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Attorneys for Respondent
EXXONMOBIL OIL CORPORATION

BEFORE THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF
FORMER EXXONMOBIL JALK FEE
PROPERTY

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Region

ﬁr

Case No.

PETITION FOR REVIEW AND REQUEST
FOR HEARING AND STAY

(Cal. Water Code §§ 13320, 13321; Cal. Code
Regs. tit. 23 § 2050 ef seq.)

INTRODUCTION

Petitioner ExxonMobil Oil Corporation (“ExxonMobil” or “Petitioner”) respectfully

petitions the California State Water Resources Control Board (“State Board”) to review the Los

Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s (“Regional Board”) Requirement for Submittal

of Technical Reports issued to ExxonMobil on November 18, 2016 pursuant to California Water

Code Section 13267 Order Dated August 24, 2010. ExxonMobil brings this petition pursuant to

California Water Code section 13320 and California Code of Regulations (“CCR”) Title 23,

Section 2050 et seq.

36494752.1
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PETITION FOR REVIEW
L NAME AND ADDRESS OF PETITIONER

ExxonMobil Oil Corporation

c/o Len Racioppi, Global Development Area Manager — Manufacturing / Superfund
22777 Springwoods Village Parkway

Spring, TX 77389

Telephone: INSERT

Email: len.m.racioppi@exxonmobil.com

Elizabeth Weaver

Norton Rose Fulbright US LLP
555 South Flower Street

41st Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone: (213) 892-9290

Email: Elizabeth. Weaver@nortonrosefulbright.com

IL REGIONAL BOARD ACTION FOR WHICH PETITIONER SEEKS REVIEW
Petitioner seeks review of the Regional Board’s November 18, 2016 Requirement for
Submittal of Technical Reports, Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 Order Dated
August 24, 2010 (“Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports”). A copy of the
Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.
III. DATE OF REGIONAL BOARD ACTION
The Regional Board issued the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports on
November 18, 2016.
IV. STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE ACTION WAS INAPPROPRIATE OR

IMPROPER

The Regional Board’s Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports is improper
because ExxonMobil should not be identified as a Responsible Party. ExxonMobil has been in
communication with the Regional Board regarding the fact that Continental Heat Treating
(“CHT”) is the appropriate Responsible Party at the Jalk Fee property, not ExxonMobil. Most
recently, ExxonMobil representatives met with the Regional Board on December 14, 2016 in
furtherance of the issue. Prior to the meeting, the Regional Board represented to the project
manager for ExxonMobil that the Regional Board would not issue any further directives pursuant
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to the 13267 Order until after the planned December 14 meeting, perhaps anticipating the issue of
the appropriate RP would be resolved at the scheduled meeting. Nevertheless, on November 18,
2016—after the December 14, 2016, meeting had been scheduled—the Regional Board issued the
Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports.

ExxonMobil has presented the Regional Board with evidence that chlorinated solvents
migrated from the adjacent CHT property to the Jalk Fee property including information showing:
(1) ExxonMobil did not use, store, or discharge chlorinated solvents found in soil at the former
Jalk Fee property (“Jalk Fee”), (2) CHT owned and operated, and continues to own and operate, a
heat treating business adjacent to Jalk Fee that used and stored PCE, and other chlorinated
solvents, in its operations from approximately 1969 to 1995, (3) CHT operated multiple
degreasers with documented spills, releases, and even fires in the degreaser on its property as
documented by a number of governmental agencies and was cited for improper waste disposal
practices, including the disposal of hazardous waste to unauthorized points, and (4) hydrocarbons
detected in the soil at the Jalk Fee/CHT property boundary that are co-located with the
chlorinated solvent contamination are not crude oil or petroleum fuels such as diesel fuel and
most closely resemble a mix of quench oils and mineral oils known to be used in heat treating
operations. To date, based only on the fact that chlorinated solvents have been found in soil at the
Jalk Fee property (and without any evidence or records indicating that ExxonMobil used, stored,
or discharged chlorinated solvents at the former Jalk Fee property), the Regional Board has
refused to rescind its Section 13267 order and continues to issue new requirements to
ExxonMobil. ExxonMobil has not seen or identified any records indicating that it used or stored
chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee property and has not discharged chlorinated solvents at Jalk
Fee. In light of the evidence before the Regional Board, there is no reasonable basis for the
Regional Board to suspect that ExxonMobil discharged chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee
property. Therefore, the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports is improper.

V. MANNER IN WHICH PETITIONER IS AGGRIEVED
Despite the lack of evidence that ExxonMobil stored, used, or discharged chlorinated

solvents at the Jalk Fee property, the Regional Board is requiring ExxonMobil to (1) conduct

-3-

PETITION FOR REVIEW AND REQUEST FOR HEARING AND STAY




O o0 N O i e WD -

NN N N NN NN e e e et e et e e e
D - T N o, S~ - - - N B« W V., B N L S e =)

28

DOCUMENT PREPARED

ON RECYCLED PAPER

winter and summer indoor air sampling and risk assessment at two on-site buildings and one off-
site building and submit a report on the assessment by September 29, 2017, (2) prepare an
additional site assessment work plan by January 30, 2017, and (3) submit public participation
information (technical report) by February 15, 2017. Because ExxonMobil is not a Responsible
Party, these requirements are unwarranted, unfair, burdensome and expensive and should be the
responsibility of Continental Heat Treating.

VI. ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER

ExxonMobil respectfully requests that the State Board (1) accept this Petition; (2) stay the
Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Section 2053, and (3)
rescind the Regional Board’s Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports.

VII. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF PETITION

In order to issue a Water Code section 13267 order, or requirements pursuant to such an
order, the Regional Board must have evidence that ExxonMobil discharged, or is suspected of
having discharged, chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee Property. But, the Regional Board has not
provided any evidence that ExxonMobil caused a discharge of chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee
Property. Because there is no evidence that ExxonMobil stored, used, or discharged chlorinated
solvents, and no evidence to support even a suspicion that ExxonMobil discharged chlorinated
solvents, the Regional Board has improperly issued the Requirement for Submittal of Technical
Reports.

As demonstrated in ExxonMobil’s March 25, 2015 Request to Name CHT as Discharger
(attached hereto as Exhibit 2) and during meetings held with the Regional Board on March 3,
2015, July 7, 2016, and December 14, 2016, ExxonMobil has not used chlorinated solvents
during its operations at the Jalk Fee property or stored chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee
property. Further, there is substantial evidence that chlorinated solvents were used, stored, and
discharged, at the adjacent CHT property. Recent investigations conducted by ExxonMobil in
the late fall of 2016 have produced new information demonstrating that heat treating quench oils
are also present at locations where the highest concentrations of chlorinated solvents have been
found, which strongly supports the conclusion that' the chlorinated solvents on the Jalk Fee
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property were directly associated with CHT’s heat treating operations and waste management
practices. There is simply no reasonable basis to suspect that ExxonMobil discharged chlorinated
solvents (or quench oils, for that matter) at the Jalk Fee property.

A. Legal Standard

Pursuant to California Water Code section 13267, the Regional Board may require any
person who has discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged or
discharging.. . waste within its region to furnish technical or monitoring program reports.! Water
Code § 13627(b)(1). The Regional Board must identify the evidence that supports requiring that
person to provide the reports. Id.

