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ALI AMIRI;

AZAD AMIRI;
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SHIVDEEP BHINDER;
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- PARTNERSHIP; -

MORAMMAD QADAR SALEEM;
DARSHAN S, SINGH;

PARMJIT SINGH;

RAJINDER SINGH;

RAMAN 8. SINGH;

AMERI MGMT COMPANY, INC.;
AMERI Q1L COMPANY, INC.;
ARia OIL COMPANY, INC,;

THE BOXIDES FAMILY LIMITED -

DARA PETROLEUM, INC.;

DUNNIGAN -SACRAMENTO, LLC;
EMERALD BUSINESS GROUP, INC.;

KANG PROPERTY, INC.;

MEYERS HOLDING CO., LLC;

NORTH TAHOE STATION, INC.;

PARTHIAN INCORPORATED;
SACRAMENTO/DUNNIGAN PROPERTY, INC.}
SouTH TAROE STATION, INC;

STARS HOLDING CO,, LLC;

TAHOE 3208 INGHWAY S0 CORPORATION; -
TAHOE BLUE, LLC;

TAHOE BLUE PROPERTY, INC.;

TAHOE STATION, INC.; AND

DoESs 1 THROUGH 500, INCLUSIVE,

Defendants.

Plaintiff, People of the State of California ex rel, State Water Resources Conirol Board, is -
informed and believes, and based thereon, alleges as follows;

1. Plaintiff, People of the State of California ex rel, State Water Resources Control
Board (Sfate Water Board), bring this action by aﬁd through Kamala D. Haris, 'Attorne_y General
of the State of California (Attorney General) on behalf of the State Water Board,

2. Pursuant to Water Code section 13000 et seq,, the Legislature established the State
Water Board to ensure cdmprehensive protection of California’s waters, ‘

3. Under Chapter 6.7 of Division 20 of the Health-and Safety Code (Chaptei 6.7), the
State Water Board is required to adopt regulations implementing the laws governing the
construction, maintenance, testing, and operation of undergfound storage tank (UST) systems.

4. Pursuant to Health and Safety Code sectién 25299 et seq., the Attorney General may

bring an action for civil penalties and injunctive relief in the name of the People of the State of
2 _
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California for violations of state law dealing with the underground storage of hazardous

substances, as set forth in Chapter 6.7,

5. Chapter 6.7 was promulgated to protect the environment and the public health and

safety by requiring that UST systems be properly constructed, maintained, inspected, tested, and

| upgraded.

6.  The People bring this action without prejudice to any other action or claims which
they may have based on separate, independent, and unrelated violations of Chapter 6.7 by the
defendants and/or on facts which are not alleged in this First Amended Complaint (hereinafter
“Complaint™).

VENUE

- 7. This actioﬁ is venued in Sacramento Couhty because some of the violations alleged in
the complaint occutred in Sacramento County; the principal offices of éome éf the defendants,
including Dara Petrolevm, Inc., and Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC, are located in Sacramento
County, some of the defendants, including Shivdeep thnder, Harwant Kaur Kang, 'Moharhmad
Qddar Saleem, Parmjit Singh, and Rajinder Singh, reside in Sacramento Countyl; and Sacramento
County is the county in which the Aftorney General has an office nearest to the county in which
the principal office of any of the defendants in this state.is located, pursuant to Health and Safety
Code section 25299.03,

NATURAL DEFENDANTS

8. Defendant Ali Amiri is, and at all times felevant to the claims in tlﬁs Complaint was,
an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Ali Amiri and DOES 1
through 10, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Ali Amiri.” Ali Amiti is, and ai all
timmes relévant to the claims in this Complaint was, an employee of Defendants Aria Oil
Company, Inc. and Ameri Mgmnt, Inc. and, in his capacity as an employee, managed and
operated the gasbline service statidns, including the UST sy.stems, at 28700 County Road 6,
Dunnigan, California and 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California, |

9.,  Defendant Azad Amiri is, and at all times relévant to the claims in this Complaint.

was, an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Azad Amiri and
: 1 ;
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DOES 11 through 20, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Azad Amiri.” At all material
times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Azad Amir_i is, and was, an officer, director,
member, partner, or sole proprietor of, and controlled the actions of, the following business
entities, all of which are named as defendants in this Complaint: (a) Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc.;
(b) Ameri Qil Company, Ino.; (c) Arja Oil Company; (d) Dara Petroleum, Inc.§ (e) Kang Property,
Inc.; (f) Meyer Holding Co., LLC; (g) Parthian Incorporated (h) SacramentofDunnigan Property,
Inc.; (i) Stars Holding Co,, LLC; (]) Tahoe 3208 Highway 50 Corporation; (k) Tahoe Blue, LLC;
and (]) Tahoc Blue Property, Inc. At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Azad
Amiri is, and was, the owner of the properues Jocated at (a) 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, California; (b) 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California, and (¢) 913 Emerald Bay Road,

South Lake Tahoe, California and owned and/or operated the UST systems located on these

properties.

10. Defendant Halch Amiri is, and at all times relevant to the claims'in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, Statc of California. Haleh Amiri and

DOES 21 through 30, inclusive, shall be referred to qollectively as “Halch Amiri.” At all material

" times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Haleh Amiri is, and was, an officer, director,

manager, member or partner of, and controlled the actions of Defendants Ameri Oil Company,
Inc. and Stars Holding Co., LI.C. At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,
Haleh Amiri is, and was, the owner of the real property and the UST systems located at 28700
Road 6, Dunnigan, California and 6421 C'apifrol Avenue, Lodi, California. A

11. Defendant Nasrin Amiri is, and at all times relevent to the claims in this Complaint

‘was, an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Nasrin Amiri and

DOES 31 through 40, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Nasrin Amiri,” Nasrin Amiri
is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, an officer, director, member or
partner of Defendants Ameti Olil Company, Inc. and Stars Holding Co.; LLC. At all material
times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Nastin Amiri is, and was, the owner of the real

property and the UST systems located at 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California.

4
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~ Complaint was, an individual residing in the County of Yolo, State of California. Dilpal Singh

12, Defendant Shivdeep Bhinder is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint wés, an individual residing in the County of Sacramento, State of California. -
Shivdeep Bhinder and DOES 41 through 50, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as
“Shivdeep Bhinder.” At all material times releﬁanf to the claims in this Complaint, Shivdeep
Bhinder is,- and was, an officer, director,'and controlled the actions Defendant
Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc.

13. Defendant Syble Bokides is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of San Joaquin, State of California. Syble Bokides and
DOES 51 through 70, inclusive, shall be .referred to collectively as “Sybl'e Bokides.” Atall
material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Syble Bokides is, and was, the general
partner of, and controlled, Tﬁe Bokides Family Limited Partnership.

