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August 9, 2015

Via Email & Certified Mail

State Water Resources Control Board
Office of Chief Counsel

Adrianna M. Crowl

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, California 95812-0100

Re: Sahm Broadway Properties, L1.C’s Petition To Modify Cleanup And
Abatement Order Number R4-2015-0131

Dear Ms. Crowl:

On behalf of Sahm Broadway Properties, LLC, please find enclosed a petition pursuant to
California Water Code section 13320, ef seq. to modify Cleanup and Abatement Order Number
R4-2015-0131, which was inappropriately and improperly ordered by the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board on August 12, 2015.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,
1
6’1(/7
Jad Davis
of Kutak Rock LLP
Enclosure
cc:

Mr. Samuel Unger, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (via U.S. Mail)
Mr. Michael Francis, Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis, LLP (via U.S. Mail)
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KUTAK ROCK LLP

5 Park Plaza, Suite 1500
Irvine, California 92614
Telephone:  (949) 417-0999
Facsimile: (949) 417-5394
jad.davis@kutakrock.com

Attorneys for Petitioner
SAHM BROADWAY PROPERTY, LLC

THE CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF CALIFORNIA SAHM BROADWAY PROPERTY, LLC’S
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY PETITION FOR REVIEW OF CLEANUP
CONTROL BOARD, L.LOS ANGELES AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4-2015-

REGION CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT 0131; REQUEST FOR HEARING
ORDER NO. R4-2015-0131

California Water Code § 13320

Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13320, Sahm Broadway Property, LLC
(“Sahm”) hereby respectfully petitions the California State Water Resources Control Board (the
“State Board”) to set aside Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2015-0131, which was
inappropriately and improperly ordered by Samuel Unger, Executive Officer of the Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (the “Regional Board”) on August 12, 2015
(the “CAQ”), and Sahm requests an opportunity to be heard on this matter with the opportunity to
present additional evidence and testimony pursuant to California Water Code Section 2050.6.
Sahm’s specific action requested of the State Board is stated in Section 6 below.

Pursuant to the requirements of California Water Code Section 2050(a), Sahm’s petition

contains the following:

4822-3119-28723
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1. Name And Address Of Petitioner

Sahm Broadway Property, LLC

¢/o Doug W. Sahm

P.O. Box 1516

Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067
(858) 756-2452

2. Action Of Regional Board Being Petitioned

The specific action of the Regional Board which the State Board is requested to review is
the CAO, which was inappropriately and improperly ordered by Samuel Unger, Executive Officer
of the Regional Board on August 12, 2015. As required by California Water Code Section
2050(a)(2), a true and correct copy of the CAO is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

3. Date Of Regional Board Action

The CAO was ordered by Samuel Unger, Executive Officer of the Regional Board on
August 12, 2015,

4. Statement Of Reasons The CAO Is Inappropriate And Improper

The CAO is inappropriate and improper because it is premised upon an incomplete and
unreasonable investigation of Lorber Industries’ (“Lorber”) operations, chemical use and releases
of Constituents of Concern (“COCs”) (e.g. TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene, xylene and benzene) as
well as unsound science and data. The CAQO’s improper premise causes the CAO to
inappropriately focus only on Lorber’s dry cleaning operations from 1974 to 1978; and as a
result, the CAO inappropriately concludes that Lorber is only responsible for PCE contamination
at Lorber’s property.

The discussion below demonstrates that the CAO violates the State Board’s Resolution
No. 92-49, the “Policies and Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup and Abatement of
Discharges Under Water Code Section 13304” (“Resolution 92-49”) because the Regional Board
staff failed to reasonably investigate the readily available relevant evidence, including
documentation of historical activities by Lorber, industry-wide operational practices that
historically have led to dis‘charges, physical evidence from consultants’ reports, and other

agencies’ records of known discharges.

4822-3119-2872.3 -2
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A, The CAQ’s Inappropriate And Improper Premises And Required Actions

The CAO makes the following five inappropriate and improper statements and
conclusions.

First, in the “Site Description and Activities” section on page 2 of the CAO, the Regional
Board states that Lorber conducted both textile and dry cleaning operations; however, the CAO
improperly focuses only upon Lorber’s dry cleaning machine from 1974 to 1978 and the use of
PCE. The CAO states: “Lorber Industries conducted textile operations at 17920, 17908 and
17920 South Figueroa but 17920 South Figueroa is considered the actual source of PCE
contamination since the dry cleaning operation were conducted at this address.”!

Second, the CAO states: “Chemical Usage: A dry cleaning machine was located at the
Site inside the 17908 South Figueroa building and PCE was used as the cleaning solvent as noted
in Finding No. 4. A dry cleaning machine was operated to clean unsoiled polyester and
“gavadine” cloth for clients. A 200-gallon capacity above-ground tank was used to store PCE.”

Third, the CAO states: “Source Elimination and Remediation Status: It is reported that
the dry cleaning machine was removed in 1978. The 200-gallon PCE AST was also removed
from service at that time.”

Fourth, the CAO states that “In soil: The maximum concentrations were: PCE 1.7
milligrams per kilogram (mg/Kg), TCE (0.577 mg/Kg), and cis-1, 2-DCE (1.25 mg/Kg).”*

Fifth, the required actions in the CAO are improperly limited to “the Extent of Wastes
originating at the Site in Soil, Soil Vapor and Groundwater,” which inappropriately imply that
Lorber is limited to contamination of only PCE given the finding on page 2, paragraph 4 in the
CAO.

As discussed in greater detail below, the Regional Board’s investigation should not have
ignored Lorber’s extensive textile operations and the extent of Lorber’s dry cleaning operations.

Lorber’s textile operations, one of the largest in the United States at the time, involved the use

' Exhibit1,CAOp. 2.
* Exhibit 1, CAO pp.2 & 3.
Exhibit 1, CAO, p. 4.
‘ Exhibit 1, CAOp. 3.

Exhibit 1, CAG,. pp 7& 8.
i8530 1908723 PP .3,
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and release of COCs. Also, the Regional Board staff should not have limited the investigation of
Lorber’s dry cleaning operations from 1974 to 1978 as the record (discussed below) demonstrates
that Lorber’s dry cleaning operations continued until at least 1987. It is important to note that
Sahm apprised the Regional Board staff on November 5, 2014 of the details of Lorber’s dry
cleaning operations (i.e. make-up of 300 gallons a month, etc.) and that Lorber conducted dry
cleaning operations until 1987. Unfortunately, the Regional Board staff ignored Sahm’s
comments and the evidence describing Lorber’s extensive dry cleaning operations.

The Regional Board’s staff should have reasonably investigated, or already should have
been familiar with, dry cleaning industrial literature as well as other regulatory reports on that
industry, which confirm that dry cleaning operations involved COCs as well as PCE from about
1971 to at least 1987. Accordingly, the CAO is inappropriate and improper.

B. The Record Demonstrates Lorber’s Operations Used And Released TCA, 1,

4-Dioxane, Toluene, Xylene, Benzene In Addition To PCE

The following is a discussion of readily available evidence from Lorber’s documents,
industry-wide reports, as well as other regulatory agencies’ records that the Regional Board staff
improperly ignored in drafting the CAO. Such readily available evidence demonstrates Lorber’s
extensive textile operations, use and releases of COCs as well as PCE.

In violation of Resolution No. 92-49, the CAO ignores the operations, COC use and
releases by Lorber. Also, the Regional Board is required by Resolution No. 92-49 to “Im]ake a
reasonable effort to identify the dischargers associated with the discharge.” The following
demonstrates that the Regional Board failed to make a reasonable effort in its investigation of
Lorber.

i Lorber’s Extensive Textile Operations

Since the early 1970s, Lorber operated textile manufacturing facilities at 17920, 17908,

and 17818 South Figueroa, Gardena Carson properties, which operated 24 hours a day, seven

days a week.® Lorber’s textile operations included knitting, pre aration, dyeing, printing,
g, prep

§ Exhibit 2, Lorber’s documents to SCAQMD describing its extensive textile operations at its prbperties.
4822-3119-28723 -4 .
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chemical and mechanical finishing.” Lorber employed 500 employees and was one of the largest
dyehouses in Los Angeles and Los Angeles was the second largest center for the garment industry
in the United States.! Lorber’s former environmental engineer, Martin Ferus, wrote an article
stating that Lorber’s dye house operation produced about 6,000 tons per year and Lorber’s
printing department’s yearly output was about 3,000 tons per year.’

Lorber’s October 1972 application for a permit from the Air Pollution Control District of
the County of Los Angeles (“APCD”) indicates that Lorber’s operations included about 52
knitting maéhines, a fabric dryer, a dry cleaning unit, and two large steam boilers.'’ Lorber’s
operations expanded to the 18037, 17905 and 17809 South Broadway properties. Drums and
totes with chemicals were stored by Lorber at 17905 and 17809 South Broadway properties from
the early 1990s to 2006.

From at least 1973 to about 2005, Lorber used the 17818 South Figueroa facility to
manufacture fabrics. The 17818 South Figueroa facility is currently leased by TGA Carson
Properties, LLC to a business that operates a business cleaning uniforms.

From at least 1971 to about 2005, Lorber used the 17908 South Figueroa facility to
manufacture fabrics and to conduct other textile operations. Lorber used an UST on the 17908
South Figueroa property as a fuel oil storage tank."! To the east of the building at this facility,
Lorber operated large chemical storage tanks and a sewer discharge vault/sump system. Lorber
had at least three tall tanks about 12 feet high that contained some type of liquid. These tanks
were immediately to the west of Elixir Industries’ (“Elixir”)'? 17925 and 17905 South Broadway
properties. There was a dirt strip between Lorber’s tanks and Elixir’s property. Lorber stored
chemicals and liquids near these tanks on the eastern side of the 17908 Figueroa facility. On

multiple occasions throughout the 1970s and 1980s, chemical fluid ran off of the Lorber property

? Exhibit 3, Treatment of wastewaters from textile processing, Martin Ferus (Berlin 1997), p. 50 (Ferus Article).
Martin Ferus was Lorber’s environmental engineer as indicated on Lorber’s documents to the SCAOMD.

® Exhibit 3, Ferus Article, pp. 49-50.

® Exhibit 3, Ferus Article, p. 50.

' Exhibit 4, Lorber’s APCD permit applications, field reports, and related documents.

! Exhibit 5, SCAQMD Field Report for Lorber dated March 25, 1991,

"2 Elixir owned the following properties adjacent to Lorber: 18037, 18025, 17925, 17905 and 17809 South

Broadway, Carson, California (see Exhibit 6) and Sahm purchased these properties from Elixir in 2004,
4829-3119-2872.3 -5
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and onto Elixir’s property at the low topographic area near the property line between the
properties.'® Lorber’s chemical fluid would occasionally smell like solvent and would be
different colors, including pink. Former Elixir employees witnessed Lorber’s release of water
with chemicals onto the ground east of the buildings located at 17908 South Figueroa. Witnesses
also recalled seeing Lorber’s operations result in substantial flooding of Lorber’s and Elixir’s
properties. On the eastside outside the building on the 17908 South Figueroa facility, to the north
of the Lorber tank farm, Lorber constructed and operated a large dischargé vault, or sump, that
connected to the Los Angeles County Sanitation Sewer. The Lorber vault/sump was about 8 feet
wide and about 8 feet long. The Lorber discharge vault was connected to an underground sewer
line that ran from the vault/sump eastward through Elixir’s 17905 and 17809 South Broadway
properties to the main sewer system under Broadway.'* Releases to the sewer continued from the
early 1970s when Lorber began its operations until operations ceased in early 2006. Lorber used
the 17920 South Figueroa facility to manufacture fabrics. To the east of the building at this
facility, Lorber operated two or three large boilers. These boilers were installed in about 1988.
Lorber had an average daily water consumption of over 700,000 gallons.'?

From 1973 to 2005, Lorber’s operations disposed of substantial amounts of wastewater
that had a very strong chemical smell behind Lorber’s buildings on 17920 and 17908 Figueroa.
The source of this waste discharge water was Lorber’s operations. Elixir never disposed of any
chemicals near this area. Lorber’s waste water discharge created large muddy pools along the
property line between Lorber’s 17920, 17908 and 17818 South Figueroa facilities and Elixir’s
17925, 17905 and 17809 South Broadway properties. The property line area was dirt and not
paved with concrete or asphalt during this time period. This particular area was the low point of
all of Elixir and Lorber’s properties.'® At times, the Lorber’s waste discharge water had a strong
smell. The Lorber waste water discharge pooled would greatly increase in size after a rain.

Sometimes, the Lorber waste water discharge pooled up near the buildings on Elixir’s 17925,

B Exhibit 6, Figure demonstrating the low point of the Sahm and Lorber properties and the Lorber sewer lines.
'* Exhibit 6, Figure demonstrating the low point of the Sahm and Lorber properties and the Lorber sewer lines.
" Exhibit 3, Ferus Article, p. 54.