B. ExxonMobil Has Presented Evidence Establishing That it Has Not

Discharged Chlorinated Solvents at the Jalk Fee Property

The Jalk Fee property was used as an oil production field from approximately the 1920s
until 1996. It was originally operated by ExxonMobil predecessors, and later leased to, and
operated by, Hathaway Oil Company. In the 1990s, ExxonMobil and Hathaway ceased oil
production and removed the infrastructure from the property. The Jalk Fee property was
redeveloped into an industrial park in 2003, and the current operators are not known to have used
chlorinated solvents in their operationé. Chlorinated solvents are not standard chemicals used in
oil field operations, and ExxonMobil is not aware of any records indicating that ExxonMobil or
Hathaway used chlorinated solvents or that such chemicals were stored or released on the Jalk

Fee propeny.2

! In addition, Water Code section 13304 authorizes the water board to issue “cleanup and abatement” orders requiring
a discharger to cleanup and abate waste, take other necessary remedial action, where the discharger “has caused or
permitted, causes or permits, or threatens to cause or permit any waste to be discharged or deposited where it is, or
probably will be, discharged into the waters of the state and creates, or threatens to create, a condition of pollution or
nuisance.” Water Code § 13304(a). The Regional Board has not issued a cleanup and abatement order to
ExxonMobil, and is proceeding under a Water Code section 13267 investigation order at this time. However, neither
13304 nor 13267 provides any legal basis for requiring ExxonMobil to assess or remediate contamination caused by
another party under the facts at the Jalk Fee site, which clearly identify a responsible polluter or discharger (CHT)
that can be required to address the contamination resulting from its operations.

2 While petroleum-based solvents have sometimes been used in oil production activities, chlorinated solvents
(including PCE) have not. Industry standard solvents used in oil production activities would be non-chlorinated
hydrocarbon-based, such as mid-distillates, xylenes and other aromatic compounds. This is consistent with
ExxonMobil’s statements that there is no evidence of PCE use during the oil and gas activities at the site.
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On the other hand, CHT, who operates the adjacent property to the south of the Jalk Fee
property, has been, and is, in the business of cleaning metal parts and processing them with
heat—a process that often involves placing the metals parts in a vapor degreaser that employs
chlorinated solvents, and then using quench oils to cool metal parts after they are heat-treated.
CHT used significant quantities of chlorinated solvents (specifically including PCE) and quench
oils in its operations for more than 25 years. The record also clearly shows that CHT had poor
operational and waste management practices, as documented by various agencies. CHT has had
known discharges of chlorinated solvents and quench oil wastes to the ground, and the Regional
Board acknowledges that on-site releases of chlorinated solvents and oils occurred at CHT’s
property as a result of CHT’s operations.

Because the Jalk Fee property had a dirt surface and was unpaved until its redevelopment
in 2003, and the CHT property was paved with asphalt and concrete surfaces since its
construction in 1969, rainwater and/or spills from the CHT property would have migrated to the
Jalk Fee property. ExxonMobil presented the Regional Board with a conceptual site model
demonstrating that the chlorinated solvents on Jalk Fee migrated from CHT’s property, as well as
aerial photos showing the paved surfaces at CHT throughout its operations. ExxonMobil’s site
conceptual model utilized facts from historical records showing CHT releases of PCE and quench
oils at the property boundary between CHT and Jalk Fee. The conceptual site model
demonstrates that because (1) the Jalk Fee property was unpaved and unfenced during the
majority of the period when CHT was using PCE, (2) CHT’s property was paved, and (3) there is
a migration pathway onto the Jalk Fee property due to shallow subsurface low permeability
layer(s) dipping to the north from the CHT property onto the Jalk Fee property, the conceptual
site model demonstrates how PCE in soil at the Jalk Fee property is attributable to the activities of
CHT.

Further, as presented to the Regional Board on a meeting held on December 14,
chlorinated solvents in soils sampled at the Jalk Fee property, near the boundary between the
CHT property and Jalk Fee, are co-located with various hydrocarbons. The hydrocarbons are

inconsistent with crude oil such as that produced on Jalk Fee and also inconsistent with other
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conventional petroleum fuels such as diesel fuel. The soils contain a range of largely de-
aromatized hydrocarbons that are consistent with quench oils used in heat treating operations,
including the type of quench oil used by CHT according to historical records. CHT documents
identify quench oils and mineral oils among the chemicals stored and used at the CHT property.
Forensic analysis shows that a mixture of quench oils and mineral oils typically used in heat
treating operations accounts for the hydrocarbon fingerprint found in the soil at the property
boundary between the Jalk Fee and CHT properties. This evidence further substantiates
ExxonMobil’s conceptual site model—that waste from the CHT property (chlorinated solvents
and a mix of quench/mineral oils) migrated from the CHT property to the Jalk Fee property.

This evidence establishes that ExxonMobil has not discharged, or permitted a discharge
of, chlorinated solvents at the Jalk fee property.

C. The Regional Board Has No Evidence that Chlorinated Solvents Were Used,

Stored, or Discharged at the Jalk Fee Property

The sole evidence relied upon by the Regional Board to support its contention that
ExxonMobil either discharged or is suspected of having discharged chlorinated solvents on the
Jalk Fee property is (1) PCE was detected in soil at certain locations on the Jalk Fee property, (2)
an EPA report lists “waste solvents” as being generated at some oil production properties, (3) the
geologic cross-section generated by the Regional Board indicates a silty surface dips from the
Jalk Fee property to the CHT property which could serve as a pathway for contaminants to
migrate from the Jalk Fee property onto CHT’s property, and (4) that there was a “trucking
operation” on the Jalk Fee property. Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s
(“Regional Board”) Response to ExxonMobil’s Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as
Discharger Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 Order Dated August 24, 2010,
issued on July 22, 2016 (attached hereto as Exhibit 3).

First, regarding the “waste solvents” identified in a 2002 EPA publication, as is stated

above, while petroleum-based solvents are used in oil production activities, chlorinated solvents

27 I (including PCE) are not. Industry standard solvents used in oil production activities would be

28

non-chlorinated hydrocarbon-based, such as mid-distillates, xylenes and other petroleum
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compounds. This is consistent with ExxonMobil’s statements that there is no evidence of PCE
use during the oil and gas activities at the site.

Second, regarding the Regional Board’s cross-section, the Regional Board used only two
data points to develop its cross-section—which is not consistent with industry geologic practice.
On the other hand, a Professional Geologist from Cardno developed cross-sections based upon
evaluation of the logs of the numerous borings and wells drilled at the two sites, which confirms
that the silt layer slopes from the CHT property to the Jalk Fee property—the exact opposite of
what is shown in the Regional Board’s cross-sections.

Third, regarding the alleged “trucking operation” on the property, there are no records of
the property being leased by a trucking company, that truck repair activities were present at the
Jalk Fee property, or of any trucking operation that utilized PCE or other chlorinated solvents.
ExxonMobil and Hathaway’s operations on the property were limited to oil and gas operations.
In fact a recent review by a retained interpretative aerial photographer indicates a lack of
structures of sufficient size to be used for truck repairs. Further, ExxonMobil conducted a soil
gas investigation in the former trucking operations area in 1996, and the results indicated that a
release of PCE had not occurred in this area. Therefore this area is not a secondary source. And
again, there is no evidence of an onsite release of PCE in this vicinity.

Finally, in light of the evidence ExxonMobil presented to the Regional Board regarding
the operations at the Jalk Fee and the CHT properties, and based on ExxonMobil’s conceptual site
model, the mere presence of PCE in soil at certain locations at the Jalk Fee property does not
support ExxonMobil being identified as the Responsible Party. The distribution of PCE in soil
borings at Jalk Fee is consistent with ExxonMobil’s conceptual site model, which demonstrated
pathways and mechanisms that resulted in PCE migrating laterally away from the CHT source
area near the property boundary. The mere presence of PCE in certain soil borings identified by
the Regional Board at Jalk Fee alone does not require the assumption of a second release area on
the Jalk Fee property.