14, Defendant Dilpal Singh Dhillon is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Dhillon and DOES 71 through 80, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Dilpal Singh
Dhillon,” At all matetial times 1'elevant' to the claims in this Complaint, Dilpal Singh Dhillon is,
and was, an officer, director, and controlled the actions of Defendant South Tahoe Station, Inc,
At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Dilpal Singh Dhillon is, and was,
the owner of the real property and the UST systems located at 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South
Lake Tahoe, California, '

15. Defendant Narges Eghtesdadi is, and at al] times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, State of California, Narges
Eghtesdadi and DOES 81 through 90, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Narges
Eghtesdadi.” At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Narges Ephiesdadi is,
and was, an officer, director, member or partner of, and controlled the actions of, the Defendant
Dara Petroleum, Inc. At all material times relevant to fhe claims in this Complaint, Narges
Eghtesdadi is, and was, the owner of the real property and UST systems located at 4480 Chiles

Road, Davis, California.

5
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16. Defendant Abdul Farooq is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of Yolo, State of California. Abdul Farooq and DOES
91 through 100, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Abdul Farooq,” At all material
times relevant to the claims ih this Complaiﬁt, Abdul Farooq has,‘and had, an ownership interest
in, and operated, the UST systems located at 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California. '

17. Defendant Satar Hidarine;j ad is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, an individual residing in the County of Contra Costa, State of Califorﬁia. Satar
Hidarinejad and DOES 101 through 110, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Satar
Hidarinejad.” At all material times relevant to ;zhe claims in this Complaint, Satar Hidarinejad is,
and was, an ofﬁcer director, member or partner of, and controlled the actions of, defendant Aria
Qil Company and operated the UST systems located at (a) 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, California; (b) 28700 County Road 6, Dunnigan, California; and () 4480 Chiles Road,
Davis, California, ' '

18. Defendant Datshan Singh Kang is, and at all times relevant to ihe claims in this
Complaint was, an indmdual residing in the County of El Dorado, State of California. Darshan
Singh Kang and DOES 111 through 120, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Darshan
Singh Kang.” At all material times relevant to the claims in thlS Complaint, Darshan Singh Kang
is, and was, an officer, director, member, or partnc-;r of defendants (a) South Taboe Station, Inc.
and (b) North Tahoe Station, Inc, At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,
Darshan Singh Kang has, and had, an oﬁnership interest in the real'property located at 3208
Highway 50, Meyers, California and is, and was, responsible for operating the UST systems
locatcd at this property. | |

19. Defendaﬁt Harwant Kaur Kang is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, an individual residiﬁg in fhe County of Sactamento, State of California, Harwant
Kaur Kang and DOES 121 through 130, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as _“Haerant :
Kaur Kang.” At all material times relevant to the claims in this Compiaint, Harvwant Kaur Kang
is, and was, an officer, diredtor, and, through het actions, controlled the actions of defendant

Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc. At all material times relevant to the claims in this
6
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Complaint, Harwant Kaur Kang also has, and had, an ownership interest in the real properties
located at (a) 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California; (b) 915 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, Ca_lifofm'a; and (c) 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California and is, and‘was,
responsible for operating the UST systems located at these properties,

20. Defendant Sarbjit Singh Kang is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
(‘omplamt was, an individual residing in the County of El Dorado, State of Cahforma Sarbjit
Singh Kang and DOES 131 through 140, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Sarbjlt
Singh Kang.” At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Saerlt Singh Kang
is, and was, an officer, director, member or partner in the following business entities, all of which
are named as defendants in this Complaint: (&) Kang Property, Inc.; (b) North Tahoe Station,
Ingc.; (¢) South Tahoe Station, Inc.; and (d) Tahoe 3208 Highway 50 Corporation. At all material
times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Sarbjit Singh Kang has, and had, an ownership
interest in the real properties located at (a) 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California; (b) 913
Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California; (¢) 1 140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, California; (d) 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard South Lake Tahoe, California; and (¢) 4300
Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California and is, and was, responsible for operatmg the UST systems
located at these properties. '

21, Defendant Bahman Nooﬂ is, and at all times relevant to the claitns in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, Bahman Nooti and
DOE'% 141 through 150 inclusive, shall be rcferred to collectively as “Bahman Noori,” Atall
materlal times relevant to the claims in this Complamt Bahman Noori is, and was, an officer,
director, and controlled the actions of Defendant Parthian Incorporated.

22, Defendant Javad Soltani is, and at all times relevant to the ,ci-aim-s in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of 'A'lameda, State of California. Javad Soltani and
DOES 151 through 160, inclusive, shall be referred collectively as “Javad Soltani,” At all
material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Javad Soltani is, and was, an officer,

ditector, member or partner of, and controlied the actions of defendant Parthian Incorporated,

7
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23 Defendant Mohammad Qadar Saleem is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this -
Complaint was, an individual residing in the Cbunty of Sacramento, State of California.
Mohammad Qadar Saleem and DOES 161 through 170, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively
as “Mohammad Qadar Saleem.” At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,
Mohammad Qadar Saleem has, and had, an ownership interest in, and operated, the UST systems
located at 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California.

24, | Defendant Darshan S. Singh is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Complaint was,' an individual residing in the County of El Dorado, State of California. Darshan

S, Singh and DOES 171 through 180, inclusive, shall be referred 1o collectively as “Darshan S.

Singh.” Atrall material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Darshan S. Singh has, and
had, an ownership interest in, and operated, the UST systems locé,ted at 3208 Highway 50,
Meyers, California. . -

25, Defendant Parnjit Singh is, and ét all times relevant tb the claimS-in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of Sacramento, State of California. Parmjit Singh and
DOI‘S 181 through 190, inclusive, shall be referred to collectlvely as “Parmjlt Singh.” At all
times refevant to the claims in this Complaint, Parmjit Singh is, and was, an officer, director, and
controlled the actioné‘ of Defendant Emerald Business Group, Inc. At all times relevant to the -
claims in this Complaint, Parmjit Singh has, and had, an ownership interest in the real propertics
located at (a) 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California; and (b) 2304 Lake Tahoe
Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, California and is, and was, responsible for operating the UST
systemns located at these propertics.

26, Defendant Rajinder Singh is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint
was, an individual residing in the County of Sacramento, State of California, “Rajinder Singh”
and DOES 191 through 200, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Rajinder Singh.” At
all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Rajinder Singh is, and was, an officer, director,
and controlled the actions of Defendants (a) Dunnigan Investments, Inc. and (b) North Tahoe

Station, Inc.

8
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27. Defendant Raman S, Singh is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaini
was, an individual residing in the County of El Dorado, State of California. Raman 8, Singh and
DOES 201 through 210, inclusive, shall be referred to colfectively as “Raman 8. Singh.” Atall
times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Raman S, Singh is, and was, an ofﬁcer, director,
member, and controlled the éctions of defendants (a) Dumigan-Sacramento, LLC and (b)
Sactamento/Dunnigan Property, Inc, Raman 5. Singh is, and was, responsible for operatiﬁg the
UST systems located at 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, Célifornia.

