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XV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully submits that the issuance of the Order .
was improper, inappropriate, unlawful, and not supported by substantial evidence. Petitioner
respectfully requests that the State Water Board grant this Petition and review the Regional Water
Board’s actionzin 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.

DATED: July 10, 2008

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

TOAIN C. DONNELLAN

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated
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' Q‘ California Regwnal Water Quallty Control Board

Los Angeles Region .
) 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angelm California 90013
Linda S. Adams Phone (213) 576—6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Internet Address: http://www.waterboards.ca. gov/losangel&c Arnold Schwarzenegger
Cal/EPA Secretary ) . . Governor

- June 11, 2008

M. Robert Anderson

Leggett and Platt, Inc.
" One Leggett Road

Carthage, MO 64836

CALIFORNIA WATER CODE (CWC) SECTION 13267 ORDER: REQUIRING
SUBMITTAL OF A WORK PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL SOIL GAS AND GROUNDWATER
INVESTIGATION — VALLEY ALHAMBRA PROPERTY, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD '
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA (SLIC NO. 0967, SITE ID 204DJ00)

Dear Mr. Andersop_.

'Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff has completed a review
of the case file for the subject site. Based: on the information provided to us, we have determined that
the site is not eligible for closure of soil and/or groundwater at this time. The Regional Board is
issuing this letter to require submittal of a work plan for additional investigation of soil gas and
groundwater at the site.

Background

The site operated as a service statxon 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 one 2,000 gallon UST. From January 1972 to January 1993, the site was occupied by Harris
Hub/Contract Metal Fabricators/Dresher, Inc. In 1990, Leggett and Platt purchased the business and
continued the operation. Activities at the site included painting and assembling metal bed frames. As
part of the painting process, two dip tanks and three 750 gallon USTs were used to contain or 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 mvesugatlons were completed at the site. Based on
boring logs completed at the site during the installation of five groundwater monitoring wells in
1999, lithology in the upper 25 feet of soil consists of sands, clayey sands, and clays. The soil
investigations indicated that volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including tetrachloroethene (PCE),
trichloroethene (TCE), toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes were present beneath the footprints of the
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Mr. Robert Anderson - . 2o . ' Junell, 2008
Valley Alhambra Property e -

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 kilogram
(mg/kg), TCE at concentrations of up to 10 mg/kg, toluene at .concentrations of up to 540 mg/kg,
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 with
background levéls found in Southern California soils )

Soil-gas samples were collected i in January 1999, at 15 locatlons 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 m1crograms per
11ter (ng/L). TCE was only detected in two bonngs at much lower concentranons

In May 1999, five groundwater monitoring wells (MW—] through MW—S) 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 (ug/L) and 4,100 pg/L, respectively. TCE
and cis-1,2-DCE were also detected during this event, however at much lower concentrations.
. Groundwater was encountered dunng the installation of momtonng wells MW 1 through MW-5
between approximately 15 and 17 feet bgs. :

Remedlanon of soil and groundwater began in December 2001, with the implementation of a dual-
phase extraction system. The extraction system operated from December 2001 through October 2002
and removed approximately 107 pounds of VOCs from the site. 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 system shut down. Based

“on the latest groundwater sampling event in December 2003, VOCs remain in groundwater beneath
the site with concentrations up to 26 pg/L of PCE, 19 pg/L of TCE and 89 ;,Lg/L of cis- 1 2- DCE

' Conﬁrma’uon soil matrix samplmg was conducted at the 31te n Deeember 2003 and J anuary 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 (pg/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 International Corporation (Environ), prepared a Risk Assessment
of Potential Migration of Volatile Organic Compounds to Indoor Air (Risk Assessment) dated °
November 28,"2005. The Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed.
the Risk Assessment and provided comments to Regional Board staff in a memo dated April 17,
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2006. OEHHA indicated that the lack of post-remediation soil-gas sampling could represent a
limitation in the Risk Assessment as all modeling was based on soil matrix and groundwater data.

' , Comments and Requirements

- After reviewing historic groundwater monitoring, dual-phase extraction, and confirmation sampling -
-"reports, as well as the Risk Assessment and other file documents Reglonal Board staff has the
followmg comments and requirements: :

1. You are required to submJt 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 mveshganon of soil-gas and groundwater (see
below). .

2. Additional groundwater data is needed t properly evaluate thelateral and vertical extent of
groundwater contamination. Although ‘groundwater data collected from the on-site
~ monitoring wells indicate concentrations of chlorinated VOCs contamination in groundwater'
have been significantly reduced, the upgradient, cross-gradient, and downgradient extent of
this contamination has not been defined to non-detect levels. Therefore, you are required to
fully define the vertical and lateral extent of 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-
‘laboratory sieve analysis of soil matrix samples) and collect discrete vertical groundwater
_ samples. Investigation of the saturated zone must include continuous coring until.a competent
clay boundary with a minimum thickness of 5 feet is encountered. Discrete groundwater’
samples should be collected from water bearing zones or at a minimurn of every 10 feet if the -
lithology appears consistent over < large depth interval. Based on this information, additional
groundwater monitoring wells can be constructed to give the most useful data for evaluation of
impact to groundwater beneath the 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
lateral and vertical extent of contammatlon in groundwater by August 19, 2008.