All of the theories relied on by the Regional Board are mere speculation. No evidence has

been presented showing a discharge or release of chlorinated solvents by ExxonMobil, or even of
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a discharge of chlorinated solvents of which ExxonMobil was aware or which it allowed to occur.
While the Regional Board may have presented some evidence—none of which indicated that
ExxonMobil discharged or released or even used chlorinated solvents on Jalk Fee—in issuing its
original Section 13267 Order on August 27, 2010, ExxonMobil has since provided a much more
convincing and plausible explanation for the source of the chlorinated solvents found in the soil at
the Jalk Fee property. In light of the direct and indirect evidence presented to the Regional
Board, there is no reasonable basis for the Regional Board to suspect.that ExxonMobil has
discharged chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee property. Therefore the Requirement for
Submittal of Technical Reports must be rescinded.

VIII. STATEMENT THAT COPIES OF PETITION HAVE BEEN SENT TO THE

REGIONAL BOARD

A copy of this Petition was transmitted to the Executive Officer of the Regional Board on
December 19, 2016.
IX. STATEMENT THAT THE ISSUES RAISED IN THE PETITION WERE

PRESENTED TO THE REGIONAL BOARD

The issues raised in this petition were raised before the Regional Board on numerous
occasions, most recently in the Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as Discharger
submitted by ExxonMobil on March 25, 2015 and before the Regional Board during meetings
between the Regional Board and ExxonMobil on March 3, 2015, July 7, 2016, and December 14,
2016. Regarding any newly discovered information raised in this petition, ExxonMobil was not
able to raise them below because ExxonMobil was unaware of them and could not have
reasonably been aware of them in time to raise them before the Regional Board.

X. REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD

By copy of this Petition to the Executive Office of the Regional Board, ExxonMobil
hereby requests the preparation of the administrative record herein.

X]. REQUEST FOR HEARING

ExxonMobil requests that the State Board hold a hearing in this matter.
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XII. REQUEST FOR STAY

ExxonMobil requests that the State Board issue a stay of the Requirement for Submittal of
Technical Reports as to ExxonMobil as of the date of issuance pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Section
2053, while the State Board is considering this petition. As set forth in the declaration of Len
Racioppi, submitted concurrently with this petition, since the State Board has up to 90 days to
review an action upon a petition, there will be substantial harm to ExxonMobil from the costs of
implementing actions for which it is not liable. Declaration of Len Racioppi (“Racioppi Decl.”),
9 2. Specifically, ExxonMobil will be required to (1) conduct indoor air sampling and risk
assessment at two on-site and one off-site building during the winter of 2016-2017, (2) prepare
an additional site assessment work plan by January 30, 2017, and (3) submit public participation
information (technical report) by February 15, 2017. Racioppi Decl. § 2. Each of these would
need to be completed before the State Board is required to act on ExxonMobil’s petition. /d. A
preliminary estimate by ExxonMobil’s environmental consultant, Cardno, indicates that, the
completing the work in the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports could cost up to
$50,000. d.

Granting a stay of the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports will not cause
substantial harm to other interested persons or to the public, because the years that have passed
between each of the Regional Board’s efforts with regard to the Jalk Fee property demonstrate
that the Board does not view this site as presenting near-term risks. Racioppi Decl. § 3.
ExxonMobil acknowledges that the delays by the Regional Board in issuing formal directives
between November 2014 and November 2016 have been largely due to the discussions taking
place between ExxonMobil and the Regional Board in trying to resolve the issue of which party is
the appropriate RP to conduct this work, and not due to the Regional Board’s failure to take
timely action. ExxonMobil respectfully suggests that resolving the issue of the appropriate
discharger has been, and should continue to be, very important to resolve before new directives
are undertaken. ExxonMobil notes the following relevant delays have already occurred: it
submitted an amended work plan for the indoor air assessment on November 14, 2014. Id. The

Regional Board did not formally approve this work plan until the November 18, 2016
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Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports. /d. ExxonMobil submitted a site assessment
report on October 20, 2014. Id. The Regional Board did not formally respond to this site
assessment report until the November 18, 2016 Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports.
Id. Finally, ExxonMobil submitted a revised public participation plan on November 14, 2014.
Id.  The Regional Board did not formally respond to this plan until the November 18, 2016
Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports. /d. In summary, after a two-year period of
discussion with the Regional Board, ExxonMobil is now being asked to undertake work for which
it is has shown clearly that it is not the discharger or the Responsible Party. Only a stay of these
November 2016 directives can prevent ExxonMobil from being unfairly prejudiced by being
required to undertake work for which it is not responsible.

As is detailed in this petition, there are substantial questions or law and fact regarding the
Regional Board’s issuance of the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports to ExxonMobil
that justify the issuance of a stay. Racioppi Decl. § 4.

XIII. STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE

To the extent additional evidence becomes available that was not previously presented to
the Regional Board, pursuant to CCR Title 23, Section 2050.6, ExxonMobil will request that it be
permitted to supplement the record before the State Board, and ExxonMobil will advise the State
Board more specifically regarding the nature of the evidence and facts to be presented and why

such evidence was not previously submitted.

Respectfully Submitted,

Dated: December 19, 2016 NORTON ROSE FULBRIGHT US LLP
ELIZABETH M. WEAVER
LAMREN A. SHOOR

By

BLIZABETH M. WEAVER
Attorneys for Respondent
EXXONMOBIL OIL CORPORATION
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
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Water Boards o/

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
November 18, 2016

Ms. Marla Madden

ExxonMobil Environmental Services Co. RETURN MAIL
8941 Atlanta Avenue, # 384 RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Huntington Beach, CA 92646 CLAIM NO. 7015 3010 0001 9147 4092

SUBJECT: REQUIREMENT FOR SUBMITTAL OF TECHNICAL REPORTS, PURSUANT TO
CALIFORNIA WATER CODE SECTION 13267 ORDER DATED AUGUST 24, 2010

SITE: FORMER EXXONMOBIL JALK FEE PROPERTY, 10607 NORWALK
BOULEVARD, SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA (SCP NO. 0203, SITE ID NO. 1848000)

Dear Ms. Madden:

The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) in the California Water Code
(CWC) section 13267 order (Order) dated August 24, 2010 directed ExxonMobil Environmental Services
Company (EMES) to conduct groundwater investigations to define the lateral and vertical extent of
groundwater contamination originating from the site, and required the submittal of a work plan for further
groundwater investigation. Consequently, a work plan was submitted, approved, and implemented. Based on
the results of soil and groundwater sampling, the Regional Board in the December 21, 2011 amendment to
the Order, directed EMES to conduct soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater investigations to adequately

define the vertical and lateral extent of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) originating from or encountered
at the site.

Subsequently, the Regional Board required EMES to submit a revised work plan for indoor air assessment, a
site assessment report, and a revised public participation plan, pursuant to the February 18, 2014 amendment
to the Order, the March 25, 2014 amendment to the Order, and the April 3, 2014 amendment to the Order,
respectively.