28, For purposes of this Compiaint, the “Natural Defendants” shall refer to and include
the Following defendants: (a) Ali Amiri; (b) Azad Amiri; (c) Haleh Amixi; (d) Nasrin Amiri; (e)

~ Shivdeep Bhinder; (f) Syble Bokides; (g) Dilpal Singh Dhillon; (h) Narges Eghtesdadi; (i) Abdul

Farooq; (j) Satar Hidarinejad; (k) Darshah Singh Kang; (1) Harwant Kaur Kang; (m) Sarbjit Singh
Kang; (n) Bahman Nobfi; (0) Javad Softani; (p) Mohammad Qadar Saleem; (q) Darshan S. Singh;
(r) Parmyjit Singh; (s) Rajinder -Si.ngh; ahd (t) Raman S, Singh,

| ' ENTITY DEFENDANTS

29, Defendant Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc, is, and at all times relevant to the claims in
this Complaint was, a corpotation organized under the laws of the State of California, Ameri
Mgmt Company, Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its prineipal place
of business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc, and
DOES 211 through 220, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Ameri Mgmt Company,
Inc.” Azad Amiri is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Cbmplaint was, an officer and

director of Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc, and, through his conduct, conirolled the actions of Ameri

‘Mgmt Compaliy, Inc. Atall times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Ameri Mgmt

Company, Inc, is, and was, the owner of real property located at 4323 Clayton Road, Concord,
California and owned and/or operated the UST systems at this property.

30. Defendant Ameri Oil Company, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California. Ameri Oil
Company, Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of

business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Ameri Oil Company, Inc. and DOES
9
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221 through 230, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Ameri Oil Company, Inc.” Azad
Amiri, Nasrin Amﬁi, and Haleh Amiri are, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Complaint were, officers and directors of Ameri Oil Company, Inc. and, through their conduct,
controlled the actions of Ameri Oil Company, Inc. At all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint, Ameri Oil Company, Inc, has, and had, an ownership interest in Defendant Kang
Propetty, fnc. At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Ameri Oil Company, |

Inc. is, and was, the owner of real property located at 3208 Highway 50, South Lake Tahoe,

California and owned and/or operated-the UST systems at this property,

31. Defendant Aria Qil Company, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California, Afia Oil
Company, Inc. maintains, and at all times hercin mentioned maintained, its pr'mcipél place of |
buSiness in the County of Contra Costa, State of _California,. Aria Oil Company, Inc. and DOES
231 through 240, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Aria Oil Company, Inc.”
Defendants Azad Amiri and Satar Hidarinejad are, and at all timés relevant to-the claims in this

Complaint were, officers and directors. of Aria Oil Company, Inc. and, through their conduct,

controlled the actions of Aria Oil Company, Inc, At all material times relevant to the claims in’

this Complaiht, Aria Oil Company, Inc. is, and was, the lessee ol real property located 448[}
Chiles Road, Davis, California and owned and/or operated the UST systems at this prbperty.

30 Defendant Bokides Family Limited Partnership, a California Limited Partnership, .is, A
and at all tirﬁes relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, a limited partnership created under
the laws of the State of California. The Bokides Family Limited Partnership and DOES 241
through 250, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as the “Bokides Family Limited
Partnership,” At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, the Bokides Family Limited
Partnership has maintained i_ts principal offices in, and operated from, the County of San Joaquin,
State of California.” At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, the Bokides Family
Limited Partnership has, and had, an ownership interest in the real property located at 6421
Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California and is, and was, responsible for operating the UST systems

located at this property.
14
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33. Defendant Dara Petroleum, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Califorﬁia. Dara
Petroleum, Inc. maintains, and at all times hereif mentioned maintained, its principall place of
business in the County of Sacramento, State of California, Dara Petrbleum, Inc. and DOES 251
through 260, 'inclusive, shali be referred to collectively as “Dara Petroleum, Inc.” Defendants
Azad Amiri and Narges Eghtesdadi are, and at all fimes relevant to the claims in this Complaint
were, officers and directors of Dara Petroleum, Ine, and, through their conduct, contro;}ed the
actions of Dara Petroleum, Inc. At ail material times relevanf to the claims in this Complaint,
Dara Penoleum Inc. has, and had, an ownership interest in Defendant Tahoe 3208 Highway 50
Corporation and, through this ownership interest, controlled the actions of Tahoe 3208 nghway
50 Corporation,

34, Defendant Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC is, and at all times relevant to the claims‘ in

this Complaint was, a limited liability company organized under the laws of the State of

California. Dunnigan—Sacrémento, LLC maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, |

its principal place of business in the County of Sacramehto, State of California, Dunnigan-
Sacramento, I.I.C and DOES 261 through 270, inclusive, shall be referred to coliectively as
“Dunnigan-Sacramento, LL.C.” Raman 3. Singh is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, an officer and mémber of Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC and, through his conduct,
controlled the actions of Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC. At all material times relevant to the claims
in this Complaint, Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC has, and had, an ownership interest in the real
property located at 4300 Wait Avenue, Sacramento, California aﬁd owned and/or operated the
UST systems at this propetty, .

35, Defendant Emerald Business Group, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in
this Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California. Emerald
Business Group, Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its princips;l place
of business in the County of El Dorado, State of California, Emerald Business Group, Ine. and
DOES 271 through 280, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Emerald Business Group,

Inc.” Defendant Parmjit Singh is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, an
1t
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officer and director of Emerald Business Group, Inc. and, through his conduct, controlled the
actions of Emerald Business Group, Inc, At all material times relevant to the claims in this -
Complaint, Emerald Business Group, Inc. has, and had, an ownership interest in the real property
located at 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California and owned and/or operated the
UST systems at this prop.erty..

36, Defendant Kang Property, Ih_c. is, and at all times relevant to the ¢laims in this
Complaint was, a corporation erganized under the laws of the State of California, Kang Property,
Inc. maintains, and at all ﬁ_mes hetein mentioned maintained, its principal piace of business in the
County of Contra Costa, State of California. Kang Property, Inc. and DOES 281 through 290,
inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Kang Property, Ine.” Defendants Azad Amiri and
Sarbjit Singh Kang are, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Compiaint wérc, officers and
directors of Kang Ploperty, Inc. and, through their conduct, controlled the actions of Kang
Property, Inc. At all matenal times relevant to the clalms in this Complaint, Kang Property, Inc.
has, and had, an o.wnershlp intercst in the real properties located at (a) 913 Emerald Bay Road,
South LakerTahoe, California; (b) 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California; (¢} 1140 Emerald Bay
Road, South Lake Tahoe, California; (d) 9304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, '
California; (e) 4300 Waft Avenue, Sacramento, California; (f) 28700 County Road‘ﬁ, Dunnigan,
California; (g) 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California and owned and/or operated the UST

systems at these properties..

37. Defendant Meyers Holding Co., LLC is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Complaint was, a limited liability company organized under the laws of the State of California,

Meyers Holding Co., LLC maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintaitied, its principal
place of business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Meyeré Holding Co., LLC‘
and DOES 2971 through 300, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Méyers Holding Co.,
LLC» Defendant Azad Amiri is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, an
officer and director of Meyets Holding Co., LLC and, through his conduct, controlled the actions

of Meyers Holding Co., LLC. Atall material times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,

12
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Mey'crs Holding Co., LLC has, and had, an ownership interest in the real property located 3208
Highway 50, Meyers, California and owned and/or operated the UST systems at this property.