- 3. Based on comments received from OEHHA dated April 17, 2006 (copy attached) you are
required to perform a post-remedial soil-gas investigation and complete a vapor intrusion
evaluation for the site. The work plan for the soil-gas iinvestigation may be included with the

" work plan for the lateral and vertical delineation of contaminated groundwater due to the
Regional Board by August 19, 2008. The completed vapor intrusion evaluation is due to the
Regional Board by December 19, 2008. The following document can be referenced for the
site-specific vapor intrusion evaluation: “Interim Final Guidance for the Evaluation and
Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor Intrusion to Indoor 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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4. Groundwater menitoring is not being conducted at the site. You must resume monitoring of
the existing and new groundwater wells at the site according to the following seml—annual :

schedule:
Report Period S : ~ Report Due Date
January — Juné July 31%
July — December , " January 31%

In addition to the information provided in the previous monitoring reports, all future
groundwater monitoring reports shall include the following:

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

e A table detailing the construcuon of all emstmg (and planned) groundwater
monitoring wells at the site. .

* Cross-section ﬁgures showing the -extent of dissolved-phase contamination in the
saturated zome along the -groundwater ﬂow direction and perpendlcular to
groundwater flow d1reot10n

You are required to resume groundwater monitoring at the site with the July through
December 2008 groundwater monitoring report ‘due to the Regional Board no later than
January 31, 2009 '

5. A Health and Safety Plan for the required work must be submitted to the Reglonal Board
prior to initiating any fieldwork. You may include the Health and Safety Plan in the required
~ work plan(s) as an appendlx :

6. Please note that effective July 1, 2005, all reports: submitted to the Regional Board must
comply with the electronic submittal of information (ESI) to be submitted over the internet,
including, groundwater = monitoring reports, soil  ~ and/or groundwater
investigation/characterization reports, remedial action plans, requests for closure, and -
portable data format (PDF). The text of the regulations can be found at the URL:

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic reportng/docs/final electromic regs dec04.pdf.

_ Additionally, the State Water Board Geotracker data management system is capable of
accepting this electronic information. The Regional Board does not have the resources to

" acquire hardware to allow caseworkers to appropriately review documents in electronic
form. Therefore, for the foreseeable future, we request that you continue to submit hard
copies of all documents and data submlttals in addition to ESI to Geotraoker

California Environmental Protection Agency

- Qé Recycled Paper
Qur mission is'to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources for the beneﬁt of | present and future generations.



L]

Mr. Robert Anderson -5- . ' Fune 11,2008
Valley Alhambra Property : '

Pursuant to section 13267 of the CWC, you are required to submit a conceptual site model and a
work plan for additional soil gas and groundwater investigation on and offsite by August 19, 2008, 2
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 received. )

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. David Young at (213) 5§76-6733 or Ms.
Su Han at (213) 576-6735. '

Sincerely,

S

"F\chyJ_ / oscue Lo
Executiye Dfficer

‘Enclosure:  Memoraridum from OEHHA 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, Environ
Ms. Seema Sutarwala, Environ
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. Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment ;
- JoanE.Denton, Ph,D, Diréctor ' ' S " m
Headqudrters i_0()l_1'f$tpr§ét'-"§gi§'rz'xme11’to, California 95814
Mailing-Address: $.0. Box 4010-e Sacrameénfo, California 95812-4010° - . '
Oakland-Office » Mailing Address:. 1515 Clay _St;x;‘e;e_t,,-?lﬁ“‘ Floar » Oakland, California-94612

D;ﬂlijl:.c o \ . . - .MEMORANDU M o . Aragld Sc.!l\\'ndcx;cgge;'
A cling_ Agency Sscretary . ’ . . « Governer
.TO:  David A, Young o=1 AR
‘ Los Angeles Region IV . . »=% 2 T
' California Regional Water Quality Control Board Bok ™~ &
 320'W. 4" Stréet, 1" Floor.  © . = w
Los Angeles, California 90013 - . p) 7B %
S | S # e Ak
FROM: - Hristo Hristoy, MD, Ph.D., M.Env.Sc. _ - \J4 Eﬁgi pye
: - Integrated Risk Assessment Branch o P :

- Office of Environmental Health Hazard A'ssessmeﬁt Assessment
1001 I Street, 12 Floor - : = .
Sacramento, California 95814

DATE: - April17,2006

-ORGANIC COMPOUNDS TO INDOORIAIR, 4960 VALLEY BOULEVARD,

" SUBJECT: RISK ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL MIGRATION OF VOLATILE

. LOS ANGELESCATIFORNIA, AND'RESPONSE TO @EHHA REVIEW OF
“RISK ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL#MIGRATION OF VOLATILE .
ORGANIC COMPOUNDS TO INDOOR AIR, 4900 VALLEY BOULEVARD,

" LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA . - ; T
SWRCB #R4-05-10 7 OEHMHA #880118-01

A Docuiﬁent Revieﬁed ' SR
- (Italicized text is quoted from the report.)-

i The Integrated Risk Assessment Branch of the Office of Environmental Health hazard

" Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed the document entitled “Risk Assessment Of Potential Migration
'Of Volatile Organic Compounds To Indoor Air, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles,
California”, prepared by Environ to provide comments ‘or approval.- In addition, a letter entitled

* “Response to OEHHA review of 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 considered in the preparation of this memorandum. The letter was prepared
to address some initia]l OEHHA’s concerns intended to the attention of the Los Angeles Water
Resource Quality Control Board (LA RWQCB) site manager. L .