;68212573{111{8%367’2 I;igure demonstrating the low point of the Sahm and Lorber properties and the Lorber sewer lines.
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17905, 17809 South Broadway, and even down to the south property boundary of 18037 South
Broadway.

From about 1991 to about 2005, the Lorber waste water discharge pool remained the
same, except Lorber conducted more operations over and through the pool of water because it
leased 17905 and 17809 South Broadway from Elixir during this time.

The Regional Board staff and the CAO consider none of the aforementioned documented
evidence of Lorber’s extensive textile operations.

il Lorber’s Use Of TCA, 1, 4-Dioxane, Toluene, Xylene And Benzene

As demonstrated below, Lorber’s dry cleaning operations and textile operations used
COCs as well as PCE,

a. Lorber’s Use Of COCs In Its Dry Cleaning Operations

The documents cited below demonstrate that Lorber’s dry cleaning operations were not
limited to the 1974 to 1978 time period, which is the sole focus of the CAO. Instead, the
documents below demonstrate that Lorber conducted dry cleaning operations from about 1972 to
1987 and that such operations used COCs (e.g. TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene, xylene, and benzene)
as well as PCE. And it is important to keep in mind that the biotransformation pathway for PCE
is to TCE then to either: trans-DCE or cis-DCE or 1, 1, DCA and then on to vinyl chloride, all
such constituents are present in the groundwater beneath Lorber’s property.

Lorber has made self-serving and unsupported statements that it conducted dry cleaning
operations until only 1978. However, documents indicate that Lorber conducted dry cleaning
operations until 1987, as Lorber paid and maintained a permit from the APCD for such dry
cleaning operations until 1987."7 Unfortunately, the CAO improperly focuses only on Lorber’s
limited dry cleaning operations and use of PCE. Also, the CAO is inappropriate because it
ignores Lorber’s extensive textile operations from the early 1970s to 2005, which are well
documented by other regulators and Lorber as detailed below.

Lorber’s Material Safety Data Sheets (“MSDS”) indicate that Lorber used the following

chemicals in its operations: acetone, lacquer thinner (comprised of toluene, methyl ethyl ketone,

7 Exhibit 4, Lorber’s APCD permit applications, field reports, and related documents.
4822-3119-2872 3 7.
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methyl isobutyl ketone), toluene, Intrawet 8377 (comprised of isopropyl alcohol and dyeing
auxiliary), and PCE."® Also, Lorber used a synthetic solvent dry cleaning unit that used PCE as
well as a 500-gallon PCE storage tank — not a 200-gallon PCE storage tank referenced in the
CAO. PCE was used as one of the cleaning solvents for the dry cleaning machine. The APCD’s
Field Report dated July 9, 1974 states that Lorber’s dry cleaning unit was operated about 2 hours
a day five days a week and averaged about 300 gallons per month of solvent “make-up.”’® Also,
Lorber’s Field Report concludes that Lorber’s unit emitted daily about 186.9 pounds of
“solvent.”??

The composition of Lorber’s solvent “make-up” is not further described in the documents.
Conveniently, Lorber’s documents fail to describe the composition of the solvent “make-up” and
“solvent” referenced in the documents concerning Lorber’s operations. However, several studies
of the textile industry indicate the types of chemicals used in operations similar to Lorber’s
operations. As such, we identify below the chemicals and solvents that the textile and dry
cleaning industries used during the time period Lorber conducted such operations.

The US EPA’s “Consumer Factsheet on: 1, 1, 1-Tricholorethane” states: TCA “is an
organic liquids with a chloroform-like odor. It is largely used as a solvent removing grease from
machined metal products, in textile processing and dyeing as in aerosols.”?!

In the early 1980s, Dow Chemical marketed TCA as a dry cleaning solvent under the
name Dowclene LS®.”> TCA was used by drycleaners as a pre-cleaning and spotting agent as
well as a carrying agent in fabric waterproofing and in stain repellents.” Also, the State Coalition
for Remediation of Drycleaners’ Chemicals Used In Drycleaning Operations January 2002,
revised January 2009 report indicates on pages four and five that documented impurities (ranging

from 1 to 5%) of PCE used in dry cleaning, include: TCA, toluene, carbon tetrachloride,

* Exhibit 7, Lorber’s MSDS.

" Exhibit 4, Lorber’s APCD permit applications, field reports, and related documents.

% Exhibit 4, Lorber’s APCD permit applications, field reports, and related documents.

! Exhibit 8, EPA’s Consumer Factsheet on TCA.

%2 See The Dry Clean Coalition’s 4 Chronology of Historical Developments in Drycleaning November.2007 report;
see also, Santa Clara Valley Water District’s Study of Potential for Groundwater Contamination Sfrom Past Dry
Cleaner Operations in Santa Clara County, by Thomas K.G. Mohr, PG, EG, HG, page 102.

% See the State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners’ Chemicals Used In Drycleaning Operations January

2002, revised January 2009 report, pages 7 & 11.
4822-3119-2872.3
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dicholoromethane, TCE, and other chlorinated solvents. Accordingly, Lorber’s dry cleaning
operations from the early 1970s until at least 1987 more likely than not used TCA.
b. Lorber’s Use Of COCs In Its Textile Operations

TCA, PCE, and TCE were all used in the textile industry for the scouring of wool. TCA
was also used in the textile industry for textile dyeing.?* TCA and PCE were used cleaning fluids
for the removal of spinning oils and lubricants from equipment by textile processors, such as
Lorber’s 52 knitting machines.”? In fact, a report from California’s Department of Toxic
Substances Control (“DTSC”) states: “Cleaning equipment with chlorinated solvents is a
common practice in the textile industry. Chlorinated solvents such as PCE, TCA, and TCE are
used to remove oil, wax, grease, and lubrication fluids from equipment.”®® DTSC estimated that
in the early 1990s, the textile industry in the United States used about 7 thousand metric tons of
TcA”

Literature about the textile industry states that the constituents of printing paste include
the COCs (e.g. TCA, toluene, and xylene).?®

The US EPA’s “Techm'cal Fact Sheet — 1, 4-Dioxane” dated January 2014 states that “1,
4-Dioxane is used specifically as “a wetting and dispersing agent in textile processes.””

It is well documented that benzene, other heavy metals, and formaldehyde were used in
the textile industry, specifically dying process as a fixing agent. Also, the textile industry used
dichlorobenzene as an emulsifying agent in the dyeing of polyester fibers, which was one of the

processes performed in Lorber’s operations.’® The United States Environmental Protection

** Exhibit 8, EPA’s Consumer Factsheet on TCA. A

* See Source Reduction of Chlorinated Solvents Textiles Manufacture, by Source Reduction Research Partnership,
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and Environmental Defense Fund for the Alternative Technology
Division of DTSC, dated June 1991, page 1.

% See Source Reduction of Chlorinated Solvents Textiles Manufacture, by Source Reduction Research Partnership,
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and Environmental Defense Fund for the Alternative Technology
Division of DTSC, dated June 1991, page 31.

2 See Source Reduction of Chlorinated Solvenis Textiles Manufacture, by Source Reduction Research Partnership,
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and Environmental Defense Fund for the Alternative Technology
Division of DTSC, dated June 1991, pages 1 & 33, Table 2.2.

* Exhibit 10, Indulgent yet responsible, O Ecotextiles, Textile printing and the environment.

* Exhibit 9, EPA’s Technical Fact Sheet — 1, 4-Dioxane (January 2014).

0 See Textile Goods Industry: History and Health and Safety, Encyclopaedia of Occupational Health and Safety,

Chapter 89 Textile Goods Industry by Leon ]. Warshaw.
4822-3119-2872.3 o
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Agency’s Technical Factsheet on: xylenes in the National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
states that textile finishing was one of the major industries that used xylenes in its operations, It
is likely that Lorber used xylenes to extract dyes from aqueous solutions as such operations are
common in the textile industry.

The Regional Board staff and the CAO consider none of such documented evidence of
Lorber’s use of COCs as well as PCE for an extended period of time.

ii. Lorber’s Releases Of TCA, 1, 4-Dioxane, Toluene, Xylene And Benzene

Lorber’s former environmental engineer, Martin Ferus wrote an article about Lorber’s
extensive textile operations. Mr. Ferus’s article states that Lorber is “in the business to make
money and generally do[es] not show a particular interest in environmental issues. . = !
Lorber’s practice was to discharge the printing paste® directly into the sewer; in fact, Mr. Ferus’s
article states: “[a]ll the paste in the pipes, pumps and squeegees is lost and washed to the drain
when the rest printing lot is prepared.”®® Several SCAQMD documents state that “the rest of the
oxidizing and accelerating chemicals would be drained to the sewage with the washing solution”
from Lorber’s textile operations.* A 1983 Lorber submittal to the SCAQMD states that Lorber’s
operations include draining oil from a Smog Hog to a sump into the sewer.” Consequently,
Lorber discharged printing paste containing TCA, toluene and xylene into the sewer.

It is important to understand that Lorber’s sewer line travels north-south along the Lorber-
Sahm property boundary and then turns directly east and through the entire length of Sahm’s
property between Sahm’s 17905 and 17809 South Broadway properties as demonstrated on
Exhibit 6.

Also, historical technical reports of soil sampling on Lorber’s property, which are in the
record, demonstrate that Lorber’s property is the source for TCA, 1, 4-dioxane as well as PCE
and its daughter constituents (e.g. TCE, 1, 1-DCE, and vinyl chloride). Exhibit 13 consists of

Figures with supporting data tables that demonstrate Lorber’s textile and dry cleaning operations

o

' Exhibit 3, Ferus Article, p. 52.

* See footnote 27, referencing the constituents of printing paste are COCs.

* Exhibit 3, Ferus, Article, p. 56-57.

* Exhibit 11, SCAQMD documents stating Lorber’s textile operations released waste into sewer.

 Exhibit 12, Lorber’s 1983 submittal to SCAQMD.
482231192872 13
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are the source of such contamination on Lorber’s property as well as portions of Sahm’s

2 | properties.

3 In 1999, Lorber’s Title V applications to the SCAQMD indicate that Lorber’s operations

4 | used and released of various volatile organic compounds.*®

5 In 2001, the SCAQMD Facility Information Detail records demonstrate that Lorber’s

6 | operations released by emissions into the air the following:

7 * .594 tons per year of reactive organic gases,

8 + 1.525 pounds per year of benzene,

9 * 1.811 pounds per year of ethyl benzene,
10 * 6.978 pounds per year of toluene, and
11 * 5.185 pounds per year of xylene.*’
12 The historical, industrial and regulatory documents demonstraie that Lorber’s operations
13 | used and released TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene, xylene and benzene. Consequently, Lorber is a
14 | discharger of TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene, xylene, benzene, and PCE (and its daughter
15 | constituents), pursuant to Water' Code sections 13304(a) and (c)(1).
16 The Regional Board staff should have complied with Resolution 92-49 by performing a
17 | reasonable investigation into the readily available historical documentation, industry-wide
18 | operational practices, and reports on Lorbet’s textile operations, use and releases of COCs and
19 | PCE. If the Regional Board staff had complied with Resoiution 92-49, then the CAO would not
20 | have inappropriately and improperly ignored Lorber’s textile operations, Lorber’s use and
21 | releases of COCs before it issued the CAO. Unfortunately, the Regional Board did not comply
22 | with Resolution 92-49. Accordingly, the CAO is inappropriate and improper.
23 . The CAO Inappropriately and Improperly Considered Lorber’s Comments
24 The CAO inappropriately and improperly considered Lorber’s comments because
25 | Lorber’s comments were inconsistent with the factual and regulatory record.
26
27 | % Exhibit 14, Lorber’s 1999 Title V application to SCAQMD.

*7 Exhibit 15, SCAQMD Facility Information Detail (“FID”) reports for Lorber’s property. Exhibit 15 also includes

28 | sca M]gé;nglD reports Lorber’s property with similar emjssions of COCs from 2002 to 2004,
KUTAK ROCK LLP 13‘(8];?:73:1 19-2872. -1l-
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The CAO parrots Mr. Francis’s December 31, 2014 letter by discussing how COCs (e.g.
TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene and xylene) were only used at Sahm’s 18037 South Broadway
property and argues that those COCs have been detected at locations downgradient from the
18037 South Broadway property to justify the inappropriate conclusion that contamination from
Sahm’s property migrated downgradient to Lorber’s site — while at the same time the CAQ
ignores Lorber’s extensive textile operations that used and released the COCs,

Mr. Unger’s cover letter for the CAO states that the Regional Board considered the
comments argued in a December 31, 2014 letter from Lorber’s lawyer, Michael Francis.®® Mr.
Francis’s December 31, 2014 letter argues that Sahm is solely responsible for the TCA and 1, 4-
dioxane contamination detected on Lorber’s property because “[t]here is no evidence that TCA or

1, 4-dioxane was ever used at the Lorber Site,””?