38, Defendant North Tahoe Station, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California. North Tahoe
Station, Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of
busmess in the County of Conira Costa, State of California, Notth Tahoe Statien, Inc, and DOES |
301 through 310, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “North Tahoe Station, Inc,” Atall
materlal times relevant to the claims in this Complaini, Defendants Darshan S, Kang, Sarbjit
Singh Kang, and Rajmder Singh are, and were, officers, dlrectors and controlled the actions of
North Tahoe Station, Inc. North Tahoe Station, Inc. is, and at all times relevant to the claims in
this Complaint owned the real property located at 8070 North Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach,
California and/or operated the UST systems located at this property. |

39. Defendant Parthian Incorporated is, and at all times relevant to the claims in th1s
Complamt Was, 8 co1porat10n organized under the laws of the State of California, Parthian
Incorporated maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of
business in the County of Conira Costa, State of California. Parthian Incorporated and DOES 311

through 320, mcluswc shall be referred to collectively as “Parthian Incorporated,” At all

material fimes relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Azad Amiri, Bahman Noori, and Javad

Soltani are, and were, officers and directors of Parthian Incorpprated and, through their conduct,
controlled the actions of Parthian Incorporated, At all material times relevant to the claims in this |
Complaint, Parthian Incorporafed owned the real property and owned and/or operated _thé UST
systems located at 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

40. Defendant Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc, is, and at all times relevani to the
claims in this Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California,
Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its

principal place of business in the County of Yolo, State of California. Sacramento/Dunnigan

 Property, Inc, and DOES 321 through 330, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as

“'iacramento/])unmgan Property, Inc.” Defendants Azad Amiri, Harwant K. Kang, Shivdeep
13 .
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- Bhinder, and Raman S. Singh are, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint were,

officers and directors of Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc, ahd, through theirl conduct,
controlled the actions of Sacramento/Dunnigaﬁ Property, Inc.r At all times relevant to the claims
in this Complaint, Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc. owns, and owned, the real properties
located at (a) 4300 Waft Avenue, Sacramenfo, California; (b) 4480 Chiles Road, Davis,

California; and (c) 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California and owns and/or operates, and

owned and/or operated, tiqe UST systems located at these properties.

41. Defendant South Tahoe Station, Inc, is, and at all times relevant to the cl.alims in this
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California, South Tahoe
Station, Inc, maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of
business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. South Tahoe Station, Inc. and DOES
331 through 340, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “South Tahoe Station, Iuc_.” At all
material times relevant to the elaims in this Complaint Defendants Sarbjit Singh Kang, Dilpal
Singh Dhillon, and Darshan S, Kang are, and were, officers, directors and conirolled the actions
of South Tahoe Statmn, Inc. At all material times relevant to the claims in this Complamt South
Tahoe Station, Inc, has, and had, an ownc_rsmp interest in the real property and owned and/or
operated the UST systems at 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, California.

42. Defondant Stars Holding Co., LLC is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Complaint was, a limited liability company 01'gm1ized under the laws of the State of California,

Stars Holding Co., LLC maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal

place of business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Stars Holding Co., LLC and
DOES 341 through 350, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Stars Holding Co,, LLC.”
Defendants Azad Amiri, Nasrin Amiri, and Haleh Amiri are, and at all times relevant to the
claims in this Complaint were, officers, managers, or members of Stars Holding Co,, LLC and,
through their conduct, controlted the actions of Stars Holding Co., LLC. At all material times
relevant fo the claims to this Complaint, Stars Holding Co., LLC has, and had, an 0wi1ershi_p
interest in the real property and owned and/or operated the UST systems at 28700 County Road 6,

Dunnigan, California.
14
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43, Defendant Tahoe 3208 Highway 50 Corporation is, and at all times relevant to the
claims ih this Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California.
Tahoe 3208 Highway 50 Corporation maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its
principal place of business in the County of Alamedﬁ, State of California. Tahoe 3208 Highway
50 Corporatioh and DOES 351 through 360, inclusivé, shall be referred to collectively as “Tahoe
3208 Highway 50 Corpora,tibn » Defendants Azad Amiri and Sarbjit Singh Kang are, and at all
t:mes relevant to the clalms in this Complaint were, officers or directors of Tahoe 3208 Highway
5( Corporation and, through their conduct controlied the actions of Tahoe 3208 Highway 50
Corporation. At all material times relevam; to the clalms to this Complaint, Tahoe 3208 Highway
50 Corporation has, and had, an ownership interest in the real property and owned andfor
operated the UST systems at 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California.

44, Defendant Tahoe Blue, I.1.C is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint was, a limited liability company organized under the laws of the State of California.
Tahoe Blue, LLC maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, ifs principal place of
busineéss in the County of El Dorado, State of California, Tahoe Blue, LL.C and DOES 361
through 370, inclusive; shall be referred -to collectively as “Tahoe Blue, LLC.” Azad Amiri is,
and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, an officer, director or member of
Tahoe Blue, LLC and, through his conduct, controlled the actions of Tahoe Blue, LLC. Atall
material. times relevant to the claims in this 001nplainf, Tahoe Blue, I.L.C has, and had, an
ownership interest in the real property and owned and/or operated the UST systems at 1140

Emerald Bay Road, South-Lake.Tahée, California,

~ 45. Defendant Tahoe Blue Property, Inc, is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this

Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California, Tabioe Blue

Property, Inc, maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of

business in the County of Contra Costa, State of California. Tahoe Blue Property, Inc. and DOES

371 through 380, inclusive, shall be referred to collectively as “Tahoe Blue Property, Inc,” Azad -

Amiri is, and at all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint was, an officer and/or director

of Tahoe Blue Property, Inc. and, through his conduct, conirolled the actions of Tahoe Blue

First Amended Complaint for Civil Penalues, Permanent Injunction, and Other Equitable Relief |
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Property, Inc. Atall timés relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Tahoe Blue Property, Inc,
has, and had, an ownership interest in the real property and owned and/or operated the UST
gystems at 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California and 1 140 Emerald Bay Road,
South Lake Tahoe, California.

46, Defendant Tahoe Station, Inc. is, and at all times relevant 1o the claims in this |
Complaint was, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California, Tahoe Station,
Inc. maintains, and at all times herein mentioned maintained, its principal place of business in the
County of El Dorado; State of California, Tahoe Station, Inc. and DOES 381 through 390,
inclusive, shall be referred to collectivelly as “Tahoe Station, Inc.” Tahoe Station, Inc, is, and at
all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, had an ownership interest in the real property
located at 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake "_I‘ahoe, California and/or operated the UST
systems located at this property.

47, Tor purposes of this Complaint, the “Entity Defendants” shall refer to and include the
following defendants: (a) Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc.; (b) Ameri Oil Company, Inc.; (c) Aria
0il Company, Inc.; (d) the Bokides Faﬁﬁly Limited Partnership; (¢) Dara Petlroleum, Inc.; (f)
Dunnigan-Sacramento, LLC; (g) Emerald Bu_sinéss Group, Inc.; (h) Kang Property, Inc.; fi)
Mcyers Holding Co., LLC; (j} North Tahoe Station, Inc.} ('k) Parthian Incorporated; (1)
Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc.; {m) South Tahoe Station, Inc.; (n) Stars Holding Co., LLC;
(0) Tahoe 32087 Highway 50 Corporation; (p) Tahoe Blue, LLC; (q) Tahoe Blue Property, Inc.;

and (r) Tahoe Station, Inc.