California Environmental Protection Agency -
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' DaVid A. Young
April, 17,2006
Page 2

Scope of the Review
“The documents were reviewed for scientific and regulatory issues related to the risk -
assessment process applied “fo obtain an “unrestricted use” condition for the Site from the
_ California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles....” The review was intended -
_ to verify the obtained resuits, elaborate on’their analysis, and evaluate the conclusions made by
* the consultant. Only typographical errors reflecting the ',sci'emiﬁc integrity and the text
interpretation were noted. : : o : T

Limitations

The Rep orf Format and Content - This short report is limited to the development of risk-
based concentrations (RBCs) developed to protect residents potentially occupying the site from
inhalation of vapors migrating from contaminated soil and groundwater. R -

- Site Characterization - No site characterization section was found in the provided report.
. Erviron provided (through the LA RWQGCB) a set of documents, namely “Fourth-Quarter 2003 -
. Ground Water Monitoring report and Confirmation Soil Sampling, 4900 East Valley Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California”, and “Worlplan for Confirmation Soil Sampling and Final Round of
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 o 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
-are’likely to be in the samples. Fuithermore;the sample iocations nivst represent the siteasa
~ whole or at least not avoid significant contamination. Finally, samples must be handled insuch a
way that chemical is not lost before the analysis can take place.” Due to their proximity to and
familiarity with sites, Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) staff can better, o
~ determine the sampling locations, sample handling and needed for chemical analysis. Therefore,
OEHHA based its analysis on the assumption that the sampling and analysis are comprehensive,
represéntative, and accurate for this site and that all data used in the Risk Assessment are correct
and representative of the data shown in the ground water monitoring and confirmation soil
~ sampling report. * : S ' ' t

_ Type of Data Used — All inodeling is based on soil matrix and groundwater data. CalEPA
and US EPA recommend the use of soil-gas data to decrease the uhcertainty related to

contaminait partitioning among the three soil matrix phases. According to the Environ

“Response to OEHHA review of “Risk Assessment of Potential Migration...” letter sent on
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March 29, 2006 “no soil-gas sampling was performed folloWi7zg the remediation because of the
" low concentrations remaining in;soil and ground water.” This could represent a limitation in
the assessment. :

Site Background

No Site Background Information: was found within the provided risk asses:sment report and
within the documents sent on March 29; 2006. S

General Comments -

- Completeness of the Risk Assessment ~ The LA RWQCB requested OEHHA to review
the risk estimation under residential and construction scenarios, soil ingestion and contact '
pathways, a:{ld migration of vapors otiginating frem soil and ground ‘water. -Some initial '
- comments provided by OBHHA tothe LA RWQCB resulted in Environ’s “Response to OEHHA
veview of “Risk Assessment of Potential Migration...” letter sent on March 29, 2006 to OEHHA.

A Site Conceptual Model (SCM) figure attached to this letter shows a number of complete
" exposure pathways, including soil ingestion and derrnal contact with soil,- However, according to
the text (response 1) all pathways except vapor migration indoors have been eliminated as "
' incomplete without further explanation. The elimination of potentially relevant pathways should
be discussed in the report. OEHHA agrees that risk estimation under residential scenario
provides more conservative risk.estimates than typical risk estimation under industrial or.
.commercial scenarios. However, this does not apply to the construction worker scenarios
Without further explanation, OEHHA cannot support the elimination of pathways under the
residential and construction scenarios. - e A S

s Gi:.ouip;iwﬁtei‘ Cﬁh’eg:_ﬁr}maﬁ-onﬂf Goﬂé;eﬁn -~ Aceording to the' SCM, ."-_‘grawnd water at

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

. compares the maximum groundwater concentrations to current drinking water Public Health
Goals. o ' - : :

". Chemical - | Maximum Groundwater Concentration | Public Health. Goal
‘ ] (ugfL) o (719
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE)* 26 : ‘ - 0.06°
Trichloroethylene (TCE)* 19 - I 0.8
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene "~ ' .89 I 100

* carcinogen
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Based on Table 5 showing parameiers used id the vapor migration modeling, it éppears that
the ground water is located 13 feet below ground surface (ft bgs). The location of the closest -
drinking water wells is not shown in the report. OEHHA is not in a position to assess the
appropriateness of the Environ’s conclusion that ground water-does not need to be protected as a

drinking water source.