Mr. Francis’s letter concludes that the Regional
Board should order Sahm to investigate and remediate such contaminants that have impacted
Lorber’s property.

As addressed in section 4 B above, the factual and regulatory record demonstrate that
Lorber used and released substantial quantities of COCs (e.g. TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene, xylene
and benzene) as well as PCE in Lorber’s operations at its property. Also, Lorber’s own soil
investigation at its property reported detections of TCA and its daughter constituents in the
shallow soil at Lorber’s property. Accordingly, the foundation of Mr. Francis’s argument is false.

Unfortunately, the CAO parrots Mr. Francis’s false argument. The Regional Board should
have complied with Resolution No. 92-49 by performing its own reasonable investigation into the
potential sources for the COC detections. If the Regional Board would have performed such a
reasonable investigation, rather than blindly adopting Mr. Francis’s argument, then the Regional
Board would have discovered the readily available historical and regulatory record demonstrating
that Lorber used and released substantial amounts of COCs (e.g. TCA, 1, 4-dioxane, toluene,
xylene, and benzene). The historical and regulatory record is discussed in detail in section 4 D

below as well as in the accompanying Exhibits.

*® Exhibit 1, CAO.

** Exhibit 16, Mr. Francis’s December 3 1, 2014 letter commenting on Draft CAO.
4822-3119-28723 S17.
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Therefore, the foundation for the CAO is inappropriate and improper as it requires Lorber
to only assess and remediate PCE at Lorber’s property while completely ignoring Lorber’s
substantial releases of COCs from its textile and dry cleaning operations.

D. CAO Is Premised Upon Inappropriate And Improper Science And Data

The CAO inappropriately relies upon limited data provided by Lorber’s environmental
consultant, Aqua Science Engineers, and is deliberately directed to put the blame on Sahm by
merely providing partial information on Lorber’s operation and releases of COCs. For example,
the Regional Board staff and the CAO inappropriately relied upon the following unsupported
conclusions argued by Lorber’s consultant:

. the record demonstrates that Lorber’s releases were not limited to the PCE tank,
but also included all areas associated with Lorber’s textile operations and wastewater discharge
areas (including Lorber’s surface runoff on the eastern property line of Lorber, and Lorber’s
sewer lines located on the eastern property line of Lorber and between Sahm’s 17809 and 17905
South Broadway properties as well as along South Broadway along the eastern boundary of the
Sahm’s properties); **

. the significant environmental releases from Lorber’s dry cleaning operation is the
substantial use of make-up PCE amounting, according to the Exhibit 4, the APCD inspection
documented 300 gallons per month;

. the record demonstrates that Lorber’s releéses into the subsurface included COCs,
not only limited to PCE and its degradation products;

. the characterization of the chemicals used in Lorber’s operations, Lorber’s release
sources, and extent of releases of Lorber’s chemicals have not been reasonably investigated by
the Regional Board staff;

. Lorber’s consultant’s assessment along Lorber’s the sewer line and surface runoff

low point, which are located on the eastern property line, was a very limited assessment; and,

*® Exhibit 6, Figure demonstrating the low point of the Sahm and Lorber properties and the Lorber sewer lines.
4822-3119-2872 3 -13 -

30817-1

PETITION FOR REVIEW



= W

NoRN- SN B =)

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

KUTAK ROCK LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
IRVINE

. Lorber’s consultant’s limited assessments indicated detections of elevated
concentrations of TCA daughter constituents and 1,4-dioxane at Lorber’s property have higher
concentrations than those on Sahm’s property to the east and southeast of Lorber’s property.*!

In drafting the CAO, the Regional Board failed to consider the fact that Lorber’s
properties (on which HP-2 and CPT-3 are located) are the source of TCA, 1,4-dioxane, benzene
and xylene releases, as discussed above, and that the characterization and assessment of the
release of these chemicals and other textile operation chemicals at Lorber has been very limited,
only assessing the areas of dry cleaning operations.

Additionally, the Regional Board failed to consider that the highest groundwater
concentrations detected of 1,1-DCE, 1,1-DCA, and 1,2-DCA during the 2000 to 2005
assessments/sampling performed both on Lorber’s and Sahm’s properties were from observed in
wells GMW1, CPT-1, CPT-2, and HP-3, all located upgradient/crossgradient to HP-2 and CPT-3,
at Lorber’s property near the potential release areas (GMW1 and CPT-1 in the surface ponding
area and along Lorber’s sewer line, CPT-2 along the sewer line, and HP-3 near the dye
bathouses). Because, much lower concentrations were detected in samples taken between Sahm’s
18037 South Broadway property and Lorber’s property, it demonstrates that the plume from
Elixir’s operations did not impact the Lorber groundwater that is 1,000 feet from the Elixir
release, as incorrectly stated in the CAO, and that the sources of the groundwater impact at
Lorber’s properties are from releases from Lorber’s operations.*

Also, the Regional Board ignored the 2001 Aqua Science report’s soil detections
demonstrate that Lorber’s property is the source of:

. 6 ppb of 1, 1-DCE at 5 feet bgs;

. 10 ppb of 1, 1-DCA at 15 feet bgs; and,

. 6 ppb at 5 feet bgs and 16 ppb at 15 feet bgs of 2-chloro-toluene.

*! Exhibit 13, Figures and Tables of Lorber’s plumes. And note, Lorber’s sewer line, and surface runoff areas as
evident from results from HP1 and MW6S5.

2 Exhibit 13, Figures and Tables of Lorber’s plumes, including: Table 1, May 2000 BAS Groundwater Investigation
Report; Table groundwater result summary 2004-2005 from 2006 Invirotreat remediation summary report; GW
Results Table 4 from 2002 ASE Soil and GW Investigation Report; and GW Results Table 1 from 2004 ASE GW

Investigation.
4822-3119-2872.3 -14 -
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These soil detections were all detected in LGP-5, which indicates points of releases on
Lorber’s property, which is located in the dirt strip area near Lorber’s sewer line along the
Lorber/Sahm property boundary. The 2001 report also indicated that MTBE at 11 ppb at 15 feet
bgs was detected in the soil at LGP-1 4

E. The CAO Inappropriately And Improperly Discusses Elixir/Sahm

The CAO inappropriately and improperly discusses Elixir’s former operations at Sahm'’s
properties. For example, the CAO inappropriately states the following specifically about

Elixir/Sahm:

. “Elixir Industries is located adjacent and directly up-gradient from the Site. Elixir
Industries has discharged wastes and investigations conducted at the property
formerly owned by Elixir Industries indicate that underlying soil and groundwater
are impacted by chemicals, which also include previously identified VOCs.*
According to the analytical results, the groundwater plume from Elixir Industries
has migrated offsite beneath the Lorber site. The Regional Board is also
overseeing assessment, cleanup, and remediation of the Elixir site.””*

. “Conduct Remedial Action: Develop and implement a plan for the cleanup of
waste in the soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater and abatement of the effects
of only the waste that originated on the Site; however, you are advised to consider

potential effects fro?1 comingling of the Elixir plume during remediation (see item
6 c onpage3). .. "¢

The CAOQ is directed to Lorber and TGA Carson Properties, LL.C*’ - not to Elixir/Sahm.
Accordingly, these statements in the CAO specifically about Elixir/Sahm are inappropriate and
improper.

Also, the CAO improperly omits Elixir/Sahm’s over thirty year history of extensive
assessment and remediation (e.g. fifteen year operation of a pump and treat remediation system in
addition to source removal all performed under Regional Board oversight). The CAO

inappropriately ignores Lorber’s use and release of COCs as well as PCE at its own site. The

© Exhibit 13, Aqua Science Engineers’ Soil and GW Investigation Report 2002, Table 3.

* Exhibit 1, CAO, page 3, states: “The following volatile organic compounds (VOCs) have been detected in soil
and groundwater: PCE, trichloroethylene (TCE), cis 1, 2-dichlorethylene (cis 1, 2-DCE); vinyl chloride, 1 ,1 1-
trichloroethane (FCA), 1. 1-dichloroethane (1, 1-DCA); 1 ,1-dichloroethaene (1 1-DCE), benzene, toluene, total
xvlenes, and |, 4-dioxane”

“ Exhibit 1, CAO, page 3.

6 Exhibit 1, CAO, page 8.

*7 Lorber owned and operated the 17818, 17908, 17920 S. Figueroa Street, Carson properties until about 1999 when
the 17908 and 17920 S. Figueroa Street, Carson properties were purchased by TGA Carson Properties LLC and the
17818 S. Figueroa Street property was purchased by TGA Carson Properties [l LLC. For these reasons discussed

Lorber and both TGA LLCs should be subject to the CAO.
4822-3116-2872.3 -15
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CAO improperly ignores the shallow soil detections of COCs and their daughter constituents on
Lorber’s property. The CAO ignores the topographical features (i.e. a low-point) at the Lorber-
Sahm property boundary as well as Lorber’s sewer line, which travels along the Lorber-Sahm
property boundary and then turns east across Sahm’s property.* The CAO inappropriately
ignores the fact that the source of COCs as well as PCE is Lorber’s property and the probably
source of such contamination on Sahm’s property.

Accordingly, the CAO’s specific references to Elixir/Sahm are inappropriate and
improper.

5, Manner In Which Petitioner Is Aggrieved

Sahm is aggrieved by the CAO as follows:

(A)  asdiscussed above in Section 4 B, the CAO improperly ignoreé Lorber’s extensive
textile operations, which used and released substantial quantities of COCs as well as PCE;

(B)  as discussed above in Sections 4 C and D, the CAO improperly ignores the fact
that Lorber is the source for COC and PCE contamination of the soil, soil vapor, and groundwater
at Lorber’s property and Sahm’s property;

(C) as discussed above in Section 4 E, the CAO improperly (and inaccurately)
references Elixir/Sahm at page 3 and page §:; and,

(D)  the required actions in the CAO are improperly limited to “the Extent of Wastes
originating at the Site in Soil, Soil Vapor and Groundwater,” which inappropriately imply that
Lorber is limited to contamination of only PCE given the finding on page 2, paragraph 4 in the

CAO

6. Specific Action Requested Of The State Board

Sahm hereby requests that the State Board exercise its discretion and accept this Petition
and modify the CAO pursuant to Section 2052(a)(2)(B) on the grounds set forth under Section 4

above, which is incorporated by reference herein. Sahm hereby requests that the State Board:

* Exhibit 6, Figure demonstrating the low point of the Sahm and Lorber properties and the Lorber sewer lines.
48223119-28723 16,
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(A) modify the CAO with the modifications indicated on the attached revised CAO
attached hereto as Exhibit 17; and,

(B) direct the Regional Board to comply with the modified CAO.
1. Statement of Points And Authorities In Support Of Legal Issues

Please see Section 4 above, which is incorporated herein by reference. Sahm reserves the
right to supplement this points and authorities in support of this Petition.
8. Statement That A Copy Of Petition Has Been Sent To The Regional Board

A copy of this Petition has been sent concurrently to Samuel Unger, Executive Officer of
the Regional Board and to legal counsel for the discharger TGA Carson Properties, LLC and
TGA Carson Properties II, LLC, Michael Francis of Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis.
9. Issues And Objections Raised Before The Regional Board

Water Code section 2050 (a)(9) requires Sahm to state the substantive issues or objections
raised in this Petition that were raised before the Regional Board, or an explanation of why Sahm
was not required or was unable to raise these substantive issues or objections before the Regional
Board.

On September 22, 2006, Sahm submitted a petition (SWRCB/OCC File A-1774) to the
State Board requesting an order that the Regional Board direct Lorber to properly assess and
remediate the contamination from its operations. The petition was dismissed by the State Board.
On November 5, 2014, Sahm timely submitted comments concerning Regional Board’s improper
limitations of the draft CAO to Lorber.*” On July 10, 2015, Sahm’s counsel, Kutak Rock,
submitted additional comments about Lorber’s operations, use and releases of COCs, including
many of the Exhibits attached to this Petition (specifically Exhibits 4, 6, and 7).>° These letters
and petition are in the Regional Board’s record, but unfortunately the Regional Board improperly
failed to consider such information.

Furthermore, the Regional Board staff should have complied with Water Code sections

13304 and 13267 as well as State Board Resolution No. 92-49 by reasonably investigating the

“ Exhibit 18, Sahm’s November 5, 2014 letter to Regional Board,

*0 Exhibit 19, Kutak Rock’s July 10, 2015 letter to the Regional Board.
4822-3119-28723 - 187 -
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readily available evidence (historical, industrial and regulatory) of Lorber’s extensive dry
cleaning and textile operations as well as Lorber’s use and releaées of COCs and PCE as the
source of the contamination. The record demonstrates that Regional Board staff failed to make a
reasonable effort to identify the discharger (e.g. Lorber) associated with the discharges at
Lorber’s property in violation of the Water Code and Resolution No. 92-49.

