 ug/kg 50.0 ND 311 75-145 0 4.04
“Vinyl¢hloride ™ e 603 5.0 - -ugfkg---50.0- - ND- - -121- - .45-160.. 235
o-Xylene’ 555 2.0 ug/lkg . 500 . ND 111 75-150 0.539°
m,p-Xylenes 113 © 20 ugkg 100 . "ND 113 55-160 175
Surrogate: Dibromofiuoromethane. 46.6 ’ Cughg 500 . 93.2 85-125 s
Surrogate: Toluene-d8 49.5 ugkg 500 . 99.0 80-120
Surrogate: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 484 uglkg 500 96.8 80-120
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
Project Manager . . ) ) .
' ’ The results periain only lo the sanples tested In the laboratory. This report shaltnot be reproduced.

.'_-].?PD" . Data
Limit  Qualifiers
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: - 2852 Allon Ava,. vine, CA 62608 (949) 2811022 FAX {BAG) 281-1228
qu.ColdbyD:.smuaA,conochwm4 (009) J7D-4567 FAX (B0S) 370-1048

"p484 Chosapaaks Dr, Suite 80S. San Disgo, CA'82123  (B58) S05-8536 FAX (858) 505-9589
9830 South 5181 SL_Sulte B-120, Phoanix, AZ 8504¢ (480) 785-0043 FAX {480} 785-0851

Del Mar/\nalyncal

- 7277 Hayvenhursy, Suite B-12, Van Nuys, CAB1408  (81B] 770-1844 FAX (818) 778-1843 . -

Pro_;ect ID:. Valley Alhambra

Envxron—Irvme . : -
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 - : Received: 06/22/01

-Attention:-Bita-Tabatabai

) " METALS .
. . - Reporting . Spike Source %REC -  RPD Data
Analyte - Result’ Limit Units  Level Resuit %REC Limits RPD .Limit Qualifiers
ateh; tract ' ' .
BlankAnslyzed 06/26/01 (I]F2635-BLK1) . L
© Mercury . . . 0.020 “mg/kg
" LCS Analyzed: 06/26/01 (IIF2635-BSI) ) . -
Mercury 0.837 - 0.020 - mg/kg- " 0.800° 105 '85-1_20
Matrix Splke Analyzed 06/26/01 (IlF2635-M51) - - Source: IKF0933-09,
" Mercury . .. 0%85 0020 mgkg 0.800 © 0.044 118. 65135
Matrix Spnke Dup Analyzed 06/26/01 (11F2635-MSD1) Source; IKF0933-09 = -
Mereury - 0880 0020 . mgkg 0800 . 0044 104 65135 113 20
tracted:. _- / 7 o . ’ o
Blank Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2642-BLK1)
- Antimony . ND ) me/kg
_Arsénic - - ND 2.0 mp/kg
Barium - ND 10 : mg/kg
- Berylljum ND 0.50- mg/kg
Cadmium " ND 0.50 me/kg
. Chromium ND .10 - mghg
Cobalt ND’ CLO -mg/kg
‘Copper ND . 1.0 .mglkg. .
Lesd . ND 20 mekg
Molybdenum ND. " 200 . - mglkg
Nickel ND- 10 mg/kg
" Seleniium " ND 20 - mg/kg
Silver " ND. 10- mglkg
Thallium_ - "ND 10 - mg/kg
Titanium ND 20 mg/kg
Vanadium ND 1.0 mg/kg -
Zinic ND 50 . mgkg
Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata
. Project Manager :
' The results perlaln only to the mmples tested in the Iaboralory This report sholl not be reproducea'

except in fill. without written permission from Del Mar Analyitcal. IRKF0951 -<Pave 30 o f 33>




2852 Alion Ave., Indne, CA 92608 {940) 261-1022 FAX {949) 261-1228

7277 Heyverbuxst, Suble B-12, Van Nuys, CA 81406  {B18) 770-1844 FAX ({818) 770-1843
9484 Chosapeake De, Sule BOS, Sen Diego, CA92123 (858} 505-8595 FAX (858) 5059589