Evaluation of Ecological Tmpact —no discussion of the potential of ecological impact was
_found in the report. : . :

Soil and »Gr«oilnd Water Vépbr Migration to Indoor Air
The following issues were identified in the ‘pfovided documénfs:

1.-According to p. 3 of the report tetrachloroethylene (PCE) wasidentified at two separate depth
strata from approximately 2 to 7 feet below ground surface (bgs) and from 10to 13 ftbgs. All. -
- PCE modeling and risk calculations are based on this depth contamination assumption. The soil

" interval between 7.3 and 10 ft bgs was not sampled. Environ should have assumed that the PCE
contatnination starts at 7.3 and exte'ndsl to 13 ft bgs to avoid modeling underestimation of the tisk
-and hazard. ' ) - - ‘ '
~ . 2. Although the report’s Table 5 shows the paratrietérs used-in the vapor intrusion modeling

" (from soil and ground water), modeling spreadsheets were not provided within the report. Later,
Environ provided example spreadsheets for PCE in soil and refined PCE modeling for one of the
fhree groups of groundwater wells only, as part of ifs “Response to OEHFIA comments. ..” letter:
Thus I was unable to verify the modeling calculations. Lo

» Two seil-strata, namely A -and B are shown in thesoil modeling:section in Table 5. This
subdivision is imnecessary and confusing because both strata are sand extending to the -

" groundwater table, and the J ohnson & 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 in Table 5 only.

« Table 5 shows three groups of groundwater well locations differing by the different type of
: - soil, respectively soil properties; soil thickness, and contaminant concentrations. The
provided spreadsheet shows an example of refimed groundwater PCE modeling at one of
the groups only. This way it was impossible to understand whether the modeling results
are representative of the locations showing the highest vapor migration, and respectively
risk and hazard. ) T . . S '
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3. The report does not show the cumulative hazard resulting from inhalation of vapors
originating in soil and ground water. .

4. Table 6 of the report show some RBC calculation.errors which were gbrreoted in the revised
Table 6 attached to -t'ge letter (except for ethylbenzene which RBC should be 2.32 E+02 pg/kg).

‘Rased on the above, OEHHA independently remodeled the RBCs and estimated the
cummuiative Tisk and hazard.. While the total incremental lifefime cancer risk resulted in-the low
10”° 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 the'ones
generated by the consultant. ' o

Conclusions

My Ievicv} of the presentéd Risk Asséssment Of Potential Migration of Volatile brgmﬁc
Compeunds To Indoor Air confirmed the consultant conclusions. . - :

The following issues are 'presentéd for. your consideration:

‘ 1. The assessmeht was limited to the indeor air pathway for 'resid'ents. It did not evaluate all
~ complete pathways under residential and construction wozker scenarios. '
2.The potential ecological impact was not discussed.--

3.Groundwater was not-considered a source or potential source of drinking water. No_
supportive arguments were found m 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
and my-own recalculation, this letter.is not part of the report. -An amendment to:the repert
' may help in this regard. . R o L
. 5.Additivity was not considered for non-carcinogens, although my calculations demonstrated
“acceptable total hazard index. 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,
hbristov@oehha.ca.gov, if you have any questions related to this review.

Reviewed by:

Tim C. CarlisieD.V.M., M.Sc., Senior Toxicologist
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PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O’'HARA, SAMUELIAN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

‘ . . Direct Dial: (213) 683-6638
JOAN C. DONNELLAN - : . . E-mail: JDONNELLAN@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, California 90013

Re: 4900 Valley-Alhambra Blvd Site, (SLIC Nol 0967,Site ID 204DJ00)
Dear Mr. Young:

Leggett & Platt Incorporated hereby requests that the file containing all documentation
relied on by the Board in the above referenced matter be made available for inspection and
copying no later than July 2, 2008 to assist both Valley Alhambra and Leggett & Platt
Incorporated to evaluate the filing of a Petition for 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 Valley Alhambra and Leggett &
Platt Incorporated and does not admit liability for the condition of the above referenced site.

Please contact Eddie Arslanian at Environ to arrange the date for inspection and copying.

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

Northrup™Schlueter ’ ' www.nsplc.com

A Professional Law Corporation

June 27, 2008

L

.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.ASite, (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 preJudlce 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 /trﬁy yours,

LLN/



Mr. David Young
June 27, 2008
Page 2

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

Northrup Schlueter

A Professional Law Corporation
wwaw.nsplc.com



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

Total # of Pages: 1 (including cover page)

Message:

In anticipation of a filing of a “Petition for Reconsideration” by this Friday, July 1 1, ENVIRON
requests to review files this week for the Valley Alhambra Property, 4900 Valley Boulevard, Los
Angeles, California (Underground Storage Tank ID No. 900320052). The site also has a SLIC
listing (SLIC No. 0967) and we have made a separate request for that file under the SLIC program.
Please coordinate with Mr. David Young, the case officer under the SLIC listing, to expedite this

process.
Please call me at 213-943-6326 to set up an appointment. Thank you.

copy: Mr. David Young, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

WWW.ENVironcorp.com 757 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,
et mrmndmnd arem manamtian dack ad T2 042 £200



S ENVIRON X

FACSIMILE COVER LETTER

Date: July 7, 2008 A

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 Régionai Water Quality Control Board
Ms. Su Han, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

www.environcorp.com N N T -
If you receive the following facsimile incomplete or with errors,

please contact our reception desk at (213) 943-6300.
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PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O'HARA, SAMUELIAN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Direct Dial: (213) 683-6686

PEDRAM MAZGANI E-mail: PMAZGANI@PMCOS.COM

Tuly 10, 2008

Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile [(213) 576-6640]
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 204DJ 00)

Dear Mr. Young:

On July 10, 2008; Leggett & Platt Incorporated filed a Petition with the State
Water Resources Control Board pursuant to Water Code Section 13320 for review of the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region’s Section 13267 Order
issued to Leggett & Platt Incorporated on June 11, 2008. Pursuant to Title 23 of the California
Code of Regulations, Section 2050.5(a) you are requested to file the administrative record, '
including available tape recordings and transcripts; if any, with the State Water Resources
Control Board within thirty (30) days.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Very Truly Yours,

Pdram 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) S
ATTORNEYS AT LA

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

Pedram F. Mazgani SBN 204808 '

PARKER, MILLIKEN, CLARK, O HARA & SAMUELIAN
A Professional Corporatlon

555 S. Flower St., 30" Floor

Los Angeles, California 90071-2440

Telephone:  (213) 683-6500

Facsimile: (213) 683-6669

Attorneys for Petitioner
Leggett & Platt, Incorporated

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION Petition No.

OF LEGGETT & PLATT, ‘
INCORPORATED, FOR REVIEW OF DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN
WATER CODE SECTION 13267 1 SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
ORDER DATED JUNE 11, 2008, BY PURSUANT TO WATER CODE SECTION

THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL 13320 AND 23 C.C.R. SECTION §2050 ET SEQ.
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

I, GEORGE O. LINKLETTER, declare as follows:

1. 1 declare under penalty of perjury that I am a Principal and Senior Vice President

of ENVIRON and have served as the Principal-in-Charge of investfgation, evaluation and

| remediating the PCE/TCE contamination at 4900 East Valley Boulevard, Los Angeles California

(“Site”).

2. I have both A.B. and A.M. degrees in Geologyb from Dartmouth College, and a
Ph.D.in Geology from the University of Washington. I am a Professibﬁal Geologist in the State
of California with over 35 years of experience, including extensive experience in investigating
suspécted contamination, characterizing contaminated sites anddeveloping and successfully
implementing remedial programs. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

3. My experience extends to all types of industrial contaminants in soil and ground

water, including PCE/TCE, in both rural and urban settings.

DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
330405 (4009-700)




4.

ENVIRON was engaged by Leggett & Platt Incorporated in 1998 as a consultant,

A~ W

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 California Regional

~N N W

Water Quality Control Board —Los Angeles Re_gion (“Regional Water Board”) by RMT
Environmental in 1992 and 1993 in connection with the excavation and femediation of soil

adjacent to a former paint dip tank system, which was removed by RMT. We also reviewed
8

reports filed with the Regionél Board in 1993 and 1994 by CLT Engineering Services, Valley
9 || Alhambra’s consultant, in connection with an invesﬁgation of the Site and reflecting the presence
10 || of PCE and TCE in the subsurface adjacent to the paint tanks.
11 5.
12

As a condition of the settlement of the litigation in 2000, Valley Alhambra and 7
13

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
14

accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement between Valley Alhambra, Dresher, Inc.
15 || and Leggett & Platt Incorporated.

16 6.

17

The Regional Water Board issued a letter dated January 17, 2001 requiring a
18

Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan. In that letter, the Regional Water Board requested

information regarding site use history and previous environmental investi gations conducted at the
19 || site. '

20

7. Early in the investigation process, the Regional Water Board requested that
21 || ENVIRON submit a work plan to identify the migration of contaminants off site on the property
22 || located at 4880 East Valley Boulevard, west of the Site.. In response, ENVIRON submitted the
23

“Work Plan for Off-Site HydroPunch and Bedrock Identification” dated February 22, 2001 R
24

affecting the adjacent property owned at that time by the Corradini Corporation.
25

8. On April 30, 2001, ENVIRON submitted to the Regional Water Board its
26 “Response to Request for Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan.” ENVIRON’s April 30, 2001
27 || submittal addressed certain issues raised by the Regional Water Board in its letter dated January
ARIER MILLIKEN 28 17,2001.
e -2-
DECLARATION OF GEORGE LINKLETTER IN SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
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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 submittal.
Contrafy 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
paints, not solvents, as reflected in reports filed with the Regional Board.

10.  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, includirig 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 iﬁability to gain
access to the Corradini property in spite of the efforts of ENVIRON, various attorneys, and the
Regional Water Board itself (letter dated Jﬁne 5,2001; see Exhibit B). The Regional Water
Board made no further demands to characterize the migration of contaminants off site.

13.  OnJune s, 2001, the Regional Water Board issued a letter regarding ENVIRON’s
“Response to Request for a Subsurface Site Assessment Work Plan,” dated April 30, 2001. In
that letter, the Regional Water Board required that a work plan be submitted to delineate soil
contamination west of the recognized source area. On June 20, 2001, ENVIRON submitted a
“Work Plan to Delineate éoil West of Suspected Source Area,” which involved advancing two
soil borings (SB-1 and SB-2) along the western property boundary. This work was completed on
June 22, 2001 and an update was provided to the Regional Water Board in ENVIRON’s “Status
of Project” letter dated October 31, 2001. The analytical laboratory reports of the soil 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 ahd 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”
(IRAP) to address subsurface volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The Regional Water Board
authorized the impleinentation 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 Regioﬁal 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. . Following the agreed upon number of post-remediation ground water monitoring
events, a meeting was held on November 18, 2003 between representatives from ENVIRON

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

Young and J.T. Liu) to discuss the data from the post-remediation ground water monitoring and

protocols for confirmation soil sampling and a final round of ground water monitoring as a
prelude to site closure (No Further Action [NFA] désignation).