Accordingly, the State Board should consider the record before the Regional Board as
well as the Exhibits attached to this Petition in its consideration of modifying the CAQ.
10. Petitioner’s Request For Hearing To Present Additional Evidence

Water Code section 2050.6 (b) states that Sahm may request that the State Board conduct
a hearing to consider testimony, other evidence, and argument and that such a request shall be
supported by a summary of contentions to be addressed or evidence to be introduced and a
showing of why the contentions or evidence have not been previously or adequately presented.

Sahm hereby requests that the State Board exercise its discretion and conduct a hearing on
this matter for the purpose of oral argument and to receive additional evidence.

Pursuant to Water Code section 2050.6 (a)(1), Sahm’s summary of contentions 'to be
addressed are: the State Board should consider the substantial issue’! that the CAO should be
modified to consider the substantial historical, industrial and regulatory evidence (e.g. documents
from SCAQMD, DTSC, and US EPA) discussed in detail in Section 4 B and C above (as well as
the referenced Exhibiis) of Lorber’s extensive dry cleaning and textile operations, which used,
released and contaminated Lorber’s property with COCs, PCE and its daughter constituents,

Pursuant to Water Code section 2050.6(a)(2), the nature of the evidence and facts to be
provided are the historical, industrial and regulatory evidence discussed in detail in Section 4 B
and C above (as well as the referenced Exhibits) of Lorber’s extensive dry cleaning and textile
operations, which used, released and contaminated Lorber’s property with COCs and PCE.

The specific evidence to be presented by Sahm include: reports in the Regional Board
record, the Exhibits attached to this Petition, as well as potential testimony from Sahm’s technical

consultants, Sahm’s principal, former Elixir employee, and argument from Sahm’s legal counsel.

St v
8 1. Code of Regs, tit. 23, § 2052, subd. (a).
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Some of such evidence is contained in the Regional Board record as described in Section
9 above, however there are additional historical, industrial, and regulatory reports that are not
contained in the record. Such reports are attached as Exhibits to this Petition. In September
2006, November 2014, July 10, 2015, and August 21, 2015, Sahm attempted to direct the
Regional Board staff to the readily available reports and other evidence on Lorber’s extensive dry
cleaning and textile operations as well as Lorber’s use and releases of COCs and PCE,
Unfortunately, the Regional Board improperly ignored Sahm’s efforts and the readily available
evidence.

The Regional Board is required by the Water Code and Resolution No. 92-49 to
reasonably investigate the readily available evidence (historical, industrial and regulatory) of the
contamination at Lorber’s property, which includes a reasonable investigation of Lorber’s
operations. The Regional Board failed to conduct a reasonable investigation.

Accordingly, the State Board should consider the aforementioned additional evidence and
supporting arguments pursuant to Water Code section 2050.6.

For these reasons stated herein, Sahm respectfully requests the State Board modify the

CAO as requested.
Dated: September 9, 2015 Respectfully Submitted:

Counsel for Petitioner

Sahm Broadway Properties, LLC
4822-31192872 3 -19.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

The Irvine Company v. California Pacific Homes, etl
Orange County Superior Court /Case Number 30-2012-00577644-CU-CD-CXC

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE

I am employed in the City of Irvine in the County of Orange, State of California. I am
over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action. My business address is 5 Park Plaza, Suite
1500, Irvine, California 92614.

On September 10, 2015, 1 served on all interested parties as identified on the below
mailing list the following document(s) described as:

SAHM BROADWAY PROPERTY, LLC’S PETITION FOR REVIEW OF CLEANUP
AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4-2015-0131; REQUEST FOR HEARING

[X] (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY/COURIER) I delivered an envelope or package to a
courier or driver authorized by the express service carrier; or deposited such envelope or
package to a regularly maintained drop box or facility to receive documents by the express
service carrier with delivery fees provided for.

State Water Resource Control Board
Office of Chief Counsel

Adrianna M. Crowl

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

[ 1 (BY MAIL, 1013a, 2015.5 C.C.P.) I deposited such envelope in the mail at Irvine,
California. The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid. I am readily
familiar with the firm’s practice for collection and processing correspondence for mailing.
Under that practice, this(these) document(s) will be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service
on this date with postage thereon fully prepaid at Irvine, California in the ordinary course
of business. I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if
postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of deposit
for mailing in affidavit.

[ ] (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL.) The above document was served electronically on the
parties appearing on the service list associated with this case. A copy of the electronic
mail transmission[s] will be maintained with the proof of service document. .

[X] (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the above is true and correct.

Executed on September 10, 2015, at Irvine, California.

S

Danielle Weber

———
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EXHIBITS
IN SUPPORT OF
SAHM BROADWAY PROPERTY, LLC’S PETITION FOR REVIEW OF CLEANUP
AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4-2015-01312

Exhibit 1, Cleanup And Abatement Order No. R4-2015-01312

Exhibit 2, Lorber’s Documents To AQMD Describing Its Extensive Textile Operations
Exhibit 3, Treatment Of Wastewaters From Textile Processing, Martin Ferus (Berlin 1997)
Exhibit 4, Lorber’s APCD Permit Applications, Field Reports, And Related Documents
Exhibit 5, SCAQMD Field Report For Lorber Dated March 25, 1991

Exhibit 6, Figures Demonstrating Features Of The Sahm And Lorber Properties

Exhibit 7, Lorber’s MSDS

Exhibit 8, EPA’s Consumer Factsheet On TCA

Exhibit 9, EPA’s Technical Fact Sheet — 1, 4-Dioxane

Exhibit 10, Indulgent Yet Responsible, O Ecotextiles, Textile Printing And The Environment
Exhibit 11, SCAQMD Documents Stating Lorber Released Waste Into The Sewer

Exhibit 12, Lorber’s 1983 Submittal To SCAQMD

Exhibit 13, Figures And Tables Of Lorber’s Plume

Exhibit 14, Lorber’s 1999 Title V Application To SCAQMD

Exhibit 15, SCAQMD Facility Information Detail Reports On Lorber’s Property

Exhibit 16, Mr. Francis’s December 31, 2014 Letter Commenting On Draft CAO

Exhibit 17, Sahm’s Proposed Modified CAO

Exhibit 18, Sahm’s November 5, 2014 Letter To Regional Board

Exhibit 19, Kutak Rock’s July 10, 2015 Letter To Regional Board
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GAEITORNIA

Water BO&id%

Las Ange§e5 Regeonal Water Ouahty Gontmi Board

August 12, 2015

Mr. Tom Lorber and Ms. Anita Lorber :
Lorber Industries, Lorber Industries of California, and
TGA Carson Properties, LLC ‘

CI/O :

Mr. Michael A. Francis Certified Mail

DEMETRIQU, DEL GUERCIO, SPRINGER & Return Receipt Requested

FRANCIS, LLP Claim No. 7012 3460 0002 9486 2790

700 South Flower Street, Suite 2325
Los Angeles, California 90017

SUBJECT: CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NUMBER R4-2015-0131

SITE: LORBER INDUSTRIES, 17908 SOUTH FIGUEROA, CARSON, CALIFORNIA
90248
(SITE CLEANUP NO. 1056; SITE ID NO 2040022)

Dear Mr. Tom Lorber and Ms. Anita Lorber:

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is
the public agency with primary responslblllty for thé protection of ground and surface water
guality for all beneficial uses within major portions of:Los Angeles County and Ventura County.
The slte is situated within the jurisdiction of the Reglonal Board.

Enclosed is Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAQ) No. R4-2015-0131, directing Lorber
industries, Lorber Industries of California, and TGA Carson Properties, LLC to assess, monitar,
and cleanup and abate the effects of wastes discharged to soil and groundwater at the Lorber
Industries, Carson, California. This Order is issued pursuant to section 13304 of the California
Water Code. ‘

A draft of this CADO was provided to you on September 19, 2014, inviting comments. Comments
were provided on November 6, 2014 by Invirotreat, Inc., and December 31, 2014 by Mr. Michael
A. Francis of DEMETRIQU, DEL GUERCIO, SPR1NGER & FRANCIS, LLP. The attached
document, titled “Regional Board Response to Comments — Draft Cleanup and Abatement
Order No. R4-2014-XXXX,” summarizes the comments received and the responses tc those
comments.

an—enpe B8 STRMGER, cHalA [ SAMUEL UNGER EAECUTIVE OFRIGIR

az0 Wast 4tn St., Suite 209, Los Anqe|§s CA G083 | uww waterboards oa. qc\.;‘tovengates
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Mr. Tom and Ms. Anita Lorber -2~ August 12, 20156
Lorber Industries, Lorber Industries of California,

TGA Carson Properties, LLC

SCP 1056

CAQO No. R4-2015-0131

if you have any questions, please confaci Mr. Adnafn Siddiqui (project manager) at {213) 576-
6812 (asiddiqui@waterboards.ca.gov) or Remediation Section Program Manager, Dr. Arthur
Heath at (213) 576-6725 (aheath@waterboards.ca.gov).

Sincersly,

£
S B ) N
Samuel Unger, PE”
Executive Officer

Enclosure: 1.  Cleanup and Abatement Order No, R4-2015-0131
2, Regional Board Response to Comments ~Draft Cleanup and Abatement
Order No. R4-2014-XXXX '

Ce:  Mr. Jad Davis, Kutak Rock, LLP (via e-mail)
Mr. Alon Lebe!, Invirotreat, [nc. {via e-mail} -
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Water Boards

t.os Angeles Hegional Water Quality Control Board

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NUMBER R4-2015-0131
REQUIRING

LORBER INDUSTRIES, LORBER INDUSTRIES OF CALIFORNIA AND TGA CARSON

PROPERTIES ;LLC

TO ASSESS, CLEAN UP, AND ABATE
WASTE DISCHARGED TO WATERS OF THE STATE
(PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE SECTIONS 13304 AND 13267)

AT LORBER INDUSTRIES
17908 SOUTH FIGUEROA, CARSON, CALIFORNIA 90248
(SITE CLEANUP NO. 1056; SITE ID NO. 2040022)

This Cleanup and Abatement Order (Order) Is issued to Lorber Industries, Lorber Industries of
California and TGA Carson Properties, LLC based on California Water Code sections 13304
and 13267, which authorize the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(Regional Board) to issue a Cleanup and Abatement Order and require the submitial of
technical.and monitoring reports.

The Regional Board finds that:

BACKGROUND

Discharger: Lorber Industries {Lorber), Lorber industries of California and TGA Carson
Properties-, LLC (hereinafter coflectively i called “Dischargers”) are considered
responsible parties due to thelr ownership ‘of the property or conducting industrial
operations at the Site. f

Lorber conducted industrial operations consiéting of textile and fabric manufacturing at
the Site from 1972 until 2006, when it filed for Chapter 11 bankruptey.

in 2008, the name of the owner of the real properties commoniy known as 17920 and
17908 South Figueroa, Carson, California was changed to TGA Carson Properties -,
LLC and the owner of real property commonly known as 17818 South Figueroa, Carson,
California. : _

As detailed in this Cleanup and Abatement Otder (Order), the Dischargers have caused
or permitted waste to be discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be,
discharged Into the waters of the state which Creates, or threatens to create, a condition
of pollution or nuisance.

CHerlEs Srmikgen, coan | Samust UNGER, BXECUTIVE OFFICER

320 Wast 4th S6., Suite 200, Los Angelas. TA 0013 1 wiww waterosards ca.gov/iosanisles

3 wueveien parza |



Lorber Industries 2. August 12, 2015
Site Cleanup Program No. 1056 '
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2015-0131

2,

Location: The Site is approximately 0.5 mile éast of the 110 Freeway and 0.5 mile south
of the 91 Freeway in the City of Carson. Figure 1 of Atachment A presenis the Site
Location Map. The Site consists of:

17920 South Figueroa (LA County Assessor Parcel No. [APN] 7339-008-003)

17908 South Figueroa {APN 7338-006-002) :

17818 South Figueroa {APN 7339-006-001)

In 1994, Lorber leased the Elixir Industries p:roper’(y located at 17905 South Broadway
for its operations. In 1999, Lorber bunt anew busldmg at 18037 South Broadway on Elixir
Industries property.

Groundwater Basin: The Site is located in fthe West Coast Basin of the Los Angeles
County Coastal Plain. Beneath the Slte, the West Coast Basin consists of the Bellflower
Aquiclude which extends from the ground surface to an approximate depth of 120 feet
below the ground surface (ft bgs). The Bellflower Aquiclude consists of a series of water
bearing strata (aguifers) separated by less permeable beds of silts and clays
{aquicludes). The Gage Aquifer of the Lakewood Formation is located below the
Bellflowar Aquiclude overlying the Lynwood and Silverado Aquifers of the San Pedro
Formation. Three groundwater monitoring wells located at the Site are screened within
the Bellflower Aquiclude. The groundwater occurs at approximately 22 feet bgs and the
groundwater flow is fowards the northwest.