1014 E.Coloby Dr., Sulte A, Colton, CA 92324 {D09) 370-4667 FAX {906) 320-1046 -

_ Zinc

¢ _- Del _l_\/lérAnalyﬁCal g

5830 South 515t St Stfte B-120. Phoenbt, AZ 85044 {480} 785-0043 FAX {480) 7850851

Environ-Trvine " Project ID: Valléy Albambra

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor

04-9065A. : : © .. 'Sampled: 06/22/01
: Received: 0_6/22/01

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine

Patty Mata

Project Manager ) . . .
in only to the samples tested In the loboratary. This report sholl not be reproduced,

The results perto
except in full, without writtei permlssion from Del Mar 4 nalytical.

Trvine, CA-92614 Report Number: IKF0951 .
§ Attention: Bita Tabatabai ’ : .
. i
. 3
" METALS
.. " Reporting’ ‘Spike Source - %REC -RPD _ Data.
Analyte Result  Limit, Units _ " Level Result %REC Limits- RPD  Limit Qualifiers
tch: 11F2 tracted; ; ’ )
LCS Analyzed: 06/26/01 (11F2642-BS1) S ' - .
Antimony ~ : B 47.0 10 mgkg. 500 : .940 80-120
Arsenic - 453 . 20 " mgkg. 500 . 906 80-120
" Barium 452 10 mghkg  50.0 904  80-120
Beryllium "456 0.50 " mgkg = 500 ) 91.2-. 80-120
Cadmium 456 0:50 mgkg  50.0 . 912 80-120
Chromium 448 1.0 mgkg  50.0 - 89.6  80-120 -
"Cobalt 443 - 10 -mgkg 500 886  80-120
Copper 45.5 .10 mgkg 500 91.0 80-120 -
Léad 464 20 - mgkg 500 T 928 80-120
Molybdenum 449" 2.0  mgkg - 500 89.8  80-120
- Nickel 438 . 10 mgkg 500 - - 876 80120
__Seleniim 44.6 220 * mgkg 500 89.2  80-120
Silver _ 2301 1.0 . mgkg 250 924  80-120
Thallium 431 10  mgkg. °50.0 86.2 © 80-120
Titanium 46.8 .20 -mgkg  50.0 936 80-120
© Venadium 459 10 mgkg  50.0 91.8  80-120
Zinc. . _ 47.2 50 " mgkg 500 944  80-120
Matrix Spike Analyzed: 06/26/0T {11F2642-MS1) . Source: IKF0956-01
Antimony 22.1 10- mghkg 500 ND 442 75-125 M2
Arsenic 45.0 20 mgkg. 500 ND . . 872 75125 :
Beriufn ° M1 1.0 mgkg. 50.0 60 102 75-125
Beryllium 444 0.50 mgkg 500 ND 888 75125
Cadmium 442 050 mgkg  50.0 15 854 75125
" Chromium T 638 10 mgkg 500 16~ 956 75-125
Cobalt <488 1.0 mgkg 500 65  B46 75125°
Copper 62.9 10 -  mgkg 500 167 938 . 75-125-
Lead - 504 - 20 mgkg 500 61 886  75-125
. Molybdeaum 41.0 2.0 mgkg 500 ND 815" 75125
Nickel. " 56.6 1.0 mgkg SO0 14 852 75125
Selenium 437 - 20 - mgkg 500 ND 838 75125
Silver 224 .10 migkg 250 - ND 896 75125
Thallium 452. . 10 mgkg 500 ND 830 75125~
" Titanium 1010 2.0 " mgkg 500 630 760 75125 " M-HA
Vanadium 84.6 1.0 mghg 500 29 . 111 75125
89.1 5.0 mgkg: 500 45 882  75-125