16.- On December 3, 2003, ENVIRON submitted its “Work Plén for Confirmation Soil
Sampling and Final Round of Ground water Sampling.” The work plan included an historical
summary of the soil, soil gas, and ground water data collected from the Site. In a December 9,
2003 email (see Exhibit E), Mr. Young approved the work plan, noting that “the only comment I |
have is with regard to analysis for VOCs. Due to the nature of this sampling event (confirmation
sampling for site closure), VOCs should be analyzed in both soil and ground water by EPA
Method 8260B. This analytical method covers a broader range of analytes, which is helpful
information in determining if the site is eligible for closure. Other than this issue, everything else
appears appropriate.” ENVIRON addressed Mr. Young’s comment lising 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 (Ekhibit
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 Regiona] Water Board
“management” for the “closure process.” In a March 25, 2004 email (see Exhibit H), ENVIRON
submitted a case review form via electronic mail.

18. Following various eﬁlails between ENVIRON and Regional Water Board staff
(see Exhibit I), in a June 30, 2004 email (see Exhibit I), Mr. Liu stated fhat 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. Lia, ENVIRON informed
the Regional Water Board that the Site is not located within the San Gabriel Valley Superfﬁnd
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,

'séhools, 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 a 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
Regional Water Board’s approval, the remediation equipment was removed.

23.  To address the Regional Water Board;s concermn 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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| conclusions regarding the risk assessment, but raised certain questions for Regional Water Board

dated November 28, 2005. The risk assessment concluded that the “cumulaﬁve,cancer risks are
no higher than 1 X 10" (mostly attributed to PCE) and recommended that the Regional Water
Board provide an NFA designation for “unrestricted use for the site.” The Regional Water Board
submitted the risk assessment to the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA) for review. OEHHA provided its comments to the risk assessment in an email dated
January 17, 2006. On March 9, 2006, ENVIRON submitted a response to Regional Water Board
and OEHHA respc;nding to the OEHHA comments. In its April 17, 2006 memorandum
addressed to the Regional Water Board, OEHHA stated that it agreed with ENVIRON’s

consideration. The OEHHA memorandum was first submitted to ENVIRON via facsimile on
July 13, 2006.

24.  On]J amuary 19, 2007, representatives from ENVIRON (George Linkletter, CY
Jeng, Eddie Arslanian), the Regional Water Board (Adnan Siddiqui' and David Young), and
representatives of the propertyL 6wner and Leggett & Platt met to discuss the outstanding items
raised in the OEHHA memo. It is my recollection and understanding that, at that meeting, the
Regional Waté:r Board agreed on an approach to address the various comments made by OEHHA. |

| 25.  Atthe January 19, 2007 meeting, Messrs. Siddiqui and Young indicated that they
would discuss with Regional Water Board upper management whether there would be a need to
conduct a post-remediation soil vapor study to confirm that there had been no change in the Site
from the last ground water sampling as part of the closure process.

26.  InaMarch 16, 2007 telephone conversation, David Young stated to Eddie
Arslanian that Ms. Su-Han had been assigned as the case supervisor for the Site, taking over from
Adnan Sidiqui. George Linkletter, Eddie Arslanian, Seema Sutarwala and Regional Water Board
staff (Su Han and David Young) met on May 16, 2008. At that meeting, in spite of the history of
events, as summarized above, Regional Water Board staff stated that additional work would be

required prior to obtaining closure for the Site. Regic;nal 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
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 déposits, which lie above a non-waterbearing
formation. Further, borings and wells installed at the Site confirm that the water-bearing
strata at the Site is locally non-contiguous and that there is relatively little water present.
In light of these data, contamination détected in shallow ground water beneath the Site
does no;c pose a threat to aquifers that may be present down valley to the west of the Site.

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

o 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
pg/l to 26 ug/l at MW2, which is located immediately adjacent to the source area at the
Site) as a result of Regional Water Board appré_ved remediation at the Site.

¢ Investigations relating to historic operatidns 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

-7 -
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contaminants away from the source area.

e The radius of influence of the remediation system ﬂlﬁt operated at the Site, -which include
an extraction w¢11 immediately adjacent to the Site’s western property line, indicate that
the remedial process also addressed adjacent contamination which may have migrated to
the downgradient property. | |

e The analytical results frorﬁ 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 risk assessment.

e 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 tor
suggest a change from the empirical results that the Regional Board relied on to authorize |
the removal of the remediation equipment in preparation to formally close the Site, and
thus to justify the derhand for additional investigation of VOC'’s at the Site:

e Remaining co{ntamination at and beneath the Site should dissipate without further active
remediation and there is no evidence to suggest that it will pose a significant risk to
human health or the environment.

29.  The cost of additional investigation would require the development of a new scope
of work for off-site investigation, installation of grouhd water wells, monitoring costs, additional
reporting and related work.