48. ‘The Entity and Natural Defendants are, or at all times relevant to the claims in this

_Complaint were, legally responsible for compliance with the provisions of the Health and Safety

Code, Chapter 6.7, and California Code of Regulations Title 23, Chapter 16 at their respective
facilities,

49,  When réference is made in this Complaint to any act of the Entity or Natural
Defendants, sucl'm allegations shall be deemed to mean that thé officers, directors, agents,

employees, or representatives of said defendants did, or authorized, such acts or failed and

omitied to adeguately ot properly supervise, control, or direct their employees, coniractors,
16
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representatives, or agents with respect to such acts and did so while acting in the scope of their
employfnent or agency. .

50. The names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, or otherwise, of defendants
named here in as DOES 1 through 500, inclusive, are unknown at this time to the People, who |
therefore sue said defendants by such fictitious names. The People will amend this Complaint to
show their {rue names and capacities when the same have been ascertained.

| SUBJECT PROPERTIES

51, ‘The Entity and Natural Defendants are the owners and/or operators of the UST

 systems located at properties owned, leased, operated and/or controlled by the Entity and Natural

Defendants.

Contra Costa County
52. 4323 Clayton Road (known as Gasco) is located in the City of Concord, County of

Contla Costa, State of California. At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,
Defendants Azad Amiri, Nasrin Amm and Ameri Mgmt Company, Inc, owned this property and

owned and/or operated the UST systems located at this property.

1 Doradoe County

53, 1140 Emerald Bay Road (known as American Oil) is Jocated in the City of South
Lake Tahoe, County of El Dorado, State of California. At all times relevant to the claims in this
Complaint, Tahoe Biue Propetty, Ine., Kang Property, Inc., Emerald Business Group Inc., Sarbjit
Singh Kang, and Parmjit Singh owned this property and owned and/or operated the UST system
located at this propeﬁy.

54, 3208 Highway 50 (known as Meyers Beaﬁqn) is located in the town of Meyers,
County of El Dorado, State of California. At all times relevant to the claims in this 'Complaint,
Tahoe 3208 Highway 50 Corporation, Sarbjit Singh Kang, and Darshan Singh Kang owned this
property and owned and/or operated the UST systems located at this property,

55. 2304 Lake Tahoe Boutevard (known as South Lake Tahoe Mobil) is located in the
City of South Lake Tahoe, County of El Dorado, State -of California. At all times relevant to the

17
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'claims in this Complaint, Dipal Singh Dhillon, Parmjit Singh, and South Tahoe Station, Inc.,

owned thié property and owned and/or operated the UST system located at this property.

56. 913 Emerald Bay Road (known as South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart) is located in the
City of South Lake Tahoe, County of El Dorado, State of California, Af all times fe}evant to the
claims in this Complaint Kang Property, Inc,, Tahoe Blue Property, Inc,, Sarbjit Singh Kang,and

7 Azad Amiri owned this property and owned and/or operated the UST system located at this

property
Placer Connty
57. 8070 Notth Lake Boulevard (known as Noﬁh Tahoe Station or Kings Beach

" TransAm or North Tahoe Beacon or North Tahoe Mobil) is located in the City of Kings Beach,

County of Placer, State of California. At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, North
Tahoe Station Inc., Darshan S. Kang, Rajinder Singh, Tahoe Station Inc., and Sarbjit S. Kang
owned and/or operatéd the UST systems located at this property, |

Sacramento County

58. 4300 Watt Avenue (known as Chevron Gas Station or Watt Avenue Chevron) is

located in the community of North Highlands, County of Sacramento, State of California, At all

. times relevant to the claims in this Complaint, Haleh Amiri, Parthian Incorporated, Kang

Property, Ine., Sarbjit Singh Kang, and Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc., owned this property
and owned and/or operated the UST systéms located at this property, |

San Joaquin County ' |

59, 6421 Capitol Avenue (known as Flag City Chevron) is located in the City of Lodi,
County of San Joaquin, State of California, At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,
the Bokides Family Limited Partnership and Haleh Amiri owned this property and owned and/or
operated the UST systems located at this property,

Yolo County | |

60. 4480 Chiles Road (known as Union 76 Station) is located in the City of Davis,
County of Yolo, State of California, At all times relevant to the claims in this Complaint,

Sacramento/Dupnigan Property, Inc., Sarbjit Smgh Kang, Azad Amiri, Kang Propérty, Inc,, and

Tirst Amended Complaint for Civil Penalties, Permanent Injunction, and Other Equltable Relief
Case No. 34-2014-00164107




L= B - e = Y

NN N NN RN NN —
RN BEEREREDBDRE2E2 8 53 3 a2 o6 = 5

Narges Eghiesadi, and Ali Amiri owned this property and owned and/or operated the UST
systems located at this property. ' '

61, 28700 County Road 6 (known as Conoco Phillips 76) is located in the town of
Dunmgan County of Yolo, State of California, At all times relcvant to the claims in this
Complaint, Haleh Amiri, Ali Amiri, Kang Property, Ine., Stals Holding Co., LLC, and Aria Oil
Company, Inc. owned this property and owned and/or operated the UST systems located at this
property.,

62. 4040 County Road 89 (known as Dunnigan Chevron) is located in the town of
Dunnigan, County of Yolo, State of California, At all timés relevant to the claims in this
Complaint, Sacramento/Dunnigan Property, Inc, -and Kang Property, Ine. owned this property and

owned and/or operated the UST systems located at this property.

63. For purposes of this Complaint, the “Subject Properties” shall refer to and include the
following properties, including the UST systems locate at the properti_es: (a) 4323 Clayton Road,
Concord, California; (b) 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California; (e) 3208
Highway 50, Meyers, California; (d) 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, California;

- (e) 913 Emerald Bay Roéd, South Lake Tahoe, California; (f) 8070 North Lake Bouleva.fd, Kings

Beach, California; (g) 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California; (b} 6421 Capitol Avenue,
Lodi, California; (i) 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California; (j) 28700 Cdunty Road 6, Dunnigan,
Célifornia; and (k) 4040 (iounty‘Road 6, Dunnigan, California.

ALTER-EGO, AGENTS, AIDERS, ABETTORS,
CO-CONSPIRATORS, AND JOINT ENTERPRISERS

64. At all times mentioned herein, Azad Amiri and Sarbjit Singh Kang were part of an
enterpuse that owned and operated UST systems in violation of California statutes and |
regulations. In most cases, Avzad Amiri and Sarbjit Singh Kang placed family members and close
associates.on title to real property where the UST systems were located and/or info executive
positions of business entities that owned and operated the UST syétems. Azad Amiri and Sarbjit

Singh Kang vsed these individuals and entitics as strawmen to further their unlawful activities by

19
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dirécting, encouraging, facilitating and assisting them in the cdmmission of the acts alleged
herein, By using strawmien, Azad Amiti and Sarbjit Singh Kang deliberately intended to conceal
their actval ownership, opetation and control of the real propérties and business entities alleged
herein, | | .