As set forth in the Water Quality Control Plari for the Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan),
which was adopted on June 13, 1994, and amended from time tc time, the designated
beneficial uses for groundwater in the West Coast Basin include municipal and domestic
drinking water supply (MUN), Industrial Service Supply (IND), Industrial Process Supply
(PROC) and Agricultural Supply (AGR).

SITE HISTORY

Site Description and Activities: The Site; consists of three buildings that occupy
approximately 5.5 acres along South Figueroa Street in City of Carson, California. The
Lotber Site was undeveloped prior to 1970. Since 1972- until approximately 2006,
Lorber has operated a textile knitting and dylng operation at its facility. Textiie processes
used onsite include knitting, dying and drying of cloth, addition of fabric softeners, and
printing.  From 1974 to 1978, a Permac dry cleaning machine that used
tetrachloroethylene (PCE) was operated onsite. A 200-gallon PCE above-ground
storage tank (AST) was located on a nearby bermed concrete pad. The dry cleaning
machine was reportedly removed from service in 1978, The 200-gallon PCE AST may
have also been removed at that time. Lorber: Industries conducted textile operations at
17920, 17908 and 17920 South Figueroa but 17920 South Figueroa is considered the
actual source of PCE contamination since the dry cleaning operation were conducted at
this address. The property at 17920 South Figueroa is currently vacant. The tenant at
17908 South Figueroa is Image First of Co., and it is a wash/laundry but does not use
solvenis. The current tenant at 17818 South Figueroa is Cedarwood-Young Co. dba
Allan Co., and it is used as a warehouse/distribution center. Figure 2 of Attachment A,
attached hereto and incorporated herein, depicts the Site features.

Chemical Usage: A dry cleaning machine Was located at the Site inside the 17908
South Figueroa building and PCE was used as the cleaning solvent as noted in Finding
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b)

c)

No. 4. The dry cleaning machine was opferated to clean unsoiled polyester and
“gavadine” cloth for clients. A 200-galion capacity above-ground tank was used to store
PCE.

EVIDENCE OF WASTE D!SCHARGEé AND BASIS FOR ORDER

Waste Discharges: Volatile organic compounds were discovered in groundwater at the
Site in 1991 when a groundwater monitoring well was instalied in the southeast corner of
the Site. Subsequent investigations consisting of soil and groundwater sampling
conducted at the Site confirmed that soil and groundwater beneath the Site are impacted
with chemicals. In 1999, a soil gas survey was also conducted at the adjacent Elixir
Industries property along the eastern boundary of the Lorber Site. The data collected
from environmental investigations conducted :at the Site indicate that waste discharges
occurred during industrial operations at the Site.

The following volatlle organic compounds {VOCs) have been detected in soil and
groundwater: PCE, trichloroethylene (TCE), .cis1,2-dichiorethylene {cis1,2-DCE); vinyl
chloride, 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA), 1,1-dichloroethane (1,1-DCA); 1,1-dichloroethene
(1,1-DCE), benzene, toluene, total xylenes and 1,4-dioxane.

Concentrations of selected chemicals deteffted in soll and groundwater at the Site,
based on analytical testing results, are presented below:

In soil: The maximum concentrations were: ‘PCE 1.7 milligrams per kilogram (mg/Kg),
TCE (0.577 mgiKg), and cis1,2-DCE (1.25 mg/Kg)

In soil vapor: PCE at 16 micrograms per litef {ug/L); TCE at 7.3 pgil., cis1,2-DCE at 16
pg/L, vinyl chioride at 6.8 pg/L, 1,1-DCE at 21 pg/L and benzene at 17 pg/l were
detected along the eastern property line. :

In groundwater: The historical maximum concentrations were: PCE at 9,140 pag/L; TCE
at 2,130 palL, cis1,2-DCE at 5,670 pgiL, vinyl chloride at 2,430 pg/L, TCA &t 26,000
ug/L, 1,1-DCA at 33,000 pg/L, 1,1-DCE at11,700 pg/L, benzene at 60 ugiL, toluene at
3,600 ug/L, total xylenes at 4,000 pg/L and 1,4-dioxane was detected at a concentration
of 404 pg/L. Based on the analytical results of the multi-depth discrete groundwater
sampling, the groundwater is impacted to the maximum depth of investigation of 98 feet
bgs.

Elixir Industries is located adjacent and directly up-gradient from the Site. Elixir
Industries has discharged wastes and investigations conducted at the property formeriy
owned by Elixir Industries indicate that underlying soil and groundwater are impacted by
chemicals, which also include previously identified VOCs. According to the analytical
results, the groundwater plume from Elixir Industries has migrated offsite beneath the
Lorber site. The Reglonal Board is also: overseeing asséssment, cleanup, and
remedilation of the Elixir site.
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10.

11.

12.

Source Elimination and Remediation Stafus it is reported that the dry cleaning
machine was removed in 1978, The 200- gailon PCE AST was also removed from
service at that time.

Summary of Findings from Subsurface investigations: The Regicnal Board has
reviewed and evaluated the technical reports and records In its files pertaining to the
discharge, detection, and distribution of wastes at the Site and the Site v'cini%y Elevated
levets of chemicals including VOCs and other wastes have been detected in soil and
groundwater beneath the Site.

The PCE, TCE, vinyl chloride and benzeng concentrations in soil gas exceed the
California Human Health Screening Levels {CHHSLs) of 0.603 pg/L, 1.77 pg/L, 0.0448
ag/L and 0.122 pg/L, respectively for commaercial/industrial land use posing a potential
threat fo human heaith through vapor intrusioh into the indoor air.

The PCE: TCE, cis1,2-DCE, vinyl chlorids, TCA 1,1-DCA, 1,1-DCE, benzene, toluene
and total xylenes exceed their respective State Water Resources Control Board, Division
of Drinking Water (DDW) maximum contamination levels (MCLs) of 5 pg/L, 5 pg/L, 6
ug/L, 0.5 pg/L, 200 pg/t, 5 pg/t, 6 pg/L, 1 pa/L, 150 pg/L and 1,750 pg/L posing a threat
to drinking water resources. The concentration of 1,-dioxane in groundwater exceeds its
notification level of 1 ug/L. established by DD‘V"&Jr

Regulatory Status; The Regional Board has provided regulatory oversight for the Site
since 2001 under the Regional Board's Site Cleanup Program (SCP). In 2005, the
Regional Board approved a work plan for additional assessment at the Site. Lorber
Industries ceased its operation at the Site in 2006 when it filed for Chapter 11
bankruptcy. No additional work has been performed since the approval of the work plan
due to reported financial difficulties by Lorber..

Impairment of Drinking Water Wells: The Regional Board has the authority to require
the Dischargers to pay for or provide uninterrupted replacement water service fo each
affected publfic water supplier or private wez»{l owner in accordance with Water Code
section 13304. :

Sources of Information: The sources for {he evidence summarized above include but
are not limited to: reports and other documentation in the Regional Board files for Elixir
Industries and Lorber Industries, telephone calls and e-mail communication with the
Dischargers, and their consultanis, and Site visits.

AUTHORITY - LEGAL REQUIREMENTS
Section 13304{a) of the Water Code provides %‘[hat:

“Any person who has discharged or discharges waste into the waters of this state in
violation of any waste discharge requirement or other order or prohibition issued by a
regional board or the state board, or who has:caused or permitted, causes or permits, or
threatens to cause or permit any waste fo be discharged or deposited where it is, or
probably will be, discharged into the waters: of the state and creates, or threatens fo
create, a condition of poliution or nuisance, shail upon order of the regional board,
cleanup the waslte or abate the effects of ;the waste, or, in the case of threatened
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14.

15.

16.

pollution or nuisance, take other necessary remedial action, including, but not limited fo,
overseeing cleanup and abatement efforts. A cleanup and abatement order issued by
the state board or a regional board may require the provision of, or payment for,
uninterrupted replacement water service, which may include wellhead treatment, to each
affected public water supplier or private well owner. Upon failure of any person to comply
with the cleanup and abatement order, the Atforney General, at the request of the board,
shall petition the superior court for that county for the issuance of an injunction requiring
the person to comply with the order. In the suit, the court shall have jurisdiction to grant
a proh:bftory or mandatory injunction, either pre!rmmary or permanent, as the facts may
warrant.” :

Section 13304(cX 1) of the California Water Code provides that:

“[Tihe person or persons who discharged the Waste discharges the wasfe, or threatened
to cause or permit the discharge of the waste within the meaning of subdivision (a}, are
liable to that governmental agency o the extent of the reasonable costs actually incurred
in cleaning up the waste, abating the effests of the waste, supervising cleanup or
abatement activities, or taking other remedial action. *

Section 13267(b)(1) of the California Water Code provides that:

“In conducting an investigation ... the regional board may require that any person who
has discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged or discharging, or who
proposes to discharge waste within its regfon . shall furnish, under penaity of petjury,
technical or monitoring program reports which the regional board requires. The burden,
including costs, of these reports shall bear a reasonable relai‘fonsh.'p to the need for the
report and the benefits to be obtained from the reports. In requiring those reports, the
regional board shall provide the person with a written explanation with regard to the
need for the reports, and shall identify the evidence that supports requiring that person
to provide the repors.”

The State Water Resources Control Board (hereafter State Water Board) has adopted
Resolution No. 92-49, the “Policies and Procedurss for Investigation and Cleanup and
Abatement of Discharges Under Water Cdde Section 13304” (Resolution 92-489).
Resolution 92-49 sets forth the policies and precedures to be used during an
investigation and cleanup of a polluted site and reguires that cleanup levels be
consistent with State Water Board Resolution 68-16, the “Statement of Policy With
Respect to Maintaining High Quality of Waters in California.” Resolution 82-49 and the
Basin Plan establish the cleanup levels to be achieved. Resolution 82-49 requires the
waste to be cleaned up to background, or if that is not reasonable, to an alternative leve!
that is the most stringent level that is economically and fechnologically feasible in
accordance with Title 23, California Code of: Regulations {(CCR) Section 2550.4. Any
alternative cleanup level to background must (1) be consistent with the maximum benefit
to the people of the state; (2) not unreasonably affect present and anticipated beneficial
use of such water; and (3) not result'in water quality less than that prescribed in the
Basin Plan and applicable Water Quality Control Plans and Policies of the State Water
Beard.

The Regional Board adopied the Water Quallty Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region
{Basin Plan), which identifies beneficial uses and establishes water quality objectives to



Lorber industries -6 August 12, 2015
Site Cleanup Program No. 1056
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2015-0131

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

protect those uses. The Site overlies groundWater in the West Coast Basin of the Los
Angeles Coastal Plain. The designated beneficial uses of the groundwater beneath the
Site are Municipat (MUN), Industrial Service: Supply {IND), Industrial Process Supply
(PROC) and Agricultural Supply (AGR). As noted in paragraph 8.c, the exceedance of
applicable water quality objectives in the Basin Plan constitutes pollution as defined in
Water Code section 13050(1)(1). The wastes detected in groundwater, soil matrix and
vapor at the Site threaten to cause pollution and nuisance.

It is the policy of the State of California ihat :every human being has the right to safe,
clean, affordable, and accessible water adequate for human Consumptlon cooking, and
sanitary purposes. This Order promotes that policy by requiring the cleanup and
remediation of waste in groundwater that is or may be used for domestic purposes, to
meet standards designed to protect human heaith.

Public Participation: The Regional Board may require the Dischargers to submit
information or take actions fo meet the reqmremenfs of California Water Code sections
13307.1 and 13307.6.

DISCHARGERS LIfABlLlTY

As described in this Order and the record of the Regional Board, the Dischargers are
sublect to an order pursuant to Water Code section 13304 because the Dischargers
have caused or permitted waste, including VOCs including PCE and its degradation
products to be discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged into
the waters of the state and creates, or thredtens to create, a condition of pollution or
nuisance. The Dischargers have caused or permitted VOCs including PCE and its
degradation products to be discharged or deposited where the wastes are, or probably
will pose, a potential human health threat to occupants of the building onsite through
direct contact exposure to contaminated SGI| and/or groundwater or through vapor
intruslon into indoor air.

The constituents found at the Site are described in Finding 8 and the Regional Board
files related to this Site. These constituents constitute “waste” as deflned in Water Code
section 13050(d). The discharge of waste has resulted in pollution, as defined in Water
Code section 13050(1), and nuisance as defiried in Water Code section 13050{m). The
concentrafion of wastes in soil and groundwater exceed water quality objectives
contained in the Basin Plan, including maxmem contaminant levels (MCLs).