IKF0951 <Page 310f33>




. 2852 Alton Ave, Invina, CA 82606

{946) 261-1022 FAX (949) 261-1228

- ﬁ - - . ’
P ) .- . 1014 £ Coldby Dr, Sulte A, Colton, CA 82324 (905) 3704667 FAX (909) 701046
2 } D el M ar An aly-ncal 7277 Heyvanhusst, Suile B-12. Van Nuys, CA.61408 (818) 775-1844 FAX (B18) 7751843
; 9484 Chesapesks Dr., Sulte 805, San Dlego, CA 92123  (858) S05-8596 FAX (858) 505-8689
¥ . ) R - 9830 SOUI?I 515L5L, Sulte 9'120 Pho&‘lb(.AZ 85044 ({4B0)785-0043 FAX (in) 2785-0851
Enyiron-Irvine " Project ID: Valley Alhambra , S
2010 Main Street, 9th Floor © 0 04-9065A ‘Sampled:. 06/22/01
TIrvine, CA 92614 Report Number: IKF0951 - Received: 06/22/01

- --VAttentio_n':_BitawIabam'hai

Analyte
2 Extracted; §

Antimony
-Arsenic
Barium
Berylliom
Cadmium’
Chromivm
Cobalt
Copper
Lead
Molybdenum -
Nickel

- Selenium
Silver |
Thallium
Titanium
Vanadium.
-_Zinc'- ’

Del Mar Ana]yncal Irvire
Patty Mata ’
Project Manager -

Result

Reporting -
Limit .

Matrix Spike Dup Analyzed: 06/26/01 ({1F2642-MSD1)

233 10
464 2.0
7 1.0
458 050
465 . .- 050
665 1.0
508 L0
66.8 R
522 .20
426 .20
589 . 1.0
464 2.0
234 ‘1.0
47.0 10
1080 2.0
893 - 10
941 - . 50

The results permm only to the :ample: tested n the labomlory “This report shall not be reproduced
except In full. without written perinission [rom Del Mar Analytical. :

. -mg/kg 50.0 ND

’ mghkg  50.0 45

. Spike Source %REC
Resylt- %REC Limits” RPD

Units Level

Source: IKF0956-01

mghkg - 500 ND  -46.6 75-125 529
mg/kg- 500 ND 900 75125 3.06
mghkg 500 60 114 75125 526
 mgkg 500 ND' 916 75125 3.0
mghkg  50.0 L5 9000 75-125 5.07
mghkg 500 16 . 101 75-125 "4.14
‘mghkg - 500 65 886 75125 402 '
mghkg 500 16 102 75125 601
fig/kg 500 61 922 75125 351

" mghkg -50.0 14 - .
mghkg 500 ° ND 892 75125 599
mghkg 250 ND 936 75-125 437 .
mg/kg 500 ND 866  75-125 3.50
mghkg 500 630 900 75-125 6.70
mghkg 500 - 29 121 75-125 541

847 75-125 . 383
80.8  75-125 3.98.

982 75-125 546 -

- RPD
Lim_it

Data
Qualifiers

© 20 oM
20 -
20

20 -

20

20

20

20

20

20

20 .

‘20°

20

20 .
-20 M-HA
20

.20

" IKF0951 <Paze 32 0f33>




e e e T RIS

. 2852Nmm,mm§2606
1014!'-'_Co!d>yDr Sulis A, Cofion, CA 52324

DelMarAnalytical = <mzmsiaesmae

9830 South 51st St, Svite B-120, Phosnix, AZ 85044

{s49) 2611022 FAX (us) 26)1228
{303) 3704667 FAX (309) 370-1048 °

(818) 7791844 FAX (818) 7791843 *_°

(B58) 505-850% FAX (858) 505-9588
(480) 785-0043 FAX {480) 785-0651

Environ-Trvine L Project ID: :Valley Altiambra

. R -

DATA QUAL]FIERS AND DEFINITIONS

2010 Main Street, 9th Floor - : " 04-9065A Sampled: 06/22/01
Irvine, CA 92614 LT . Repor! Number: IKF0951 Received: 06/22/01
3§ Attention:_Bita Tabatabai: . . : ’

- M-HA Due to thh levels of analyte in the sample, the MS/MSD calculahon does not provxde useful spike recovery

information. See Blank Spike (LCS).

M2 . TheMS and/or MSD were below the acceptance limits due to sample matrix interference. See Blank Splke (LCS).-

ND Arnalyte NOT DETECTED at 6r above the rcpoxtmg limit or MDL, if MDL is specxf ied: .