65. At all times mentioned herein, a unity of interest and ownership existed among the
Entity Defendants and the Natural Defendants whereby the separateness of these defendants from
each other never existed. Specifically, the defendants engaged in certain conduect, including, but
not limited to: (a) Commingling funds and other assets; (b) failing to segregate funds of the
separate entities; (¢) diverting corporate funds or assets to other thah corporate uses withoﬁt
authority; (d) treating the corporate assefs as the Natur-él Defendants’ own; (¢) the Entity
Defendants féi_ling to obtain aﬁthority to issue stock; (f) the Entity Defendants failing to issue
stock; (g) the Entity Defendants failing to maintain minutes; (h) the Entity Defendants failing to
maintain adcquéte corporate records; (i) the identical equitable ownership in more than one of the
Entity Defendants; (j) sole ownership of all of the stock in an Entity .Defend'ant by one individual
or the members of the same family; (k) the use of the same office or business location; (1) the
emplﬁyment of the same emplqyées; (tn) the failure fo adequately capitalize one or more of the
Entity Defendants; (n) the total absence of corporate assets for ope or more of the Entity'
Defendants; (o) under~cap1tahzat10n of one or more of the Entity Defendanis; (p) the use of the
Entity Defendants as mere shells, instrumentalities or conduits for a single venture (q) the
concealment and misrepresentation of the identities of the responsible ownership, management
and financial investment for each Entity Defendant; (r) the disregard of legal formalities; (s}
failure to maintain arm’s-length relationships among related entities; (f) the use of the corporate
entity to procv.iré labor, services, or merchandise for another person or entity; (u) the diversion of
assets from a corporation by or to a stockholder or other person or entity to the detriment of the
creditors; (v) the manipulation of assets and liabilities between entities so as to concentrate the

assets in one and the liabilities in the other; and (w) the use of a corporatlon asa subterfuge of

illegal transactions. As a result of this conduct, the separateness between the Natural Defendants

and the Entity Defendants never existed.
: 20
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66. Defendants at all relevant times, acted as the principal, agent, or representative of
cach of the other defendants, and in doing the acts alleged, each defendant was acting within the
course and scope of the agency relationship with each of the other defendants.

67. Each defendant intended to, and did, encourage, facilitate, or assist in the commission

~of the acts alleged and thereby aided and abetted the other defendants in the unlawful conduct,

The unlawful acts alleged in this Complaint were those acts defendants intended to and did

_fabilitate or were the natural and reasonable consequences of the acts defendants intended to.and

did facilitate,

7 68. Defendants have engaged in a conspiracy, common enterprise, and common course of
conduct, the purpésé of which is and was to engage in the violations of law alleged in this
Complaint, The conspiracy, common entetprise, and common course of conduct continue to the
present.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

60. The State Water Board investigated Defendants’ compliance with the statutes and
regulations governing the maintenance, inspection, testing and operation of the UST systems
located at the Subject Properties. During the course of the investigation, the State Water Board
discovered numerous violations of the iaw. ‘ ‘

70. ‘The State Water Board’s investigation 1'evealed that the Entity and Natural
Defendan{s have violated Chapter 6.7 of the Health and Safety Code and Chapter 16 of Title 23
of the California Code of Regulat'ions'at the Subject Properties, The violations include, but are
not limited to, the following représcnta_tive actions:

a.  Failed to inétall and/or maintain automatic line leak detectors on underground
pressurized piping that conveys a hazardous substance, as required by Health and Safety Code
sections 25290.1¢h), 25290.2(g), 25291(f), and/or 25292(e)(1) and Title 23, California Code of
Regulations, sections 2636(£)(2) and/or 2643(c)(1). These violations were observed on the

following properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i) American Gil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California,

21
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(it} South Lake Tahoe Mobil: 2304 Lake Tahoe Bouleverd, South Lake

Tahoe, California.

(iii)  North Tahoe Station: 8070 North Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach,
California. |

(iv) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

(v) Dunnigan Chevron; 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California.

" (vi) Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California.
. (vii) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California,
b.  Failed to test and certify UST monitoring equipment, as required by Title .23.,.

California Code of Regulations, section 2638, These violations were observed Von the following
properties-and includé, but are not limited to;’

(i) ~ Meyers Beacon: 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California.

(i) Ametican Oil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, Califbrnia.

(iii)y South Lake Tahoe Mobile: 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake
Tahoe, California. |

(iv) Gasco; 4323 Clayton Road Concord, Cahforma

(v) North Tahoe Station: 8070 N Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach, California,

(vi) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California.

(vii) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California,

(viii) -South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, California. _ o
(ix) Union 76 Station: 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California.
(x) Conoco Phillips 76: 28700 County Road 6, Dunnigan, California.
(xi) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.

¢.  Failed to maintain evidehbe of financial responsibility, as required by Health

and Safety Code section 25292.2(a). These violations were observed on the following properties

and include, but are not limited to:
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(i}  North Tahoe Station: 8070 Notrth Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach,
California, |

(i) Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California.

(iiiy Watt Avenue Chevron; 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, Califqrﬁia.

(iv)l- ‘D-unnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California.

(v) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California, |

d.  Failed to construct, operate, and maintain secondary containment systems in a

manner to: (1) prevent structural weakening as a result of contact with any released hazardous
substances, and (2) be capable of storing hazardous substances for the maximum anticipated
period of time necessary for the recovery of any released hazardous substance, as required by

Health and Safety Code sections 25290.1(c)(2), 25290._2(0)(2), and/or 25291(&1')(2). These

violations were observed on the following property and include, but are not limited to:

(i) South Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe,
California. | o

(i1) Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California,

(iii) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

e.  Failed to test secondary containment systems, as required by Title 23,

California Code of Regulations, section 2637, These violations were observed on the following
properties and include, but are not limited to: | |

(i) | Meyers Beacon: 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California,

(ii) American Oil: 1140 Bmerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California.

(i) South Lake Tahoe Mobile: 2304 Lake Tahoo Boulevard, South Lake

Tahoe, Cali_fornia.

(iv) North Tahoe Station: 8070 North Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach,

California,

{v) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

(vi) South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake

Tahoe, California.
23
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(vii) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.
f.  Failed to perform enhanced leak detection testing, as required by Health and
Safety Code section 25292.4 and/or 25292.5 and Title 23, California Code of Regulations, section
2644.1. These violations were observed on the following properiies and include, but are not '
limited to: . ‘
()  American Oil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California,
(i) South Lake Tahoe Mobil: 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake
Tahoe, California, _ |
g, Failed to maintain an UST monitoring system capable of detecting an
unauthorized release from any portion of the underground storage system at the earliest possible

opportunity, as required by Health and Safety Code sections 25290.1(d), 25290.2(d), 25291(b)

and/or 25292(a) and Title 23, California Code Regulationé section 2630(d) and/or 2641(a). These -

violations were observed on the following properties and include, but are not limited fo:

(i) Meyers Beacon: 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California,

(i) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Wait Avenue, Sé.oramento, California,

(iii) South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake
Tahoe, California, ‘ .
(iv) Union 76 Station: 4486 Chiles Road, Davis, California,

_(v) Conoco Phillips: 28700 County Road 6, Dunnigan, California.
(vi) Notth Tahoe Station; 8070 North Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach,
California. | - -

(vil) American Oil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California.