30.  Since approximately' 1998, approximately $913,000 has been spent to address
environmental investigations and remediation at the Site. The minimum estimated costs to
comply with the requirements of the Regional Water Board’s Order dated June 11, 2008 will

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

Order Requirement Expenditures and Associated Timeframes

#1: Site Conceptual Model _$25,000 (by August 19, 2008)

#2: Preparation and $25,000 (by August 19, 2008)
Implementation of Work-Plan | $130,000 (starting September 2008 — assuming
for Ground Water | Regional Water Board approval of work plan
Characterization within 30 days of submittal)

| #3: Preparation and $10,000 (by August 2008)

Implementation of Work Plan $30,000 (between September and December 19,
for Soil Gas Investigation, and | 2008)
vapor Intrusion Evaluation. '

#4: Resuming Semi-Annual $30,000 (minimum of 2 events). $15,000 by
Ground Water Monitoring January 31, 2009.

To date, ENVIRON has spent approximately $913,000 in the site characterization, remediation

{ and follow up consultation and reports to secure a closure. This does not take into consideration

the costs incurred by RMT on behalf of Dresher Inc. or CLT Environmental on behalf of Valley
Alhambra. To date, I estimate, based on our records and the information provided in connection |
with the RMT investigation and remediation and the CLT investigation, that over One Million
Dollars has been spent to characterize and remediate the Site. |

31. It is my opinion that the information regarding the use history of the Site and data

' from investigations by other consultants, ENVIRON’s investigations, the ground water sampling

data submitted to the Regional Water Board after the completion of the remediation at the Site,
and the results of ENVIRON’s human health risk assessment strongly suggest that there is a low’
probability of significant off-site contamination migrating from the Site that would present an

unacceptable risk to human health.

32. lIt is also my opinion that, given the extensive work performed at the Site over the
last 10 years, characterization of the Site is sufficient to understand the pre- and post-remedial
conditions at the Site.

1/
/1

I
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33.  Further, it is my opinion that the Regional Water Board’s June 11, 2008 Order to
commence a new investigation would result in excessive costs that will not result in
corresponding benefits to public health and safety especially given the Regional Water Board’s
Order, which does not define the clear objectives of the additional testing.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 10™ day of July, 2008, at Los Angeles, California.

P —

GEORGE O. LINKLETTER, Declarant

-10 -
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George O. Linkletter, Ph.D.

Education
1971  Ph.D., Geology, University of Washington, Seattle

- 1967  AM., 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 facilities
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 d1v1510nal 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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geochemical techniques to study complex natural systems. He has applied the results of these
studies to a variety of programs ranging from investigations for the siting and design of lifelines
and critical facilities to large weather-modification projects. Dr. Linkletter received the U.S.
Antarctic Service 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 of a
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, related to the standard of practice for environmental due
diligence and site investigation related to the acquisition of a former railroad property for
residential use. Client: Beveridge & Diamond.

Site investigation and remediation, Arrowbear, California - Conducted a site investigation
and remedial design and implementation at a former gasoline station acquired by a bank
through foreclosure. Issues included the presence of petroleum and aromatic
hydrocarbons in ground water in fractured bedrock, and the release of contaminants from
the ground water into nearby surface waters. Assisted the bank to obtain reimbursement
through the California Underground Tank Fund. Client: Aldrich & Bonnefin

Site investigation, risk assessment, regulatory negotiations, San Diego, California -
Assisted attorneys for a property owner in obtaining regulatory closure on a former

* agricultural property from which an underground tank had been removed in an

undocumented process and on which elevated concentrations of chlorinated pesticides
had been found. The closure of unused water supply wells was also an issue. Client
O'Melveny & Myers.
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Site investigation, 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 from the 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 fora
large program that included the characterization and remediation of soil and ground water
contamination by heavy metals and industrial solvents at two electronics manufacturing
facilities and an area-wide Superfund site in Palo Alto. Client: Hewlett-Packard
Company and Varian Associates.

Site characterization and remediation, City of Commerce, California - Directed the
comprehensive investigation of site use history and soil and ground water contamination
and the remediation of soil and ground water contamination by chlorinated solvents and
petroleum hydrocarbons at a former industrial manufacturing facility. Client: Jones, Day
Reavis & Pogue.

Emergency response 106 Order removal action, Los Angeles, California - Managed the -
planning and implementation of an emergency response removal action associated with a

. USEPA 106 Order issued to the owners and former operators of a metal plating facility.

Issues included the presence of large volumes of highly concentrated chromic acid in
deteriorating aboveground tanks, uncontrolled access to laboratory chemicals,
contaminated plating vats and air handling systems, and the management of over 100,000
gallons of contaminated stormwater runoff. Client: McDermott, Will & Emery

Litigation support, Anaheim, California - Provided litigation support, including expert
testimony in deposition and at trial, related to the standard of practice for environmental
due diligence and the origin of chlorinated solvents in soil and ground water at a former
aircraft component manufacturing facility. Client: Kirkland & Ellis.

Litigation support, Santa Clara County, California - Provided litigation support, including
preparation of a declaration and an expert report related to historical mining, ore
production and processing, and mining waste handling at the New Almaden mercury
mine. Client: Beveridge & Diamond.