NR ©  Notreported.
RPD - Relative Percent Difference

Del Mar Analytical, Irvine
Patty Mata

Project Manager :
c The results perlaln oniy io the Jample: tested In the laboratory. This report shall not be reproduced,

except In fill, without written permission from Del Mar Anabytical. - - - ]Kpgé_; 1 <Pape 33 of 33>
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ENVIRON

October 15, 2002

Mr. I.T. Lin, 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 monitoring report for 4900 East Valley
Boulevard, Los Angeles Cahforma (Site). .

On October 8, 2002, Dr. George Linkletter, Bita Tabatabai, and Eddie Arslanian 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 Slte and prior site characterization activities, and to discuss

the status of remedlal acfivities.
As discussed at the meeting, the Z-PHASE™ Exfraction system used to treat volatile 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 micro grams per liter (pg/l) of

tetrachloroethene, the primary VOC constituent at the Site, to near or below its maximum
contaminant level of 5 pg/l, 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-PHASE™ 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
notify the Regional Board of the exact date, approximately one week in'advance, once it has been

scheduled.

Los Angeles. California 90017 - Tel: (213) 943-6300 - Fax: (213) 943-6301

707 Wilshire Boulevard '~ Suite 4950 -
WwWw.CAVITONCOrp.com



- - N
1

Messrs. J.T. Liu and David Young 2- October 15, 2002

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 expedlted review’

of future submittals in anticipation of achieving a “closure” status.

Very truly yours,

W y " & - é/’k ﬂw
George O. Linkletter, Ph.D., R.G. (No. 3728) Bita Tabatabai, P.E. (No. C51294)
Principal Manager

Elidie Arslanian
nior Associate

ndence\Cover Letter for 2002 3Q Ground Water Rebort.doc

\Losangelesnt]\projects\A\A lhambra\R egional Board Corr

- Enclosure

Copy: Mr. Robert Anderson, Leggett & Platt
Ms. Joan Donnellan, Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick, LLP -

Mr. Gary Herman, S.D. Herman Co., Inc-
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---—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’A. Young =

David, we will analyze the soil/gw samples by 8260B instead of 8021B.

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 trying to arrange the sampling activities for next thursday the
18th. 1 will let you know once it gets finalized. :

thanks.

From: David Young [mailto:dyoung@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 4:17 PM -
To: EArslanian@environcorp.com

- Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu

Subject: Work Plan for Valley Alhambra Property

Hi Eddie, :
I reviewed the Work Plan for 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.

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 of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy
costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.htm)
ok
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From:  Eddie Arslanian Sent: Fri 1/16/2004 4:04 PM

To: 'Ju;TsenR Liv’; 'David Young'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Valley-Alhambra: Confirmation Soil and Ground Water Sampling

____Subject: ,

Results

Attachments: [3 9065a3n Figure 3.paf(252KB) 3 Table 1 x1s(32KB) (3 Table 211501 9KB) (3 Table
' 3.x1s(19KB) Ll Table 4 xIs(20KB) ‘
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 of a

"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, 1,2,3-trichloropropane (1,2,3-

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, 1,2,3-TCP, PCBs, and
organochloride pesticides were not found above their respective laboratory reporting limits (RLs). Table |
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
2, 2003 and January 6, 2004.

| abandon the wells from the site. Furthermore, ENVIRON will assist the I ARW

Confirmation soil sampling activities were conducted on December 2
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
i per kilogram (ug/kg) to 140 ug/kg at ESB1-10". The concentration of PCE at ESB1-12 was lower at 37
i ug/kg. Other VOCs detected included toluene at up to 320 ug/kg, ethylbenzene up to 19 ug/kg, and
i Xxylenes up to 108 ug/kg. Detected Title 22 metal concentrations were indicative of background
4 concentrations. Concentrations of 1,4-dioxane, 1,2,3-TCP, PCBs, and organochloride pesticides were not
! found above their respective laboratory RLs. Table 2 summarizes the analytical data for soil samples .

! Basedon.the results of the soil and ground.water samples presented-herein-; ENVIRON recommends
il 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.

Upon receiving your verbal authorization, ENVIRON will remove the remediation equipment and
QCB with preparation of

I the Site Closure Form.