(viii} Dunnigan Cheyron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California.

(ix) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capito] Avenue, Lodi, California,

h.  Failed to maintain USTs in a manner to prevent releases due to spills during

product delivery, as required by Title 23, California Code of Regulations section 2635(b). These
violations were observed on the folloWing properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i) American Oil: 1140 Eme};ald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California.
2
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(iiy  South Lake Tahoe Mobil 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake
Tahoe, California.

(iiiy Walt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

(iv) - Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California.

V) | Flag City Chevron; 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.

i Failed to provide USTs with equipment to prevent spills and overfills and failed

to operate USTs to prevent spills and overfills, as required by Health and Safety Code sections
25290 1(f}, 25290, 2(3), 25291(c), 25292((1), and/or 25292.1(a), and Title 23, Cahforma Code of

Regulatlons section 2635(b)(2). These violations were obqerved on the following propertics and

include, but are not limited to:
() South Lake Tahoe Mobil: 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake
Tahoe, California.
J | Failed to notify local regulatory agencies of the qualified designated UST
operator, as required by Title 23, California Code of Regulations section 2715(a), These

. violations were observed on the following properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i)  Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road Conecord, California,
(i) North Tahoe Staﬁon: 8070 N, Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach, California.
(ili) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Wait Avenue, Sacramento, California,

k.- Failed to ensuré that a qualified designated UST operator perform monthly
visual inspections of every UST system, check that each alarm condition was documented and
responded to appropriately, and/or check that all required testing and maintenance has been
completed and the dates that these activities occurred have been documented, as réquired by Title
23, California Code of Regulations section 2715(c). These violations were observed on the
following properties and include, but are not limited to:

() Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road Concord, California,
(ii) Wat;c- Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

(iii) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89., Dunnigan, California.

23
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(iv) South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart; 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake

—

2 { Tahoe, California, ‘
3 | (v) American Qil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, So_uth Lake Tahoe, California.
4 (vi) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.
5. ! Failed to maintain monitoring, maintenance, and/or designated UST operator
" 6 | inspection records, as required by Health and Safety Code section 25293 and Title 23, California

7 | Code of Regulations seétions 2712(b) and/or 2715(e). These violations were observed on the
8. followiﬁg properties and inelude, but are not limited to:

-9 (i). Wait Avenue Chevron; 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California.

10 (i) South Lake Tahqe Swiss Matt: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake

11 | Tahoe, California, '

12 | . (ili) North Tahoe Station; 8070 Notth L;dke Boulevard, Kings Beach,

13 | California. _ |

14 (iv) American Oil: 1 140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California

15 (v) South Lake Tahoe Mobil; 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake

16 || Tahoe, California. . . ' ' |

17 " (vi) Flag City Chevion: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California,

18 m. Failed to implement an approved monitoring plan, as required by Title 23,

9 | California Code of Regulétions, sections 2632(b) and (d), 2634(d) and (e), and 2641(g) and (h)

20 | These violations were observed on the following properties and include, but are not ‘limited to:

21 _ C (1) Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, Califo.rnia.

22 ' (i) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California.

23 ~ (ili) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.

24 n,  Failed to maintain an unauthorized release response plan, as required by Title

25 I 23, California Code of Regulations sections 2632(d)(2), 2634(6), and 2641(h), These violations
26 [ were observed on the following properties and include, but are not limited to:
27 ‘ () Watt Avenue Chevron: 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California,

28 (ii) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040600unt‘y Road 89, Dunnigan, California. |
p :
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(iii) Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California,
o.  Failed to ensure that a qualified designated UST operator conduct employee

training, failed to retain training records, failed to have at least one of the fécility employees

- present during operating hours with current training by the designated UST operator, and/or failed

to maintain a list of facility employees trained by the designated UST op_eréttor on-gite, as required
by Title 23, California Code of Regulations section 2715(f). These violations were observed on

the following properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i)  American Oil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, Cahforma
(i) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.
~ p.  Failed to maintain an ownet/operator agreement, as required by Heal;th and

Safety Code section 25284(a)(3) and Title 23, Califorﬁia Code of Regulations section 2620(b).
These violations were observed on the following properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, C_ali'forni_a.

q. Failedto provide, maintain or update the operating permit application,

including the facility and tank information, for an UST, or for renewal 61:" the permit, as required
by Health and Safety Code section 25286(a) and Title 23, California Code of Regulations sect:on

2711(a). These violations were observed on the followmg properties and include, but are not

limited to: :
(i) American Oil; 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California.

(ii) South Lake Tahoe Mobil: 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake
Tahoe, California, |
(iii) Watt Avenue Chevron; 43 00 Wait Avenue, Sacramento, California.

(iv) Gasco: 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California,

(v} North Tahoe Station; 8070 N, Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach, California, -

(vi) South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe,
California,
r.  Failed to retain copies of the permit and all conditions and attachments,

including momtormg plans, at the facility, as rcqulred by Title 23, California Code of Regulatmns
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section 2712(i). These violations were observed on the following properties and include, but are

not limited to: , , _
(i)  South Lake Tahoe Mobile: 2304 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake

Tahoe, Califorﬁia.
(i) South Lake Tahoe Swiss Mart: 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake

Tahoe, California.
(iii) Amerlcan Oil: 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California.
(iv) Dunnlgan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California,
(v) North Tahoe Siation: 8070 N, I.ake Boulevard, Kings Beach, California.
(vi) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California,
s, Failed to obtain a permit to operate an UST system, as required by Health and

Safety Code section 25284(a)(1). These violations were observed on the following properties and

“include, but are not limited to:

()  South Lake -Tahﬁe Swiss Mart 913 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake

Tahoe, California, | |
| (i) North Tahoe Station; 8070 N, Lake Boulevard, Kings Beach, California,
(i) Wait Avenue Chevron; 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California.
(iv) Dunnigan Chevron: 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California.
t. Failure to properly close or cease operation of an UST system, as required by

Health and Safety Code sections 25298(a) and 25298(c) and Title 23, California Code of
Regulations sections 2670(f) and 2672, These violations were observed on the following
properties and mclude but are not 11m11ed to:

(i) Meyers Beacon: 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California.