Environmental due diligence, Huntington Beach, California - Conducted an
environmental due diligence assessment for a sporting goods retailer that was acquiring -
neighboring properties to expand an existing retail facility. Provided oversight of the
remediation of a former gasoline service station by the oil company that previously -
operated the station. Conducted Phase II investigations related to underground tanks and
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hydraulic hoists at a former recreational vehicle sale and service facility at the property.
Client: Sports Chalet/Trammell Crow.

» Litigation support, Sunnyvale, California - Provided litigation support and deposition
testimony related to the origin of chlorinated solvents present in ground water beneath a
office park located downgradiént of several former semiconductor manufacturing
facilities and service stations. Client: Quarles & Brady. »

» Litigation support, El Cajon, California - Provided broad-based litigation support to the
law firm defending an insurance carrier in a matter related to a claim of environmental
damages. Issues included the timing and nature of a release of petroleum hydrocarbons
from a former underground tank, the distribution of soil and ground water contamination,
and remedial strategies and costs. Client: Morrison & Foerster.

» Environmental due diligence, Burbank, California - Assisted a major retailer in the
evaluation of environmental issues related to the prospective purchase of a nearly 100
acre former aircraft manufacturing. Plans for the property called for comprehensive
redevelopment into a regional-scale shopping center. Client: Wal-Mart.

» Litigation support, Sunnyvale, California - Provided a detailed critique of the technical
approach to and costs of investigation and remedial work at a former semiconductor
facility on behalf of a former owner/operator in a private CERCLA recovery action. Also
assisted in the preparation for and participated in depositions of the technical experts
designated by the adverse parties. Client: Pettit & Martin

» Environmental due diligence, nationwide - Assisted a major nationwide realty
management company in developing its pre-acquisition environmental due diligence
protocols and a program for annual post-acquisition evaluation of properties in the
company's portfolio. ENVIRON conducts this program for the client and provides
oversight of tenant response to recommended or mandated changes in their
environmental management practices. Client: Confidential.

= Litigation support, Tampa, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation 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, Florida - Provided comprehensive technical and regulatory
litigation support and expert witness testimony for attorneys defending the Hillsborough
County, Florida in a suit that alleged that the County's mosquito abatement district had
contaminated soils on portions of an island in Tampa Bay that was subsequently
redeveloped into condominiums. The principal contaminants at issue were pesticides,
PCBs, and petroleum hydrocarbons. Client: Trenam, Simmons, Kemker, Scharf, Barkin,
Frye & O'Neill.

» Litigation support, Los Angeles, California - Provided litigation support to attorneys for a
family trust from which land was taken by a school district in an eminent domain action.
The primary dispute related to the school district's proposed reduction in the fair market
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value of the property due to costs associated with the investigation and remediation of
soil contamination from underground gasoline tanks. A favorable settlement was
achieved when ENVIRON successfully demonstrated that much of the work undertaken
by the district's consultant was unnecessary. Client: Richards, Watson & Greaten.

»  Site investigation, Costa Mesa, California - Assisteéd 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 its waste management
practices in order to comply with government imposed waste minimization requirements.
Client: GATX.

* Regulatory guidance, Carson, California - Provided advice and written testimony to
attorneys representing the owner of properties near the Cal Compact landfill, for which
an integrated remediation/redevelopment scheme was being considered by the California
DTSC. Concerns related to the sufficiency of the site investigation/characterization on
which the remedial plans were based, and plans to create vertically stratified Operable
Units. Client: Kelley, Drye & Warren.

* Environmental due diligence, site investigations, and site remediation at various locations
in the western United States - Worked with attorneys to Home Depot to provide technical
assessments and regulatory guidance related to the acquisition of new properties to be
redeveloped into Home Depot stores. Client: Latham & Watkins.
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» Environmental due diligence, St. Louis, Mo. - Condﬁcted 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.

» Ground water contamination assessment, southern California - Assisted the new owner of
a golf course purchased from the Resolution Trust in dealing with an area-wide ground
water contamination problem that originated at two nearby electronics two manufacturing
facilities, but which had spread broadly beneath the golf course, thereby inhibiting
development of on-site water supply. needed for irrigation. Client: Confidential.

» Litigation support, San Diego, California - Provided broad-based technical and regulatory
litigation support and expert witness assistance to attorneys defending an insurance
company in an environmental claims action related to the costs to investigate and
remediate soil contamination from an underground storage tank previously removed from
the site. Client: O'Melveny & Myers.

= Site assessment and regulatory assistance, Santa Monica, California - Provided a detailed
third-party review of a site investigation and remedial action plan prepared for the
bankrupt landowner on behalf of the mortgage holder that wished to foreclose on the
property. Assisted in negotiations with the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the
oil company that had previously operated at the site, and the current site owner.
Conducted forensic testing of samples of floating free product petroleum hydrocarbons in
order to identify that age of the product and potentially the responsible oil company.
Client: Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Company.

»  Environmental due diligence, Yosemite National Park, California - ENVIRON provided
a pro bono evaluation of environmental liabilities associated with concessionaire
operations in Yosemite National Park in association with the efforts of a not-for-profit
environmental organization to purchase the concession operations in the park after the
then current operator was purchased by a foreign-owned corporation. Client: Skadden,
Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom. '
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