The Regional Board received and reviewed the following submittals, prepared and submitted by Cardno ERI,
on behalf of EMES for the referenced site:

e November 14, 2014, Addendum to Work Plan for Indoor Air Assessment
e October 20, 2014, Site Assessment Report
e November 14, 2014, Revised Public Participation Plan

L ADDENDUM TO WORK PLAN FOR INDOOR AIR ASSESSMENT (WORK PLAN)

1. SUMMARY

A. Indoor air assessments are proposed at two on-site commercial buildings (10629 Norwalk
Boulevard, and 10628 Fulton Wells Avenue), and one off-site commercial building (10701
Norwalk Boulevard).

IRMA MURIOZ, CHAIR | SAMUEL UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

320 West 4th St., Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 80013 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles
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B.

Indoor and outdoor sampling locations are specified, based on inspections conducted at the
three referenced buildings. Indoor and outdoor samples will be collected in 6-Liter Summa
canisters and analyzed for VOCs. Samples will be collected during two separate sampling
events, planned for the summer and winter.

Evaluations are proposed on the potential human health risks via vapor intrusion. Results of
the sampling events will be used on the evaluations.

2. REGIONAL BOARD RESPONSE

The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) reviewed the
Work Plan and provided comments in a memorandum (attached). Based upon review of the
information submitted in the Work Plan and the comments provided by OEHHA, the Regional
Board approves the scope of work with the following comments and additions:

A.

The purpose of the proposed sampling on the second floor of the buildings located at 10628
Fulton Wells Avenue and 10701 Norwalk Boulevard shall be justified. The proposed
sampling on the second floor shall be conducted if validated reasons can be provided.

Evaluations of the risk associated to vapor intrusion into indoor air shall be conducted using
site-specific data for each proposed sampling event.

A technical report summarizing the results of each sampling event and the respective vapor
intrusion into indoor air evaluation shall be submitted to the Regional Board via GeoTracker
by September 29, 2017. This report shall contain reasons for conducting sampling on the
second floor, if applicable.

II. SITE ASSESSMENT REPORT

1. SUMMARY

A.

Four soil borings were advanced to a total depth of 60 feet below ground surface (bgs). Soil
samples were collected at 5-foot intervals and analyzed for VOCs and total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH).

Seven multidepth soil vapor probes were installed. Probes were installed throughout the
vadose zone at different depths. Soil vapor samples were collected and analyzed for VOCs
and TPH.

2. REGIONAL BOARD RESPONSE

A.

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) was detected in a soil sample collected at approximately 10
feet bgs, at a concentration of 5,460 micrograms per kilogram in soil boring B22. This
data indicates that the extent of VOCs is not fully defined in the immediate vicinity of
B22.

PCE was detected in soil vapor samples collected at approximately 5 feet, 15 feet, 60
feet, and 85 feet bgs, at concentrations of 340,000 micrograms per cubic meter
(ng/m®), 190,000 pg/m’, 2,300,000 ug/m’, and 3,200,000 pg/m’, respectively, at soil
vapor probe SVP8.
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C. To further define the extent of PCE concentrations in seoil matrix in the vicinity of soil
boring B22, and the extent of PCE concentrations in soil vapor in the vicinity of SVPS,
you are required to prepare and submit a work plan for additional assessments. The
work plan shall be submitted to the Regional Board via GeoTracker by January 30,
2017.

III. REVISED PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN (PLAN)
1. SUMMARY

A. The Plan provides information on the site description and background, list of stakeholders,
participation strategy, and site map. The identified stakeholders are the current site property
owners, site occupants, owners and occupants of ten properties located adjacent to the site,
and the United States Environmental Protection Agency.

B. A draft fact sheet provides information on historical information on the site and the adjacent
off-site Continental Heat Treating facility, and upcoming indoor air sampling activities.

2. REGIONAL BOARD RESPONSE

A. Since May 2015, the Regional Board has developed an updated list of information required
to address public participation activities for sites/cases under the Site Cleanup Program. To
properly update the material provided in the Plan, you are required to provide the following
public participation information, consistent with California Water Code sections 13307.5
and 13307.6:

a. Baseline community assessment
Provide information describing the demographics, and current and future land use
scenario for the site and surrounding area within one-mile radius of the aerial extent of
the groundwater contamination.

b. Interested persons contact list
Provide names and contact information for affected or potentially affected property
owners, tenants, residents, or occupants within a 500-foot radius of the aerial extent of
the groundwater contamination. Provide names and contact information for local, state,
and federal government agencies that have jurisdiction over the site, and names and
contact information for representatives of environmental groups and other interested
persons, if known. This information is necessary for distribution of fact sheets.

c. Draft fact sheet

Provide an updated draft fact sheet to include the following site information: description,
site  history, summary of investigations and cleanup activities to date,
wastes/contaminants encountered, description of any proposed/planned activities,
upcoming investigation activities, information repositories, Regional Board contact
information (Project Manager, Mr. Luis Changkuon, and Public Participation Specialist,
Ms. Susana Lagudis), and an illustrative map of the site and immediate vicinity with the
aerial extent of the primary contaminant in groundwater.
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A fact sheet would be distributed with the Regional Board’s logo to parties identified in
item b above. Based on the information provided in the baseline community assessment,
the fact sheet may have to be translated in a different language and distributed
accordingly.

B. The public participation information (technical report) shall be submitted to the Regional
Board via GeoTracker by February 15, 2017.

The requirements for submittal of the three technical reports constitute an amendment to the requirements
specified in the California Water Code (CWC) section 13267 Order originally dated August 24, 2010
(Order). All other aspects of the Order originally dated August 24, 2010, and the amendments thereto, remain
in full force and effect. The required technical reports are necessary to investigate the characteristics of and
extent of the discharges of waste at the site and to evaluate cleanup alternatives. Therefore, the burden,
including costs, of the report bears a reasonable relationship to the need for the reports and benefits to be
obtained. Pursuant to section 13268 of the CWC, failure to submit the required technical reports by the
specified due date may result in civil liability administratively imposed by the Regional Board in an amount
up to one thousand dollars ($1,000) for each day each technical report is not received.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Luis Changkuon, Project Manager, at (213) 576-6667 or
luis.changkuon@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Samal Unien
Samuel Unger, P.E. S

Executive Officer

Attachment:  OEHHA memorandum dated January 13, 2015

ce: Mr. James Anderson, Cardno ERI
Mr. John Maple
Ms. Michelle F. Smith
Mr. Thomas Clark, Coast Aluminum and Architectural, Inc.
Mr. William Macnider, CSI Electric Contractors, Inc.
Mr. James Stull, Continental Heat Treating
Mr. Michael Francis, Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis, LLP
Ms. Ashley Arthur/Mr. Howard Schwimmer, Rexford Industrial Realty, LP
Mr. Rick Fero, Fero Environmental Engineering, Inc.
Mr. Wayne Praskins, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Gene Lucero, Omega Chemical Site Potentially Responsible Parties Organized Group
Ms. Elizabeth Weaver, Norton Rose Fulbright US LLP
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FROM:  Nathalie T. Pham, Ph.DW
Staff Toxicologist

Air Community and Environmental Research Branch

LER

DATE: January 13, 2015

SUBJECT: ADDENDUM to WORK PLAN FOR INDOOR AIR ASSESSMENT - Former
Jalk Fee Property, 10607 Norwalk Boulevard, Santa Fe Springs, California

R4-14-38 OEHHA # 880332-01

Document reviewed
e Addendum to work plan for indoor air assessment, Former Jalk Fee Property,
- 10607 Norwalk Boulevard, Santa Fe Springs, California (November 14, 2014) by
Cardno ERI.

Scope of the Review & Site Characterization
¢ The review evaluated the site-specific objectives vapor intrusion assessment
through indoor air sampling. Samples must be handled in a manner to prevent loss
prior to analysis and they must be analyzed by appropriate methods for toxic
chemicals likely to be at the site based on site history.