(i) Union 76 Station; 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California,

(iif) Conoco Philips 76: 28700 County Road 6, Dunnigan, California,

u.  Failure to submit a copy of the secondary containment test report and a

| completed Monitoring System Certification form to the local agency within thirty (30) days of the |

completion of the test, in violation of California Code of Regulations, Title 23, secnons 2637(e)
28
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and 2638(d), respectively. These violations were observed on the following properties and

include, but are not limited to.‘:
(i) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California.

v,  Failure to record or_repdrt any unauthorized release from the UST, and any spill
or overfill, as requited by Health and Safety Code sections 25294 and 25295 . These violations
were obsefved on the following properties and iﬁclude, but are not limited o

(i) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California,

w.  Failure to affix a tag/sticker on each monitoring equipment component being

certified, in violation of California Code of Regulations, Title 23, section 2638(f), This violations

were observed on the following properties and include, but are not limited to:

(i) Flag City Chevron: 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi California

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Civil Penalties — Health and Safety Code § 25299(a)
(Directed to All Entity and Natural Defendants)

- 71, Plaintiff realleges‘ and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 70, inclusive,
as if fully set forth bere, | |
72, The Entity and Natural Defendants, as operators of the underground tank systems at
the Subject Properties,'violated the law, and continue to violate the law, as specifically alleged:

above.

73, The Entity and Natural Defendants, as operators of the underground tank systems at

the Subject Properties, are strictly liable for civil penalties as set forth in Health and Safety Code .

section 25299(a) for cach daily violation of the rules, regulations, standards, or requirements
applicaBle 1o each UST as set forth above which ocewrred within five years after discovery of the
facts constituting grounds for commencing the actions on these claims,

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

Civil Penalties — Heakth and Safety Code § 25299(b)
(Directed to All Entity and Natural Defendants)

74.  Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragtaphs 1 through 73, inclusive as

if fully set forth here,
29
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75. The Entity and Natural Defendanfs, as owners of the underground tank systems at the
Subject Propetties, violated the law, and continue to violate the law, as specifically alleged above.

76. 'The Entity and Natural Defendants, as owners of the undefground tank systems ét the
Subject Properties, are strictly Hable for civil penalties as set forth in Health and Safety Code |
section 25299(b) for each daily violation of the fules, regulations, standards, or requirements

applicable to each UST as set forth above which occurred within five years after discovery of the

facts constituting grounds for commencing the action on these claims.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

Injunctive and Declaratory Relief
(Dlrected to AN Entity and Natural Defendants)

77, Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragr aphs 1 through 76, inclusive as
if fully set forth here, | . |

78. A present and continuing controversy exists between the State Water Board and the
Entity and Natural Defendants rega1dmg the Entity and Natural Defendants’ ownershlp and/or
operation of the facilities and/or the facilities” UST systems at issue herein, The State Water
Board contends that the Fntity and Natural Defendants have failed, and continue to fail, to -
comply with the specific requirements of Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6,7 and
California Code of Regulations Title 23, Chapter 16, The State Water Board is informed and
believes and alleges thercon that the Entity énd Natural Defendants contend to the contraty.

79. Becanse the Entity and Natural Defendants have failed, and continue to fail, o
comply with the specific requirements of Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.7 and
California Code of Regulations Tifle 23, Chapter 16, pursuant to Health and Safety Code section
25299,01 and other authorities this Court may enjoin these acts or practices, or direct compliance,
by granting permanent o temporary injunctions, restraining orders, or other orders,

80, A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate at this timé to ascertain the Entity
and Natural Defendants’ duties to own and/or operate their facilities in compliance with the law.
The State Water Board seeks a declaration that" the Entity and Natural Defendants’ conduet ig-
unlawful and that the continuation of such conduct would be both unlawful and injurious to the
People of the State of California, aé well as a court order requiring the Entity and Natural

30
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($5,000) for each UST system violation for cach day of each violation. The State Water Board

Defendants to own and/or opefate their facilities and/or the facilities’ UST systems in compliance
with the law. Unless the Court gfant§ the relief prayed for in this petition, the State Water Board
is informed and believes and alleges thereon that the Entity and Natural Defendants will COntiﬁue
their unkawful ownership and/or operation of therfacilities and/or the facilities’ UST systems,
| PRAYER
" WHEREFORE, the People of the State of California ex rel, State Water Resources

Conirol Board pray for judgment as foliows:

1. Civil Penalties according to proof against the Entity and Natural Defendants pursyant

to Health and Safety Code section 25299 at the statutory maximum of five thousand dollars

will seek pennlties against the operators of the uﬁdergroupd tank systems at the Subject Properties
pursuant to Health and Safety Code § 2529%(a) and the ownets of the underground tank systems
at the Subject Properties pursuant to Health and Safcty Code § 25299(b) as follows:

a 4323 Clayton Road, Concord, California; $3,640,000 reflecting approximately

728 days of violations;
b, 1140 Emerald Bay Road, South Lake Tahoe, California: $21,340,000

reflecting approximately 4,268 days of violations;

c. 3208 Highway 50, Meyers, California: $45,650,000 reflecting approximately

9,130 days of violations; :
d. 2304 Lake Tahoe Blvd,, South Lake Tahoe, California: $13,465,000 reflecting

approximately 2,693 days of violations;
e. 913 Emerald Bay Road, Soilth Lake Tahoe, California: $4,000,000 reflecting

approximately 800 days of violations;

f. 8070 North Lake Blvd.,, Kings Beach, California; $6,290,000 reflecting

approximately 1,258 days of violations;

g 4300 Watt Avenue, Sacramento, California: $17,605,000 reflecting

approximately 3,521 days of violations;

3
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_h. 6421 Capitol Avenue, Lodi, California; $2,490,000 reflecting approximately

498 days of violations;
i. 4480 Chiles Road, Davis, California: $7,075,000 reflecting appr0x1mately

1,415 days of violations; :

i, 28700 County Road 6, Dunnigan, California: $17,520,000 reflecting
approximately 3,504 days of violations; and o

k. 4040 County Road 89, Dunnigan, California: $3,640,000 reflecting
approxiﬂlately 728 days of violations; |

2. The State Water Board requests that this Court declare that the Entity and Natural
Defendants’ conduct is unlawful and that the continuation of such conduct would Ee both
unlawful and injuricus to the People of the State of California. The State Water Board further
rcquests that this Court issue a permanent mjunctmn to prohlbﬂ the Entity and Natoral |
Defendants from operating their facilities and/or the facilities’ UST gystems in the unlawful
manner alleged herein, and to comply with the specific requirements of Health and .Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.7 and California Code of Regulations Title 23, Chapter 16, Unless such
an injunctioﬂ is issued, the State Water Board is informed and believes that the Entity and Natural
Defendants will continue to own and/or operate their facilitics and/or the facilities” UST systems
unlawfully, to the détriment of the People of the State of California;

3. Grant the People of the State of California ex rel, State Water Resources Control
Board their costs of inspection, investigation, attorneys’ fees, enforcement, prosecution, and suit,
including, but not limited to, such costs as are authotized for reimbursement pursuant to Code of
Civil Procedure section 1021.8; and -

4. Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and pfoper.

32
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Dated: August 4, 2014

SA2012104176
1 I422302.dqcx
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Respectfully Submitted,

KAMALA . HARRIS .

Attorney General of California
RANDY L, BARROW

Supervising Deputy Attorney General

o) Lo
STEPHEN M. LERNER

Deputy Attorney General

Attorneys for
State Water Resources Control Board
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