Thank you.
<<9065af3n Figure 3.pdf>> <<Table 1 xIs>> <<Table 2.xIs>> <<Table 3.xls>> <<Table 4 xIs>>

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation




707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301

<<9065af3n Figure 3.pdf>> <<Table 1.xIs>> <<Table 2.x1s>> <<Table 3 .xls>> <<Table

4 xls>> o




 ExhibitG



From: Eddie Arslanian

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2004 11:31 AM
To: "Ju-Tseng Liu'; 'David Young'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Subject: Status on 4900 Valley 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 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 Arslani_an, P.E.

ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301
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From: Eddie Arslanian Sent: Thu 3/25/2004 6:55 PM

To: David Young’; Ju-Tseng Liu’
Cc: George Linkletter; Bita Tabatabai

Subject: RE: Valley Alhambra Closure L

Attachments: {3 Case review form.doc(59KB)

View As Web Page

; 3) Submit 2 hard copies of the closure report as well as an electronic copy, which you can send to my email

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. swreb.ca.gov)

Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2004 10:55 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu

Subject: Valley Alhambra Closure

Hi Eddie. After talking with management about this case we need the following to be completed:

1) A closure report that summarizes-assessment/remediation 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 fi bgs. Feel free to include any other pertinent information that would

support closmg this case.

2) Submit a case review form (attached) electronically for the Regional Board to review/edit.

address (dyoung@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov).

Thanks, and call me if you have any questions at (213) 576-6744.

David A. Young
Engineering Geologist
Site Cleanup II-

*+*The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to

reduce energy consumption***
**xFor a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:

http:/fwww.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html ***




<<Case review form.doc>>
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From: Ju-Tseng Liu [JLIU@;bli.s&rcb.ca.gov} Sent: Wed 6/30/2004 2:07 PM

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young
Subject: RE:Closure Review for Valley Alhambra

Attachments:

View As Web Page

A E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

Thanks for the email. 1 have talked with Dave today and he has begun working on the NFA for Valley

Alhambra. JT i

J.T. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit Il

(2i3) 576-6667 (tel)
(213) 576-6717 (fax)

>>> "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.swrcb.ca.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2004 2:02 PM
To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: David Young
Subject: RE: Review of NFA Forms for two sites

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie: -

Dave to give you a call to provide an update to you. Take care. JT

JT.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)

Thanks for your email. Dave Young is now working on another priority brownfield site closure. I willask .

E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov _




>>> "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?

We would Iike 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:JLIU@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov]
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 Cleaners |
and will submit the closure packet to upper management for approval tomormrow.

I will ask Dave Young to give you an update on Valley Alhambra closure. Take care. 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: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> "Eddie Arslanian” <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 05/25/04 09:19AM >>>

> Dear JT,

> Could you please give mie an update on the review status for the following sites?

| > .
1>* 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.

> _ .
>*  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

>

>

>

>

> Eddie Arslanian, P.E. . .
it > ENVIRON International Corporation
# > 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950




> Los Angeles, California 90017
> Tel: 213.943.6326

> Fax: 213.943.6301

>




a
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From: Eddie Arslanian Sent: Tue 8/10/2004 9:19 AM

To: David Young
Cc: Bita Tabatabaj _
Subject: Valley-Athambra: Site Hi.;tory for NFA Form

Attachments: -
' View As Web Page

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 Description-and History : .
The Site is located at 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles, California in an industrial area of Los
Angeles, California. North and south of the Site are manufacturing and 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 Metal )
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 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 of used 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 Arslanian, P.E.

ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301
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From: Eddie Arslanian

To: '‘David Young'; 'Ju-Tseng Liu'

Cc: Bita Tabatabai
Subject:_Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form__

Bt

Sent: Tue 9/7/2004 9:04 AM

Attachments:

View As Web i’gg_e_

Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank yéu.

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.

ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 80017

Tel: 213.943.6326

Fax: 213.943.6301




From:  Ju-Tseng Liu [iliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov]

To: Eddie Arslanian
Cc: David Young

Sent: Wed 9/8/2004 10:52 AM

Subject:Re: Valley=Alhambra:-NFA-Form
Attachments:

View As Web Page

** Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

1 am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

ILT. Liu
Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit Il

(213) 576-6667 (tel)

(213) 576-6717 (fax)

E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>>> "Eddie Arslanian” <EArslanian
Gentlemen,

@environcorp.com> 09/07/04 09:05 AM >>>

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

Thank you.

il Eddie Arslanian, P.E. . . . .
i 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 11:08 AM

From: Eddie Arslanian

To: '‘Ju-Tseng Liu’
Cc: 'David Young'; Bita Tabatabai

—--Subject RE: Valley-Alhambra: NEA-Form . ...
Attachments:

Ve

View As Web Page

thanks

————— Original Message-—-—

From: Ju-Tseng Liu {mailto:jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian -

Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

*+ Reply Requested When Convenient **

Hi Eddie:

1 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 I}

(213) 576-6667 (tel)

(213) 576-6717 (fax) -

| E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov

it >>>"Eddie Arslanian” <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 09/07/04-09:05 AM >>>

Gentlemen,

& Could you please provide us with a status upd'ate on this?

Thank you.

Eddie Arslanian, P.E.
ENVIRON International Corporation
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950
Los Angeles, California 90017

! Tel 213 943 6326
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Sent: Fri 9/17/2004 4:00 PM

. From: Eddic Arslaman
To: “Ju-Tseng Liv'
Ce: E ‘David Yoﬁng’
Subject: RE: Vallcy-Alhambra: NFA Form
* Auachments: -
View As Web Fage

| IT and David, anything new on this from?

{ —--Original Message-——

§ Fronx Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov]
{| Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM

i To: Eddic Arslamian

4 Ce: David Young .

Subject: Re: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

* Reply Requested When Convenient **
| Hi Eddie:

| 1 am away from my office today and will mlk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

11T L

| Senior Water Resources Control Enginecr

. | Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Conwrol Board
4 Site Cleanup Unit J1 .

1(213) 576-6667 (tel)

1(213) 576-6717 (fax)

. | E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca,gov

|| >>> "Eddie Arslanian” <EArslanian@environcorp.com> 05/07/04 09:05 AM >>>
‘| Gentlemen, .

Could you please providc us with a status update on this?

: Thank you,

.| Eddic Asslanian, P.E. ’
‘| ENVIRON International Corporation . i
:| 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4950

Los Angeles, California 90017

Tel: 213.943.6326

|| Fax: 213.943.6301

lof 1 717/2008 4:41 PM



From: Eddie Arslanian Sent: Tue 9/21/2004 9:57 AM

To: ’‘David Young'
Cc: "Ju-Tseng Liu"; Bita Tabatabai; George Linkletter

Subject-:—RE_:_Valley_-,Alhambra:_NEA_Ean e

Attachments:
View As Web Pagdg__‘

i

Hi Eddie. 1 apologize for the delays, but the closure package will be given to JT this week. Thanks, Dave

i 1T Liu

Thank you.

---——QOriginal Message--—--

From: David Young [mailto:dyoung@rb4.swrcb.ca. gov]
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2004 9:56 AM

To: Eddie Arslanian

Cc: Ju-Tseng Liu .
Subject: RE: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form !

Young

>>> "Eddie Arslanian” <EA rslanian@environcorp.com> 09/17/04 04:00PM >>>
JT and David, anything new on this front?

-—--Original Message-—--

From: Ju-Tseng Liu [mailto:jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca. gov]

Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2004 10:53 AM
To: Eddie Arslanian '

Cc: David Young
Subject: Re: Valley-Alhambra: NFA Form

t**’

** Reply Requested When Convenien

Hi Eddie:

I am away from my office today and will talk with Dave Young tomorrow. Thanks. JT

Senior Water Resources Control Engineer
Los Angeles Regional Water Qualny Control Board

Site Cleanup Unit 11

(213) 576-6667 (tel) -
(213) 576-6717 (fax)

E-Mail: Jliu@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov
>>> "Eddle Ars]aman" <EArslaman@env1roncorp com> 09/07/04 09 05 AM >>>




Gentlemen,

Could you please provide us with a status update on this?

_Thank you. i - R ——

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

message.