Vapor Intrusion Risk Assessment
e The purpose of proposed indoor air sampling on the 2" floors of the Coast
Aluminum and Architectural and the Marco Awards buildings is unclear.
e Based on the comments of OEHHA'’s previous memo (December 2013), the indoor
and outdoor sampling plan design is adequate.
e The contingency plan for indoor air sampling given by Cardno ERI is satisfactory.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.

€} Printed on Recycled Paper
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January 13, 2015
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Human Health Risk Assessment

o Arisk should typically be less than 1x10® for screening levels to have a “no further

action” issuance (DTSCg.

o However, 1 x 10 may be acceptable for certain industrial scenarios
depending on the risk manager.

Conclusions
¢ Uncertainties and limitations were sufficiently addressed.
e OEHHA agrees with the work plan proposed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (916) 327-7338 or by e-mail at
Nathalie.Pham@oehha.ca.gov, if you have any questions related to this review.

Memo

James C. Carlisle, D.V.M., M.Sc.,
~ Staff Toxicologist

References

DTSC, 2011. Final Guidance for the Evaluation and Mitigation of Subsurface Vapor
Intrusion to Indoor Air (Vapor Intrusion Guidance) Department of Toxic Substances
Control, California Environmental Protection Agency, October, 2011.

US EPA, 2004. User's Guide for Evaluating Subsurface Vapor Intrusion into Buildings,
Office of Emergency and Remedial Response, February 2004.
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Marla D. Madden
ExxonMobil Environmental Services Company
Lead Project Manager

18685 Main Street, Suite 101 PMB 601
Huntington Beach, California 92648-1719
maria.d.madden@exxonmobil.com

Ex¢onMobil

March 25, 2015

Mr. Arthur Heath

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4t Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

SUBJECT Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as Discharger
Former ExxonMobil Jalk Fee Property
10607 Norwalk Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, California
CRWQCB-LAR Case No. 0203; Site |I.D. No. 1848000

Mr. Heath:

Enclosed for review is the report which summarizes the evidence presented by ExxonMobil
Environmental Services Company (EMES) during the meeting held with representatives of the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region (CRWQCB-LAR) on March 3, 2015
regarding the above-referenced site. Cardno ERI prepared this report for EMES, on behalf of ExxonMobil
US Production Company (ExxonMobil).

This report presents conclusive evidence that ExxonMobil could not be responsible for the chlorinated
solvents present in the soil on the Jalk Fee property because ExxonMobil did not use chlorinated solvents
during its operations on the Jalk Fee property, CHT used significant quantities of solvents in its
degreasing operations from approximately 1969 to 1995, and CHT had poor operational practices as
documented by various agency citations and notices of violation, which resulted in various discharges of
solvents and other chemicals to the ground. Additionally, an updated site conceptual model is presented,
which demonstrates that preferential pathways exist between the CHT and Jalk Fee properties and
explains the migration of the chlorinated solvents from the CHT property to the Jalk Fee property.

Based on the evidence presented in this report, EMES, on behalf of ExxonMobil, requests that the
CRWQCB-LAR identify CHT as the discharger and responsible party for the chlorinated solvents
identified in the soil on the CHT, Jalk Fee and 10711 Norwalk Boulevard properties; rescind its Order
dated August 24, 2010 requiring ExxonMobil to assess and monitor the extent of chlorinated solvents;
and formally remove ExxonMobil as the named discharger and responsible party for the chlorinated
solvents on the subject properties.

Cardno ERI 08115504.R17
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Please call the undersigned at (714) 964-4935 for any questions regarding the content of this document.

Sincerely,

Mol 0 Tyt

Marla D. Madden
Project Manager

Attachment: Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as Discharger, Former ExxonMobil
Jalk Fee Property, 10607 Norwalk Boulevard, Santa Fe Springs, California, prepared
by Cardno ERI.

C: w/attachment:
Mr. Luis Changkuon, California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region
Mr. Thomas Clark, Coast Aluminum and Architectural Inc./Clark Holdings, LLC, property owner
Mr. William Macnider, CSI Electrical Contractors, Inc., property owner
Ms. Michelle F. Smith, property owner
Mr. John Maple, property owner

C: w/o attachment:
Mr. James Anderson, Cardno ERI

Cardno ERI 08115504.R17
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Cardno ERI 08115504.R17
Phone 805 644 4157
Fax 805 644 5610
www.cardno.com
Mr. Arthur Heath
California Regional Water Quality Control Board vww.cardnoeri.corm
Los Angeles Region
320 West 4™ Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

SUBJECT Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as Discharger
Former ExxonMobil Jalk Fee Property
10607 Norwalk Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, California
CRWQCB-LAR Case No. 0203; Site I.D. No. 1848000

Mr. Heath:

At the request of ExxonMobil Environmental Services Company (EMES), on behalf of ExxonMobil US Production
Company (ExxonMobil), Cardno ERI has prepared this request to name Continental Heat Treating (CHT) as
discharger for the above-referenced site (Plate 1). This report summarizes the evidence EMES presented to
representatives of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region (CRWQCB-LAR) on
March 3, 2015, namely that ExxonMobil did not use chlorinated solvents on the Jalk Fee property and therefore
could not be the discharger of the PCE identified in the soil beneath the subject site, and that CHT used extensive
guantities of solvents in its degreasing operations from approximately 1969 to 1995, had poor operational practices
that resulted in spills of solvents and other chemicals to the ground surface, and received various agency citations
and notices of violation (NOVSs) for releases of solvents and other chemicals. In addition, an updated site
conceptual model was presented, which demonstrates the preferential pathways that allowed chlorinated solvents

released from the CHT facility to migrate and be observed on the Jalk Fee property.

Australia e Belgium e Canada e Ecuador e Germany e Indonesia e Italy e Kenya e
New Zealand e Papua New Guinea e Peru e Tanzania e United Arab Emirates e
United Kingdom e United States e Operations in over 85 countries
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The evidence presented by EMES is consistent with the same conclusions the CRWQCB-LAR has already
reached, as demonstrated by the CRWQCB-LAR’s letter dated June 23, 2010 to CHT (Appendix A). The
CRWQCB-LAR stated that significant quantities of PCE were stored and used by CHT, that primary sources of
PCE contamination (degreaser, storage area, etc.) have been identified at the CHT property, that releases of
chlorinated solvents at CHT have impacted the subsurface, that the pipe trench leading from the degreaser to the
north end of the building may have created a potential preferential pathway for the migration of PCE, and that no

primary sources of PCE contamination have been identified on the Jalk Fee property.

Therefore, EMES, on behalf of ExxonMobil, requests that the CRWQCB-LAR review the evidence and identify CHT
as the discharger and responsible party for the chlorinated solvents identified in the soil on the CHT, Jalk Fee and
10711 Norwalk Boulevard properties; rescind its Order dated August 24, 2010 requiring ExxonMobil to assess and
monitor the extent of chlorinated solvents; and formally remove ExxonMobil as the named discharger and

responsible party for the chlorinated solvents on the subject properties.

The following sections will present documentation demonstrating that 1) there is no primary source of chlorinated
solvents on the Jalk Fee property, 2) CHT used and stored significant quantities of chlorinated solvents, 3) CHT is
the source of chlorinated solvents based on the history of spills and releases as documented from various agency
inspections and NOVs, and 4) preferential pathways exist between the CHT and Jalk Fee properties, which explain

the migration of the chlorinated hydrocarbons in soil from the CHT property to the Jalk Fee property.