This Order requires investigation and cleanup of the Site in compliance with the Water
Code, the applicable Basin Plan, State Water Board Resolution 82-49, and other
applicable plans, policies, and regulations. Lorber Industries, Lorber Industries of
California and TGA Carson Propertles, LLC as the current and former owner and
operator of the Site and facilities at the Slte are responsible for complying with this
Order. :

This Order requires the submittal of technicdl or monitoring reports pursuant to Water
Code section 13267. The Dischargers are required to submit the reports because, as
described in the findings in this Order and: the records of the Regional Board, the
Dischargers discharged waste and is suspected of having discharged or discharging
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waste at the Site. The reports are necessary o evaluate the extent of the impacts of the
discharge of waste on water quality and public health, and to determine the scope of the
remedy necessary to cleanup and abate those impacts. The burden, including costs, of
the reports, bears a reasonable relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits
to be obtained from the reports. Additional evidence in support of requiring these reports
can be found in the Regional Board files related to this Site.

CONCLUSIONS

28. [ssuance of this Order is being taken for the ptotection of the environment and as such is
exempt from provisions of the Califomia En\nronmental Quality Act {CEQA} (Pubic
Resources Code section 21000 et sed.) in accordance with California Code of
Regulations, title 14, sections 15061(b)(3), 15308, 15307, 15308, and 15321. This Order
generally requires the Dischargers to submit plans for approval prior to implementation
of cleanup activities at the Site. Mere submittal of plans is exempt from CEQA as
submittal will not cause a direct or indirect physical change in the environment and/or is
an activity that cannot possibly have a significant effect on the environment. CEQA
review at this time would be premature and speculative, as there is simply not enough
information concerning the proposed remedial activities and possible associated
environmental impacts. If the Regional Board determines that implementation of any
plan required by this Order could have a significant effect on the environment, the
Regional Board, or other lead agency, will: conduct the necessary and appropriate
environmental review prior to Executive Officer approval of the applicable plan.

24. Pursuant to sections 13304 and 13365 of the Water Code, the Regional Board may seek
reimbursement for all reasonable costs to oversee cleanup of such waste, abatement of
the effects thereof, or other remedial action, including public participation.

25, Any person aggrieved by this action of the Ragional Water Board may petition the State
Water Board to review the action in accorddnce with Water Code section 13320 and
California Code of Regulations, title 23, sections 2050 and following. The State Water
Board must receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 80 days after the date of this Order, except
that if the thirtieth day following the date of ’{his Order falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or
state holiday, the petition must be received by the State Water Board by 5:00 p.m. on
the next business day. Copies of the law and regulations applicable to filing petitions
may be found on the Intemet at:

http://www.waterboards.ca.govfpubtic__noﬁcesé’petitions/water_quality

or will be provided upon request.

REQUIRED ACTIONS

THEREFORE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to secticns 13267 and 13304 of the
California Water Code that the Dischargers shal |nvestlgate cleanup, and abate the effects of
waste discharged or deposited at or from the! SIte in accordance with the following
requirements: :
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Conduct Site Assessment; Develop, Subm'& and Implement a Site Assessment Work
Plan(s) to Assess, Characterize and Delineate the Extent of Wastes originating at the
Site in Soil, Soil Vapor and Groundwater.

Fully assess and characterize and completely delineate the vertical and lateral extent of
wastes onsite and offsite in the soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater. The assessment
will include VOCs and any other waste constifuents that were discharged or deposited at
the Site but the assessment need not include: Waste constituents that did not originate at
the Site. :

[dentn’y the locafions of all waste sources at the Site such as tanks, clarifiers, sumps,
piping and other sources, to allow for full assessment of the extent of waste discharged
at the Site.

Include a time schedule for implementation of the work proposed in the Site Assessment
Work Plan. :

Upon Executive Officer approval of the Slte Assessment Work Plan(s) and time
schedule, implement the Site Assessment Work Plan in accordance with the approved
schedule. Upon comgletion of the work, submit a Site assessment report to the Regional
Board containing the resuits, conclusions and:recommendations.

Develop and include a Site Conceptual Model (SCM) in Site Assessment reports
submitted to the Regional Board in Site Assessment reports.

Completion of the Site Assessment may require muitiple work plans.

Conduct Remedial Action: Develop and implement a plan for the cleanup of waste in
the soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater and abatement of the effects of only the
waste that originated on the Site; however, yéu are advised to consider polential effects
from comingling of the Elixir plume during’ remediation (see item 6 ¢ on page 3).
Specificafly, you shall:

Develop a comprehensive Remedial Act!on Plan (RAP) for cleanup of waste ihat
originated on the Site in the soil matrix, soil vapor and groundwater discharged or
deposited at the Site and submit it to the Reglonal Board for review and approval. The
RAP shall include, at a minimum:

Prefiminary cleanup goals for soll and groundwater in compliance with State Water
Board Resolution 92-49 (“Policies and Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup and
Abatement of Discharges Under Water Code Section 13304"). The cleanup levels must
be protective of the human healih, groundwater and surface waler resources,
environment and the beneficial uses set forth in the Basin Plan. Alternative cleanup
levels to background for groundwater shall not exceed water quality objectives in the
Basin Plan. Alternative cleanup levels to bagkground for soil and soil vapor shall not
exceed levels that will result in groundwater exceeding water quality objectives in the
Basin Plan

Discussion of the technology(ies) proposed for remediation of soil matrix, soil vapor and
groundwater, ‘
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Description of the selection criteria for choosing the proposed method over other
potential remedial options. Discuss the technical merit, suitability of the selected method
under the given Site conditions and waste consfituents present, economic and temporal
feasibility, and immediate and/or future beneficiat results.

Description of any pilot projects intended to bé implemented.

Estimation of cumulative mass of wastes to be removed with the selected method.
Include all caicutations and methodologies used to obfain this estimate.

A proposed schedule for completion of the RAP

Revisions to or additional RAPs may be neéded if the implemented remediati measure
does not completely achieve ali Site cleanup goals.

Upon Regional Board approval of the Remedial Action Plan(s), you shall implement the
RAP in accordance with the approved time sc:hedule‘

You shall submit remediation progress reports to this Regional Board as set forth in the
Monitoring and Reporting Program {Attachment C} in accordance with the approved
schedule in Time Schedule, Attachment B The remediation progress reports shait
document all performance data associated with the operating systems.

Conduct Human Health Risk Assessment; Upon assessment and/or implementation
of the remedial action at the Site, the Dischargers shall conduct a human health risk
assessment (HHRA) using concentrations. of chemicals in soil, soil vapor and
groundwater at the Site.

Conduct Groundwater Monitoring:

Develop a groundwater monitoring program. The Dischargers shall evaluate the
groundwater monitoring program previously: implemented at the Site and develop a
revised plan that includes new and/or replacement wells, installed in accordance with the
action required in Reguirement No. 1 (page 8). In the evaluation, the Dischargers must
consider all pertinent information from each well including, but not limited to, the location
of the well, total depth, well construction detalls, subsurface lithology and groundwater
zones, and historical analytical resuits, The: revised groundwater monitoring program
must also include a sampling and analysis plan.

Upon Regional Board approval of the Groundwater Monitoring Program, you shall
implement the plans in accordance with the approved time schedule.

You shall submit Groundwater Monitoring Proigram reports to this Regional Board as set
forth in the Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment C) in accordance with the
approved schedule in the Time Schedule, Attachment B,

Revision to the Groundwater Monitoring Progj_ram may be needed based on the results
of groundwater monitoring. The Regional Board may require revisions to and
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implementation of the revised Groundwater Monitoring Programs, but will consider
revisions to the due dates if additional work isineeded.

Time Schedule: The Dischargers shall submit all required work plans and reports and
complete work within the schedule in any approved work plan or RAP and the time
schedule listed in Attachment B attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference,
which may be revised by the Executive Officer without amending this Order. No such
revision will be effective unless made in writing.

The Regional Board's authorized representatié/e(s) shall be allowed:

Entry upon premises where a regulated faci[it? or activity is located, conducted, or where
records are stored, under the conditions of this Order;

Access to copy any records that are stored urder the conditions of this Order;

Access fo inspect any facility, equipment (including monitoring and contrcl equipment),
practices, or operations regulated or required under this Order; and

The right to photograph, sample, and mon%tor the Site for the purpose of ensuring
compliance with this Order, or as otherwise authorized by the California Water Code.

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

This Order is not intended to permit or allow the Dischargers to cease any work required
by any other Order issued by the Regional Board, nor shall it be used as a reason to
stop or redirect any investigation or cleanup or remediation programs ordered by the
Regional Board or any other agency. Furthermore this Order does not exempt the
Dischargers from compliance with any other faws, regulations, or ordinances which may
be applicable, nor does it legalize these waste treatment and disposal facilities, and it
leaves unaffected any further restrictions on those facilities which may be contained in
other statutes or required by other agencies. -

The Dischargers shall submit a 30-day advance notice to the Regional Board of any
planned changes in hame, ownership, or control of the Site and shalf provide a 30-day
advance notice of any planned physical changes to the Site that may the Dischargers
also shall provide a 30-day advance notice, by letter, to the succeeding owner/operator
of the existence of this Order, and shall submlt a copy of this advance notice to the
Regional Board.

Destruction and abandonment of any ground\}vater well(s) at the Site must be approved
by and reported fo the Regional Board at Iee;tst 30 days in advance. Any groundwater
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14.
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16.

17.

wells removed must be replaced within a reasonable time, at a location approved by the
Regional Board. With written justification; the Regional Board may approve the
destruction of groundwater wells without. replacement. When a well is destroyed, all
work shall be completed in accordance with California Department of Water Resources
Bulletin 74-90, “California Well Standards,” Monitoring Well Standards Chapter, Part 1,
Sections 16-19. i

In the event compliance cannot be achieved within the terms of this Order, the
Dischargers may request, in writing, an éxtension of the time specified. The extension
request shall include an explanation why the specified date could not or will not be met
and justification for the requested period of gxtenision. Any extension request shall be
submitted as soon as the situation is recognized and no later than the compliance date.
Extension reqguests not approved in writing wifh reference to this Order are denied.

Reference herein to determinations and considerations to be made by the Regional
Board regarding the terms of the Order may be made by the Executive Officer or his/her
designee. Decisions and directives made by the Executive Officer in regards to this
Order shall be as if made by the Regional Board.

The Regional Board, through its Executive Officer, may amend this Order as additional
information becomes available. Upon request by Dischargers, and for good cause
shown, the Executive Officer may defer, delete or extend the date of compliance for any
action required of Dischargers under this Order without amending the Order. Any such
revision must be made in writing to be effective. The authority of the Regional Board, as
contained in the California Water Code, to order investigation and cleanup, in addition to
that described herein, is in no way limited by this Order.

Continue any remediation or monitoring activities until such time as the Executive Officer
determines that sufficient cleanup has been accomplished and this Order has been
rescinded. ' :

Reimburse the Regional Board for reasonable costs associated with oversight of the
investigation and cleanup of the waste at or emanating from the Site. Provide the
Regional Board with the name or names and contact information for the person o be
provided billing statements from the State Water Resources Control Board.

The Dischargers shall submit information and take actions addressing public
participation requirements of CWC sections 13307.3 and 13307.6 when directed by the
Executive Officer.

The Regional Board, under the authority given by Water Code section 13287(b)(1),
requires you to include a perjury statement in‘all reports submitted under this Order. The
perjury statement shall be signed by a senior authorized representative (not by a
consultant). The perjury statement shall be in the following format:

“|, [NAME], certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were
prepared by me, or under my direction or supervision, in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry &f the person or persons who manage the
system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
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18.

19,

20.

Ordered bya:'ﬁ@,%w(_/ (,) Prme | : Date: i“lrukg. 2.,

information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and
complete. 1 am aware that there are significanit penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.”

The State Water Board adopted regulations requiring the electronic submittals of
information over the internat using the State Water Board GeoTracker data management
system. You are required to upload all reports and correspondence prepared and
required by this Order on to the GeoTracker data management system. The text of the
regutations can be found at the URL: :

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic_reporting/docs/final_electronic_re
gs_dec04.pdf. ‘

Failure to comply with the terms or conditions of this Order may result in imposition of
civil liabilities, imposed either administratively: by the Regional Board or judicially by the
Superior Court in accordance with sections 13268, 13304, 13308, and/or 13350 of the
California Water Code, and/or referral to the Atiorney General of the State of California.

None of the obligations imposed by this Ordef on Dischargers are intended to constitute
a debt, damage claim, penalty or other civil action which should be limited or discharged
in a bankruptcy proceeding. All obligations are imposed pursuant to the police powers of
the State of California intended to protect the public health, safety, welfare, and
environment.

-
PVLNY

Samuel Unger, P.ES

Executive Officer
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Time Schei:iule
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Time Scheaufe

August 12, 2015

DIRECTIVE

DUE DATE

Site Assessment Work Plan;

1a. | Prepare and submit to the Regional Board a work plan | October 15, 2015
including a schedule -for completing delineation of
lateral and vertical extent of wastes in soil gds, soll
matrix and groundwater onsite and offsite.