HISTORY OF JALK FEE PROPERTY

The Jalk Fee property was used as an oil field from approximately the 1920s until 1996. It was originally operated
by ExxonMobil, and later leased and operated by Hathaway Oil Company (Hathaway). In the 1990s, ExxonMobil

and Hathaway ceased oil production and removed the infrastructure from the site.

ExxonMobil owned the property during its time of use as an oil field. In 2001, ExxonMobil sold the property to SFS
Norwalk. In 2003, the property was developed with paved parking and several industrial buildings, and remains in
the same configuration today. The businesses on the eastern half of the property are Coast Aluminum and

Architectural Inc. and Contents Restorers of California, and based on interviews with their management conducted
during building inspections associated with the preparation of Cardno ERI's Addendum to Work Plan for Indoor Air
Assessment dated November 14, 2014 for the subject site, the businesses are not known to have used chlorinated

solvents in their operations.
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From the 1920s until its redevelopment in 2003, the Jalk Fee property had a dirt surface and was unpaved, as can
be observed in the historical aerial photos, which would allow rainwater and spills/releases from the adjacent paved
CHT property to run off onto and infiltrate into the upper vadose zone of the Jalk Fee property (see Plate 1 and

Appendix B for the historical aerial photos).

ExxonMobil has had internal discussions with its personnel who managed oil field operations at various locations,
who confirmed that chlorinated solvents were not standard chemicals used in its oil field production operations.
This is reinforced by the CRWQCB-LAR'’s letter dated June 23, 2010 to CHT, which stated that the “Jalk Fee
property was used for oil production operations and no primary sources(s) of PCE contamination have been
identified [on the property]” (Appendix A). Additionally, file reviews conducted with the City of Santa Fe Springs and
the County of Los Angeles did not identify agency records or NOVSs, indicating that chlorinated solvents were

stored, used or released onto the Jalk Fee property (Appendix C).

In 2014, Cardno ERI conducted a review of the State Water Resources Control Board’s online GeoTracker
information database of various oil field sites across the State of California that had current or closed environmental
cases, and was unable to identify any oil field site that had chlorinated solvents as a contaminant of concern.
Additionally, Cardno ERI spoke with representatives of the County of Santa Barbara Environmental Health Services
and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Central Valley Region, which are agencies that have
extensive oil field operations and clean-up projects in their areas of responsibility, and the representatives from
both agencies were not aware of any oil field sites within their jurisdictions that had chlorinated solvent

contamination.

Levine-Fricke's report dated December 6, 1991 claims that a tenant of Mobil who rented the Jalk Fee property may
have used chlorinated solvents on the eastern portion of the property (Levine-Fricke, 1991). The report doesn't cite
any source evidence for this statement, and ExxonMobil is unaware of any information that supports this claim.
Further, ExxonMobil has conducted extensive reviews of its lease files and has no record that any company or
person rented the property during its period of operation or ownership, other than Hathaway. As stated previously,
Hathaway was an oil production company, and oil field operators did not use solvents as standard chemicals.
Thus, there is no evidence that ExxonMobil, a tenant, or the subsequent property owners and their tenants ever
used chlorinated solvents on the property. Therefore, there is no primary source of chlorinated solvents from

historical operations on the Jalk Fee property, and the chlorinated solvents in soil must be from an off-site source.
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HISTORY OF CHT PROPERTY

The building that is currently present at the CHT property was constructed in 1969, at which time the majority of the
property would also have been paved for parking, as is apparent in aerial photographs of the site (Appendix B).
Based on information provided by CHT, since commencing operations at the site, the CHT business has cleaned
metal parts and processed them with heat. This process requires the cleaning of the metal parts to remove cutting
oils and debris, which was performed by placing the metal parts in a solvent-based vapor degreaser. Thus CHT
conducted degreasing operations and used chlorinated solvents from approximately 1969 to 1995, as supported by

the following documentation.

» Blueprints obtained from the City of Santa Fe Springs file dated 1968 identify a Detrex degreaser (Item
#19) in the eastern area of the building (Appendix D).

» The 1968 blueprints also identify a ‘degreaser — future’ (Item #81), located 50 feet south of the north
building wall, and 200 feet west of the east building wall (Appendix D).

» A City of Santa Fe Springs Industrial Waste Survey dated December 12, 1969, which indicated CHT was
doing metal degreasing (Appendix E).

» A City of Santa Fe Springs Industrial Waste Disposal Permit issued to CHT and dated January 20, 1970,
which includes discharge to the sewer of “wastes from...degreasing metals” (Appendix F).

» An inspection report of April 5, 1982, referenced in McLaren Hart's September 23, 1993 letter, noted in the
Special Hazards and Conditions section that a degreaser was present in northeast portion of the building
(Appendix G).

» A County of Los Angeles survey report dated March 16, 1984, which identifies that 150 gallons per month
of PCE were being used and stored in drums. The report also identifies the use of 1,1,1-trichloroethane at
the property, which was another chlorinated solvent commonly used for metal degreasing (Appendix H).

» A County of Los Angeles survey report dated May 19, 1989, which identifies that CHT is conducting
degreasing using PERC (another name for PCE); generating 2,200 gallons of PERC per year; storing the
PERC in 55 gallon containers, presumed to be drums; disposing of 400 gallons of PERC; and conducting
parts wiping, with the excess rags containing oil and solvent stored in covered cans (Appendix I).

» An attachment from a letter from CHT to Mobil Exploration & Producing U.S., Inc. (Mobil) dated July 30,
1993 is a diagram of the CHT facility, which shows a degreaser at the western edge of the CHT building
(Appendix J).

» A Los Angeles County Fire Department Request for Service dated November 4, 1993 for the CHT property,
which states, “possible illegal discharge into subsurface from PCE metal degreaser” (Appendix K).

» A Los Angeles County Fire Department Health Hazardous Materials Division Industry Survey dated

October 6, 1994, which has a hand-drawn map that identifies the ‘position of old degreaser’ inside the
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building, and a second hand-drawn map showing a waste storage area for 200 gallons of PCE (‘accum
containment 12" concrete w/ roof PERC 200 G’) on the property. The bottom hand-drawn map has “South”
written towards the top of the map, placing the waste storage area in the southwest area of the CHT
property, which is consistent with other documentation of the storage location at the property. Although the
upper hand-drawn map does not have an indicated directional orientation, it is logical to assume that it was
drawn in the same orientation as the lower map. Additionally, the hand-drawn ‘area 12X12’ to the right of
the building in the document would be in the sidewalk or street if the map orientation were north to the top,
whereas it would be inside the property in a south to the top orientation, providing further support that the
two maps have the same south to the top of page orientation. Based on this, the ‘old degreaser’ is 40 feet
west of the east wall of the building and in close proximity to the northern wall of the building (Appendix L).

» An undated Los Angeles County Fire Department Small Quantity Generator Contingency Plan, which
indicates that a 200-gallon tank is being used to store PCE, and 300 gallons of waste PCE are being stored
in drums (Appendix M).

» A Los Angeles County Fire Department Case Synopsis dated October 19, 1995 for the CHT Project, which
states, “Eventually the old location of the degreaser was established. It appeared this old location was

close enough to the northern property line...” (Appendix N).

As shown in these building records, CHT performed vapor degreasing at the property from approximately 1969
through 1995, which necessitated the storage of hundreds of gallons of chlorinated solvents at any time on the
property and the generation of significant quantities of waste solvent, such as 2,200 gallons per year in the 1989
record. Over this 26-year operational period, the records show that CHT had one degreaser in the eastern portion
of the building (Detrex #19); a second degreaser in the central portion of the building (Item #81), which is the
location that is most consistent with depictions in the reports submitted by CHT to the CRWQCB-LAR; a third
degreaser along the western end of the building; and possibly even a fourth degreaser at an unidentified location

along the northern edge of the building.