1h. | Implement the Site Assessment Work Plan acCordlng According to schedule approved
to approved schedule. : by the Executive Officer

1c. | Submit a Site assessment report after the approvai of | According to schedule approved
the work plan and its implementation by the Executive Officer

1d. | Multiple Site Assessment Work Plans may be réquired Within 6C days of receiving
to complete assessment of and fully dehneate waste | directives from the Regional
discharge . Board,

2. | Conduct Remedial Action: 7

2a. | Submit a Remedial Action Plan(s) (RAP) for cleanup | Within 60 days of receiving
of wastes in soil, soil vapor and groundwater that | directives from the Regional
mncludes a time schiedule for implementation. Board.

2b. | Implement RAP. According to schedule approved

by the Executive Officer

2¢c. | Upon completion of implementation of the: RAP, | According to schedule approved
submit a Remedial Action Completion Report. by the Executive Officer

2d. | Multiple RAPs may be required to coimpiete According to schedule approved
assessment of and fully delineate waste discharge by the Executive Officer

3. | Conduct Human Health Risk Assessment:

3a. | Prepare and submit a human health risk assessment

considering all waste constituents in the soil matrix,
soit gas and groundwater, all exposure pathways and
receptors and applying existing regulatory human

According to schedule approved
by the Executive Officer .

health screening levels and/or acceptable risk
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assessment models.

4, | Conduct Groundwater Monitoring:
October 15, 2015
4a. | Prepare and submit to the Regional Board a
Groundwater Monitoring Plan for the S!’re Inctude a
Sampling and analysis plan.

According to schedule approved
4h. | Implement the Groundwater Monitoting and Sampllng by the Executive Officer.

Plan according to approved schedule. :

8. | Public Participation: ; According 1o the schedule
‘ approved or specified by the
Executive Officer.
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Monitoring and Reporting Program
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER No. R4-2015-0131

This Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) is |ssued pursuant to Water Code section 13267
and is part of Cleanup and Abatement Order (Order) No. R4-2015-0131. Failure to comply with
this MRP can result in the imposition of civit liabllity, pursuant to the California Water Code
section 13268. All sampling and analyses shall be' by USEPA approved methods. The test
methods chosen for detection of the constituents of concern shall be subject to review and
concurrence by the California Reglonal Water Quahty Control Board Los Angeles Region
{Regjonal Board).

Laboratory analytical reports to be incflded in techn%cal reports shall contain a complete list of
chemical constituents which are tested for and reported on by the testing faboratory. In addition,
the reports shall include both the method detection limit and the practical quantification #imit for
the testing methods. All samples shall be analyzed within allowable holding times. All quality
assurance/quality control {QA/QC) samples must be fun on the same dates when samples were
actually analyzed. Proper chain of custody procedures must be followed and a copy of the
compieted chain of custody form shall be submitted with the report. Ali analyses must be
performed by a State Water Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water accredited
laboratory. :

The Regional Board’'s Quality Assurance Project P}an, September 2008, can be used as a
reference and guidance for project activities involving sample collection, handling, analysis and
data reporting. The guidarice is available on the Regional Board’s web Site at:

hitp://www.waterboards.ca.gov/rwqch4/water_issues/programs/remediation/Board_SGV-
SFVCleanupProgram_Sept2008_QAPP.pdf

GROUNDWATER MONITORING

Dischargers shall collect groundwater samples from igroundwater monitoring wells installed for
the purpose of site investigation and monitoring. Any monitoring wells installed in the future shail
be added to the groundwater monitoring program and sampled regutarly. The groundwater
surface elevation (in feet above mean sea level [MSL]} in all monitoring wells shall be measured
and used to determine the gradient and direction of groundwater flow.

The groundwater shall be analyzed for all constltuents pertinent to the Site such as provided
below:

Constituent ‘ EP A Method
Volatile Organic Compounds (full scan) 1 EPA 82608
Total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline | EPA 8015 modified

Metals EFA 6010
Hexavalent Chromium EPA 7199
Ammonium Perchlorate i EPA 314.0
1,4-dioxane | EPA 8270C
N-Nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA) EPA 1625

Temperature Field*
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ol! Field
Electrical Conduclivity ' Field
Oxidation-Reduction Potential (ORP) Field
Turbidity Field

* To be measured in the field.

REMEDIATION SYSTEMS

Reports on remediation systems shall confain aHQpertinent information regarding the Site
remediation systems: ‘ :

1. Maps showing location of all remediation wells, if applicable;

2. Status of each remediation system including amount of time operating and down
time for maintenance and/or repair;

3. The report shall include tables summarizing the operating and performance
parameters for the remediation systems; and

4, Systam inspection sheets shall docunﬁent field activitles conducted during each
Site visit and shall be included in the reporis

MONITORING FREQUENCIES

Specifications in this monitoring program are subject to periodic revisions. Monitoring
requirements may be modified or revised by the Executive Officer based on review of
montitoring data submitted pursuant to the Order, ‘without amending the Order. Monitoring
frequencies may be adjusted or parameters and locations removed or added by the Executive
Officer, without amending the Order, if site.conditions indicate that the changes are necessary.
Any revisions to menitoring requirements or monitoring freguencies must be made in writing to
be effective. :

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1. The Dischargers shail report all monitoring data and information as specified
herein. Reports that do not comply with the required format will be REJECTED
and the Dischargers shall be deemed fo be in noncompliance with the Monitoring
and Reporting Program : '

2. Regular groundwater monitoring reports shall be submitted to the Regional Water
Board according to the schedule. ' '

Monitoring Perfod Report Due

January - March Aprit 15
April - June July 15
July - September Qctober 15

October - December January 15
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Groundwater monitoring reports shall include a contour map showing groundwater
elevations at the Site and the groundwater flow direction. The quarterly
groundwater monitoring reports shall include tables summarizing the historical
depth-to-water, groundwater elevations and historical analytical results for each
monitoring well. The results of any monitoring done more frequently than required
at the locaftions specified in the Mornltoring and Reporting Program shall be
reported to the Regional Water Board. Field monitoring well sampling sheets shall
be completed for each monitoring wall sampied and included in the report.

Remediation progress reports shall be submitied to the Regicnal Water Board
according to the schedule. ‘

Monitoring Period Report Due
January - March April 15 -
April - June July 15
July - September October 15
October - December January 15

3. Remediation progress reports shall include an estimate of the cumulative mass of
contaminant removed from the subsurface, system operating time, the
effectiveness of the remediation system, any field notes pertaining to the
operation and maintenance of the system and, if applicable, the reasons for and
duration of all interruptions in the operation of any remediation system and acticns
planned or taken to correct and prevent interruptions.

4. In reporting the monitoring data, the Dischargers shall arrange the data in tabular
form so that the date, the constituénts, and the concentrations are readily
discernible. The data shall be summarized to demonstrate compliance with the
requirements. All data shall be submi tted in electronic form in a form acceptable
to the Regional Water Beard.
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SOUTE COABYT AIR QUALITY MRANAGEMENT DIBTRICT
ENGINEERING DIVISION ..: FIELD REPORT

NAME OF APRLICANT DATE OF INBRECTICON
_LORBER INDUSTRIES OF CALIFORNIA INC. . . | (9=25=-89 e

MATLING ADDRESS i FERMIT APPL. HO. |
17908 S, FIGUEROA ST. , GARDENA, CALIFORHIA 90248 | 203%92 . .

EQUIPMENT LOCATION (ADDRESS) A.Q.M. 0. OFFICE NO
SAME

REABON PERMIT
H REQU IR ED:

NEW
ToaTe consTRUG

CON( } OHARGE({ )} CHANGE{ ) CHANGE({ ) EQUIPMENT{X) i
2 T AP E 1 TION FRATION

PREBHIE BHES ) N
TIME SPENT ~ FROM TO

JEION AUTHORYJIED: . HARY) SPEL 100 AM 12530 PMI
USUAL OPERATING HCEEDULE

{¥OR THIG BQUIPMENT: 24 HRS/DAY : 7 DAYS/WEEK : 45 WEEKS/YEAR

WEATHER WIND ESTIMATED BABIC A.P.C.
CLEAR, SUNNY 5 MEH coaT. EQUIR. & EQUIR. %

NAMER & TITLES OF PERBONS
w RALPH LOPER, MAINTENANCE HANAGER
& FUME PROCEES ALLOWED EBTIN.
H] HEIGHT (8) LEJHR LOABESy _ LO/HR LOBEBRS  LEJHR]

OFFICIAL EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION. *CALCULATION OF PROCESS HEIGHT(8)
PROCESS DESCRIPTION AHD FINDINGS:

Tror DUBT

e e L T N S A
AEPLICATION WO, 20359%

BOILER, DIXON, FIRE-TUBE TYPE, MODEL WW-6, SERIAL NO. D7454,
NATIONAL BOARD NO. 1646, 325 HP, WITH A INDUSTRIAL COMBUSTION
BURNER, MODEL NO. DLG-1455, 13,600,000 BTU/HR, |

e et D S e s

T s b e

3 oaten g gt A e A Ak s g sy 4

EAGRGEROUND

0 Lorber Industries owns two boilers which were installed without a
permit in 1971 & 1975. They were rated at 21,000,000 btu/hr and
13,600,000 btu/hr and fired with natural gas only. The small boiler was
exempt from permit under the old Rule 219( natural gas fired boilers
under 20,000,000 btu/hr are exempt from permit) while the large boiler
required a permit under the same rule. Since the company needed to use
fuel oil during the matural gas curtailment, on 1-7-88, they filed two
apflications(&fﬁ 164740 and 164742) to obtain permits to operate for the |
bollers (the company installed the oil firing without :

TRECOHMENDED { )APFROVE FOR () APPHOVE FOR { JHOLD "BEE —{ JDENY
DISPOSITION: PERMIT PERMIT SUBJECT EXPLANATION  DERMIT
. PO _CONDITIONS  BELOW

REVIEWING ENGINEBR: ~ [8IGNATURE ARG
{ } I CONCUR WITH RECOHNENDATIONS S i
{ } I DO NOT CONCUR WITH RECOMMEND.

4.1 8SBE _COMMENTS ON RTTACHED PAGE _ IPAGE 1 OF  PAGES
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434 SoUTH SAN PEDRO STREET.

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT - COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Los ANGELES, CALIF. 90013. MADISON 9-4711

ENGINEERING DIVISION----FIELD REPORT

NAHE OF APPLICANT

. LORFRINT, TINC.

HAILING ADDRESS

17818 South Figueroa Street, Gardena, CA 90248

PERIII’I' APPL NO

See Below
COUIPUENT LOCATION IADORESH) AF.0.0 IOWE Ho.
B CD
REATON PERMIY MEW COM-. p: ) CHAHGE QF () CHANGE OF { ) CHANGE OF ‘ ) EQU I PMENT
IS REQUIRED STRUCT § 51 OWNERSHEP LESSEE LOCATION ALTERATION
BATE CONSTAUL TiRE SFERT ;
Tion auTHORLzZEO.,  1=8=75 BT MNM  Juexine twsegcrion: FADK o

USUAL OPERATING SCHEBULE
FOR_TH3S EOUIPNENT,

24 hre/day, 6 days/week

THER
. = “I;:;T“ ’ E.o:::u:wr $ See Below EOUIPHENT $Seé Below
HAMES @ TITLES OF FPERGONS
If“""cIE" 8y ENGINEER Mr, Bernard
FOR DUST & FUME  pROCESS” LES [ ALLowED LBY |ESTEMATED LBS
PROBLEMS OMLY wE 1 6HT {5} /HR | Losees /He. JLOSSES /HR,
CFFICIAL EOUIFMENT DESCRIPTION, °CALCULATION OF PROCESS WEIGHTIS), PROCESS DESCRIPTION AND FIND [HGS
& AFPLTCATION NU. =837k~ (APC COST 4%,000)
ATR POLLUTTION CONIROL SYSTEM CONSISTING QFs-—
Te
APPLICATION NO. A-83715 {BASIC COST: $300,000)
FAERYC-PRINTING AND DRYING SYSTEM CONSISTING OF:
4. FPRINTER, STORK—BRABANT, DRUM TYPE, WITH A 3~H.P. FABRIC FEEDER,
£0=H.P. PRINTING DRUM AND BELT DRIVE, FOUR O.4-H.P. UKCURLERS ,
™o 0.5-H.P. ROLLER FEEDERS, A 1/4-H.P. BELT GUIDE, TWELVE
3/1}-11.?. IYE PUMPS, 0.74-H,P. GILUE PUHP, 5.36-H.P. BELT WASHING
MACHINE AND AN 18 XW ELECTRIC RFATER.
2. DRIER, SPPRK-BRABANT, 119-0" W, x 777-0" L. x 9'-4" H,, WITH
THREE 1,903,000 BTU PER HOUR GAS B THREE b40-H.P.
CIRCULATING BLOWERS, S5.H.P. BELT CONVEYOR, TWO S5.63=-H.P.
EXHAUST BLOWERS, 1/ 2~-A.P. BELT CONVEYOR GUIDE AND A 3=H.P.
FABRIC FOLDER.
3. PAPER ROLLUP STATION, 5-H.P., WITH A 3-H.P. ROLLER, 4/2-H.P.
COOLING BLOWER, AND O.24~H.P. AIR COMPRESSOR.
E . WOVE € FOR GEAMIT SUBJECT LD, e : DENY
ot o et/ i pan, 7o
Pending Enforeetent evaluabion.
REVIEWING ENGINEER e b s ronanuir———my St SN
{ | CONCUR %1TH RECOMMENDATIENS __ A ¥, H Manmur, .’:ar. fe L’q E:%:Lgineer
{ 1} 1 DO HeT CONCUR WITH RECOMMENDATIORS )
I} %55 rFoMMENTS 6N ATTACHED PAGE peck | @c __ PAGES 1. 8ANTAA RY.R508




SO0. CALIF. AXIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT ~ L.A. ZONE

ENGINEERING DIVISION--FIELD REPORT

FNAHE OF APPLYCANT wm
LORPRINT, INC. See P, 1 See P, 1
APPLICATION-NO— =837 16——{RASTECOSTT 300, (K0

STEAMER, STORK-BRABANT, 91-5" W, x 32'-0" L. x 17'-4" H., WZfH A 15-H.P.
FEEDER, TWO 5-H.P. AND FOUR 3-H.P. CIRCULATING BLOWERS,.

2’0.4-H.P. UNCURLERS, TWC 0.08-H.P.
. STRAIGHTENING ROLLER, 13.8-H.P.

1. FEEDING STATION, WITH
e RAME, 30-H.P., WITH A 8.9-H.P. WIDTH ADJUSTER.
3! NI'Z. 12"‘10“ W. x 120'-3" L- X 5.-9" H-”, WITH
BURNERS, SEVEN 1/3-H.P. COMBUSTION AIR BLOWERS, SEVEN

20-H.P, CIRCULATING BLOWERS, FOUR 2~-H.P. COOLING BLOWERS,
FLAP _ADJUSTERS, THREE S-H.P. EXAAUST

HISTORY :

The applications were submitted by Lorprint, Inc. as Class I for authority
to construct and permit to operate the system described above. The
anthority to construct was granted on January 8, 1975 and the construction
was completed on April 15, 1975. The equipment was inepected an Hovewbar
L, 1975 and November 15, 1975. During ths November 4th inapection, viola-
ting opmacities were noted from the APC equipment and ewissions were attrab-
uted to poor maintensnce of the unit. The equipments performance on Kow.
15, 1975 inspection appeared to be satisfactory and in compliance with the
Rules-

The applicant proposed to install booster pumps within the APC equipment
to maintain water pressure at the irrigation nozzles at the recommended
maximum of 60 psi. He promised to contact the District as soon as the
modifications and upgrading of the control equipment ias completed.

On May 10, 1976, Fngineering Inspector Fotiades contacted the writer and
informed him that odor complaints had been filed against the applicant.
The inspector indicated that he observed vieible emissions of 10% opacity
from the control equipment. As a result of this complaint it was decided

to reinspect the equipment to take final actio? on :he aEplication.
. S1GNATURE

H¢ N- Hans(”.lr. Sru A. Pg ﬁgr'

l 12 BRORn107 D.7.TAR
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50. CALIF. AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT - %.A. ZONE

ENGINE ERING DIVISION----FIELD REPORT

KRAME OF APPLICANT APFL. HD. m
TORPRINT, INC. See P, 14 See P. 1

' The equipment was inspected on May 10, May 13 and ¥ay 25 and obgerva=
tions during these inspections are provided in this report.,

PROCESS DESCRIPTION:

This company is engaged in the printing of polyester fabricse and other
synthetics such as polimed, acrylies and acetatess The printing process
is a form of localized dyeing whereby a pattern of design is produced on a
textile surface with the aid of azo dispersed dyes. The production process
consists of printing, drying, steaming, washing, and finally heat setting.

Fabrics to be printed are first washed in a detergent solution to remove
a1l the oils left from the knitting operation. The fabric is then dried
and heat set in the tenter frame. Printed patterns are applied to the
fabric by 12 consecutive rollers. The dye is dried upon appliecation to
reduce its moisture content and minimize spreading. The dye spreading is
avorded since it causes the printed pattern to form ragged edges which
significantly degrade the quality of the printed fabriec.

The fabric then undergoes amn aging process 1n the steamer for g period of
30-40 minutes. During this process, the application of heat causes the
polyester fibers to open up and promote the absorption of the dye stuff
into the fibers. The fabric is then washed in several bat: k washing systemg
to remove chemicals from the surface. Ideally, at the end of the washing
procese, only the dye stuff contained within the fibers will be left on the
fabric. The rest of the oxidizing and sccelerating chemicals would be
drained to the sewer with the washing solution. The fabric is finally
dried snd heat set in a Kranze tenter ring. Finishing agents are applied
@ to give the fabric the desired feel and texture.

Exhaust gasges from the tenter frame, the steamer, and the dryer are ducted
to an airwasher to reduce its temperature to 100°F or lower. The cooling
operation was found to be essential to ensure the condensation of the
collected contaminants. The exheust is then introduced to a mist eliminatox
where ligquid particulates are collected by the poli-imaze bed and gravity-
drained to the bottom of the unit. Cleaned air is exhausted at the top of
the unit to the atmosphere.

The printing system is also used for the printing of paper. Printed

patterns are transferred from the paper to the fabric by = special subli=-
mation operation.

OBSFRVATTONS DURTNG FIELD INSPECTION ON MAY 10, 1976:

During today's inspection,fabric of 8~8-1/2 ounces per square yard in
weight was processed in the printing system oven. Temperature in the 3
modules of the oven wg® maintained at 300°F and the fabric was being fed
at the rate of 20 yards per wminute. ZExhaust gas temperature at the inlet
of the APC equipment was recorded to be 100°F and wter pressure at the
irrigation nozzles was maintained at 50 psi. 71 g

o el enninT o_%_TA-R



50. CALIF. AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT - L.A. 20NE

ENGINEERING DIVISION.-FIELD REPORT

NAME OF APPLICANY WW
LDRPRINT, ING- SEE Po 1 See P, 1

Vigible emissione of violating opacity were noted c¢ontinuocusly at the dis-
charge of the air pollution control equipment and ohserved opacities were
recorded on the attached opacity sheets. It was evident that the equip-
ment is not capahle‘of controlling the emissions generated. Mr. Bernard,
Flant Maintengasp Bupervisor, requested to be given a second opporiunity
to demonstrate periormance after it's serviced and cleaned properly. It
was agreed to schedule a second inspection as poon as posaible.

OBSERVATIONS DURING FIELD INSPECTION ON MAY 15, 1976;

This inspection was conducted to establish the cause of discharging visible
emiseion from the APC equipment. Mr. Bernard, explained that a water seal
{please see enclosed diagram) at the bottom of each filter module broke
and cansed contaminated gases to by-pass the filter directly to the atmos-
phere. The unit was opened to inspect the water sesls at the bottom of
each filter modulef It appeared, from the phyaical dimensions of the waterd
sesled containers, that the pressure of at lemst 20" W.C. must be main-
tained across the filter hefore the seal is broken. As a result, the
poss1rbility of breamking the water seal due to pressure burld up within the
unat was ruled out.

Mr. Bernard insisted on flushing the filter media before demonstrating the
performance of the unit. The flushing of the media with water resulted in
significant increase 1n pressure drop across the filter and pressure drop
up to 13" W.C. was recorded on the unit's msnometer. The unita performance
was then demonstrated while processing very light fabrie in the printing
pystem and dryer. The fabrie, due to ita light weight, was not suspected -
to cauge severe emissiong. Temperature at the inlet of the control eguip-
ment was measured to be 909F, Pressure at the irrigation nozzles was
maintained at 70 ps1 and pressure drop across the filter media progressively
decreases from an initial value of 13" W.C. to stablize at 10" W.C. The
high pressura drop across the filter media was attributed to the saturation
of the filter with water.

No visible emission of any kind was noted at the control equipment exhaust.
It was difficult to determine if the ohserved satisfactory performance

wos due to an improvement in the units cababilaty or due to the light
emissions that were generated in the printing system dryer. The inspection
was terminated with the intention to scheduls a third field evaluation to
demonstrate the equipment performance under a more adverse operating
condition,

OBSERVATIONS DURING FIELD INSPECTION OF MAY 25, 1976:

During today's inspection, a relatively heavy weight fabric (6 ounces per
Bquare yard) was processed in the printing system. Temperature in the
system dryer was maintained in all 3 modules at 20C°F and the fabric was
fed into the dryer at the rate of 20 yards per minute. Four pranting drums
were uaed in the printing operation. Temperature at the

W\
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50. CALIF. AIR POLLUTICN CONTROL DISTRICT ~ L.A. ZONE

ENGINEERING DIVISION--.FIELD REPORT

NAME GF APPLICANT . RO, m
LORPRINS, INC. ' Sea P. 1 { See P, 1

control equipment was measured to be 1709F and tempevature at the inlet

to the filter was retorded to be 95°F., All three basic egquipments vented
by the control equipment were operating during this observation. Water
pressure at the irrigation nozzles was maintained at 60 psi and pressure
drop acrass the filter media 15 recorded on the menometer to be 6-1/2" W.C.

No visible emrssion of any kind was noted at the control equipment discharge
throughout the observation period. A definite improvement in the units
performance was noted in compsrison with the performances during previous
inspections. Mr. Bernard explained that he added (R filter media at the
discharge of the air washer to achieve intimate contact between the gaeces
and the water and enhanced the condensation of the air contaminants.

Bample of the filter media used at the outlet of the washer was obtained
and encloged with the file.

It a5 questionable, in the writer's opinaon, that the filter added at the
air washer discharge has improved the units collection efficiency. The
units improved performance could be attributed, however, to the cleaning

of the filter snd maintenance of the water seal at the bottom of the falter
It ie possible that vieible emigsion is mainly caused by specific types of
fabrics when processed in the system. Such speculations, however,
have not been substanitated by limited number of field observations
conducted.

FVALUATIONS AND CONCLUSTIONS:

The subject systems were observed in operation druing several field inspec~
tions and found capable of operating in compliance with the Rules and
Regulations. Achieving a satisfactory performance was found, however, to be
greatly dependent upon the porper maintenance and proper operation of the
APC equipment. Due to the past comwplaint history it is advisable to obzerve
the APC system operation for a long period of time and establish its
consistent compliance with Rule 401 and 402 of the Rules and Regulations.

. If satisfactory performsnce i1s attained during the survailance
period a permit to operate will be recommended.

RECOMMENDATTON:

Hold application pending enforcement evaiuation.

1mi6-21-76 f A ,_
51 EHATURE L-n--—-ﬂt....m\- f—

M. N. Mansouw y ST, A.JP. Eng;:
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South Coast Air Quality Management District
‘Engineering Divi ision i..F:eld Report

ITANE BF APFLICANT
“LORBER IHDUSTRIES"

TATLTHE ADREESS

A?é éﬁs&ff&tu}ﬂ

—

D "LORPRINY DIV. or I.DREL.R INDUSTRIESY

- B l'f i\!" $o. MO
1 S. Figuerca, Gardena, CA 90248 - | see below
4 TAGORREST Lo AT o
wuq;zgoa S. Figuerca Gardena, CA and 17818 W, Figm:ma, Cargon, CA ) _
! FOTETY HREW COM, X CHANGE &Y CHANGE O¥F THANUL OF i LRUIPMEHTY i}\:
1% HEQUIRED: BTHUCTION Voopwnenamie |l Lgasek U3 Locarnom ALTENATION
OATYE COMATHUG ME SPEMY t
FiON AUTHONIZED) "/A 1  Manine msncwcm?* ‘?"2 gg ; -_1 i ad‘f‘gﬁ;m :L% %
UBUAL QPEHATING BEEDLULE a i
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SARDENA , CALIFORNLA.
T ABPLICATION 10, c-boooo: | | E’
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL SYSTEM NO. 2 CONSISTING OF: ¢
¢
1o ©  MIST ELIMINATOR, SPEIZMAN, PACKED FIBERGLASS FILTER TYPE, ’E
650" Wa x 670" L. x 18¢-0% Hey 14,000 CFM CAPACITY, r
WITH ONE 7 1/2-H.P. WATER PUMP, g
2. EXHAUST SYSTEM WITH ONE 30-H.P. BLOWER VENTING A ;
4

e e — AT

APPLICATION M). 8—“0005.

SHEARING UNIT HO. 1, GE3SNER, MODEL SR 128, JITH OHE 5 H.P.

DRIVE, AND ONE
3-H.P. POSITION GUIDE MOTOR.

3) LORPRINT DIV. OF LORBER INDUSTRIES LOCATED AT 17818 S. FIGUYROA SOREST,
CARSON, CALIFORNTA.

APPLICATI