In addition to the degreasing operations inside the building and the storage of waste PCE in the southwestern area
of the property, it also appears that CHT utilized the northwestern portion of the property as an equipment storage
and repair area based on review of the historical aerial photos and several reports (Appendices B and O). Given
that storage and repair of equipment occurred in this area of the site, it is likely that the cleaning of parts also
occurred here, which is directly adjacent to the area of the Jalk Fee property where the highest PCE concentrations
have been observed (Plate 1).

Regulatory oversight and inspections started to become more common in the late 1970s and early 1980s. These

regulatory inspections demonstrate that CHT’s practices resulted in numerous documented releases and spills to
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the ground throughout its operations at the property. The various inspections, investigation reports and violations

are summarized below and documented in Appendices G, |, N and P through AC.

A County of Los Angeles Project Planning and Pollution Control Division Notice dated July 11, 1978 and
issued to CHT, which states, “you are hereby instructed to clean the interceptor...also maintained
[maintain] the interceptor in good operating condition at all times.” At the bottom of the notice is a hand
written note, “Violation Corrected 7/2?/78.” (Appendix P)
A County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services Official Notice of Violation dated March 16, 1984
issued for the property at 10643 South Norwalk, where CHT is located, which requires, “you are hereby
directed to remove oil from ground in rear storage area” (Appendix Q).
An Investigation Worksheet dated December 8, 1986 from the City of Santa Fe Springs Public Works
Department, which is investigating a complaint that CHT “is discharging industrial waste over the driveway.”
The report further identifies that “water with vivid blue-green streaks of color was flowing at several gallons
per hour into Norwalk Blvd. from Continental’s cooling tower area” (Appendix R).
McLaren Hart's Perchloroethylene (PCE) and Heavy Metals in Soil at the Jalk Lease letter dated
September 23, 1993, which identifies that three fires occurred in CHT's degreasing equipment, all of which
could have resulted in the release of solvents from the degreasing equipment (Appendix G).

e Degreaser Tank Fire (Code 6205) — 10/2/87

e Fire in Degreaser (Code 6225) — 4/9/88

e Fire in Degreaser (Code 6229 — 8/1/88
An Investigation Worksheet dated October 5, 1987 from the City of Santa Fe Springs, which is investigating
a complaint of “blue-green water being discharged to the street” and identifies that “the recent earthquake
(10/04/87) had broken several pieces of equipment at this site and a discharge similar to that of 12/08/86
was occurring” (Appendix S).
An Investigation Worksheet dated February 23, 1988 from the City of Santa Fe Springs, which is
investigating a complaint of “discharging 1.W. [industrial waste] to street.” The worksheet also states
“Notice of Violation #0060 was given” (Appendix T).
A County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services Notice of Violation and Order to Comply dated
May 19, 1989 and issued to CHT to 1) “Discontinue the disposal of hazardous waste to an unauthorized
point(s)...any waste oil onto the ground”; 2) “Store all hazardous waste in compatible containers which are
closed and in good condition...keep lids and bungs on, don’t overfill’; 3) Remove and legally dispose of oily
surface in rear asphalted yard...discharge of oil waste both onto asphalt top and onto soil (SW corner or
rear yard)”; 4) Unlabeled barrels that Mr. Bastian indicated contained either PERC or waste oil”; and 5)

“Facility has a continuing problem with mineral oil disg [sic] out on the asphalted area” (Appendix U).
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» A County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services survey report dated May 19, 1989, with remark of
“Apparent motor oil discharge(s) with one auto-type oil filter on ground SW corner” (Appendix I).

» A County of Los Angeles Fire Department Order to Comply dated October 6, 1994, which required “Provide
a corrective action plan for unauthorized releases of hazardous waste or constituents — evaluate the area
vicinity 120" W. of the east wall and 30’ S. of the north wall for soil contamination by chlorinated
hydrocarbon solvent” (Appendix V).

» A Los Angeles County Fire Department Case Synopsis dated October 19, 1995 for the CHT site in which
the agency case worker wrote, “Eventually the old location of the degreaser was established. It appeared
this old location was close enough to the northern property line that leaks, sloppy operations or spills could
have migrated offsite despite employees’ statements to the contrary...A single boring to a depth of 10’
immediately adjacent but exterior to the concrete sump of the old industrial vapor degreaser was
proposed.” The soil sample collected at 6 inches in depth indicated PCE and TCE concentrations of 7.514
and 4.759 mg/kg, respectively. (Appendix N)

» A City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department Inspection Report & Notice of Violation dated May 25, 2006,
for “Continental Heat Treating violated City Ordinance...by having oil in the 3" stage of their clarifier. Oil
must be removed from the clarifier and maintained such that oil is kept out of the sewer system” (Appendix
W).

» A City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department Inspection Report & Notice of Violation dated May 9, 2007, for
“Continental Heat Treating violated City Code...by failing to maintain pretreatment equipment in good
working order. The third stage of the clarifier had oil in it. Continental Heat Treating must maintain the
clarifier to prevent oil from entering the sewer system” (Appendix X).

» A City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department Inspection Report & Notice of Violation dated May 8, 2012, for
“Continental Heat Treating violated...by not maintaining industrial waste pretreatment equipment. There

was oil in the clarifier.” (Appendix Y).

As documented by these agency inspection reports and NOVs, the limited periodic agency visits to the site over the

past three decades have documented numerous instances of chemical releases onto the ground at the property.
SUBSURFACE TRANSPORT MECHANISM/SITE CONCEPTUAL MODEL

The agency inspection records and NOVs demonstrate that CHT'’s operational practices caused numerous
chemical spills to both the asphalted and soil surface on the CHT property. The following section will demonstrate
that two subsurface transport mechanisms were present, which resulted in the movement of chlorinated solvents

from the CHT property to the Jalk Fee property.
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First, the 1968 blueprints identify subsurface pipe trenches running between the two degreasers and various pieces
of equipment within the building. Most significantly, one pipe trench branches off the east-west pipe trench that
connects to degreaser #19, runs to the north, and terminates outside of the CHT building near the Jalk Fee
property boundary. A second pipe trench runs north from degreaser #81 and terminates at the northern edge of the
CHT building. It is unclear from the blueprints if the northern ends of the two pipe trenches are connected to
anything, or what type of piping was contained within the trenches. Regardless, based on standard construction
methods, the utility trenches would have been backfilled with sand or other similar material that would have a
higher permeability than the surrounding soil. Therefore, these trenches would provide a preferential pathway
directly from the degreasers to the northern edge of the CHT building and the southern boundary of the Jalk Fee
property, allowing the migration of chlorinated solvent vapors (Appendix D). The CRWQCB-LAR reached much the
same conclusion in its letter to CHT dated June 23, 2010 (Appendix A).

Second, extensive assessment has been conducted in the southeastern portion of the Jalk Fee property and the
northwestern portion of the CHT property, which has allowed for a thorough understanding of the near surface
vadose zone lithology between the two properties. Two cross-sections were generated for the area to the west of
the CHT building and surrounding Jalk Fee well MW6, where the maximum PCE concentrations have been
detected on the Jalk Fee property (Appendix Z, Figures 5.1.1 and 5.1.2). In addition, plan view figures of the
distribution of low (clay/silt) and high permeability soils (sand) at 6, 10 and 16 feet bgs of the CHT and Jalk Fee
property boundary area show that a laterally continuous, shallow, low permeability silt/clay layer is present under
much of the CHT property (Appendix AA, Figures 5.2.1, 5.2.2 and 5.2.3). This silt/clay layer starts to dip along the
northern part of the CHT property and continues to dip northward onto the Jalk Fee property to a depth of 15 to 16
feet bgs. Soil above the silt/clay layer on the northern CHT property and on the Jalk Fee property is generally
characterized as sand. It should be remembered that the Jalk Fee property was unpaved and essentially an open
field until 2003. Therefore, chlorinated solvents released by CHT along the northern portion of the CHT property or
directly released onto the Jalk Fee property would infiltrate downward through the higher permeability surface sand
until reaching the low permeability unit and then would migrate along the northward dipping contact between the

high and low permeability units onto the Jalk Fee property.

The figures in Appendix AA also show the soil samples collected during the assessment activities in the southern
portion of the Jalk Fee property and the northern portion of the CHT property, which have total chlorinated solvent
concentrations greater than 1,000 mg/kg at 6, 10 and 16 feet bgs. The figures in Appendix AB (Figures 5.3.1 and
5.3.2) show plan view and vertical distributions of the total chlorinated solvent concentrations in proximity to the
property boundary between the two sites. Most notably, elevated concentrations of chlorinated solvents are located
at a shallow depth on, or immediately adjacent to the CHT boundary (Areas 1, 2 and 3 on Figures 5.3.1 and 5.3.2).

However, near the northwest corner of the CHT building, elevated total chlorinated solvent concentrations occur
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further onto the Jalk Fee property in a narrow northwest trending band, with elevated concentrations becoming
deeper with distance from the CHT property boundary. Specifically, chlorinated solvents were measured in soil at
concentrations from south to north of 2,517 mg/kg at 4 feet bgs at location T9A-1A (a trench excavation sample
located 10 feet north of the property boundary), 350.8 mg/kg at 15 feet bgs at location EX2-26 (an excavation
verification sample collected 30 feet north from the property line), and 59,800 mg/kg at 15 feet bgs at location GP-6
(a geoprobe sample located 45 feet north of the property boundary) (Appendix AC). These samples all occurred in
sand, and the two samples collected at a depth of 15 feet bgs are located at the contact between the sand and
clay/silt units. Specifically, sample EX2-26 is located along a sand-clay/silt basal contact, and the GP-6 sample
from 15 feet bgs is located at a sand-clay/silt lateral contact. The relationship between the stratigraphic contacts
and the distribution of elevated chlorinated solvent concentrations suggests that the solvent-containing soil in this
area is derived from a lateral transport mechanism. This is further supported by the soil samples collected in the
vicinity of location GP-6, which are significantly lower in total chlorinated solvent concentrations. Specifically, the
two samples collected from location GP-6 at shallower depths (5 and 10 feet bgs) had total chlorinated solvent
concentrations of 0.33 mg/kg and 0.021 mg/kg, respectively, and the soil sample collected above sample EX2-26 at
6 feet bgs [sample EX2-26(A)] had a total chlorinated solvent concentration of 0.715 mg/kg (Appendix AC). This
distribution pattern indicates that surface releases of chlorinated solvents were not occurring in these areas, as
surface releases would have resulted in similar to higher concentrations of chlorinated solvents with residual
saturation in the shallower soil samples. Furthermore, the presence of the elevated shallow detections abutting the
CHT-ExxonMobil property line supports that chlorinated solvent release(s) occurred in the vicinity of the property
line and transport occurred to the north onto the Jalk Fee property. This transport was likely facilitated by runoff
from the CHT property (including roof runoff from the CHT building), which caused the movement of chlorinated

solvents away from the property line onto the Jalk Fee property.

ExxonMobil historically has conducted several remedial excavations on the Jalk Fee site to facilitate the sale and
redevelopment of the property, which are depicted on Plate 2. Any soil samples discussed above from the
excavation areas are pre-excavation samples or confirmatory samples taken from the base and sides of the
excavations. The two largest and most northerly excavation areas on the Jalk Fee property, under the current
Contents Restorers of California building, were excavated to a maximum depth of 19 feet bgs; TPH-containing soil
was removed, and PCE was not detected in the verification samples, with the exception of only one sample (JF-
M3-S35-NW-13 collected from excavation M3 at 0.27 mg/kg). The three excavations that extended along and
close to the CHT property boundary went as deep as 15 feet bgs, and both TPH and elevated PCE concentrations

were measured in the pre-remediation and/or verification samples. (Appendix AC)

Elevated concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons and chlorinated hydrocarbons, however, are generally not

co-located across the majority of the Jalk Fee site (Appendix AD, Figure 4.6). For example, the TPH
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concentrations in the northern excavation areas do not contain chlorinated solvents, whereas several of the near
surface soil samples collected in the vicinity of the property line contain both elevated TPH and chlorinated
solvents. Although the soil samples in the vicinity of the property line contain both chlorinated solvents and TPH,
the respective concentrations are generally both low, or with either PCE or TPH significantly higher in concentration
than the other constituent. These results reinforce the site conceptual model in which chlorinated solvents from
CHT released along the northern portion of the CHT property or directly onto the Jalk Fee property infiltrated
downward through the higher permeability surface sand, until reaching the low permeability unit, and then migrated

along the northward dipping contact between the high and low permeability units onto the Jalk Fee property.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

As the CRWQCB-LAR has already acknowledged and demonstrated with its letter dated June 23, 2010, CHT is the

only primary source of chlorinated solvents on the CHT and Jalk Fee properties.

. There are no primary sources of PCE on the Jalk Fee property as chlorinated solvents are not
typically used in oil field activities, no evidence of PCE use at the Jalk Fee property has been
identified, and other CA regulatory agencies and GeoTracker do not identify chlorinated solvent
contamination at other oil field properties.

° The surface of the Jalk Fee property was unpaved soil until the property was redeveloped in 2003,
allowing surface spills and precipitation to migrate downward.

. CHT had several primary sources of chlorinated solvents including multiple degreasers within its
building, storage areas, and the northwestern area of the site where equipment storage and repairs
were likely conducted.

. CHT used significant quantities of chlorinated solvents for degreasing operations from
approximately 1969 through 1995, including 2,200 gallons a year in 1989.

. Inadequate operational and housekeeping practices by CHT resulted in numerous releases/spills of
chlorinated solvents and other chemicals, which were identified during infrequent agency
inspections, resulting in various NOVSs.

. Several pipe trenches led from the degreasers to the northern edge of the building and property
line, which had higher permeable backfill and would have been preferential pathways for the
migration of chlorinated solvent vapor from the CHT building to the Jalk Fee property.

. Assessment activities have identified that a low permeability silt/clay unit is present in the near
surface vadose zone between both properties and generally dips to the north, providing an
additional preferential pathway for subsurface chlorinated solvents to migrate along the contact
plane from the CHT property onto the Jalk Fee property.
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o The distribution pattern of subsurface PCE indicates that the PCE was released at the surface from
CHT at or adjacent to the property boundary and then migrated vertically to deeper depths and

laterally to the north onto the Jalk Fee property.

Based on the evidence provided, it has been demonstrated that CHT is the source of the chlorinated solvents
observed in soil beneath the CHT, Jalk Fee and 10711 Norwalk Blvd properties. Therefore, EMES, on behalf of
ExxonMobil, requests that the CRWQCB-LAR identify CHT as the discharger and responsible party for the
chlorinated solvents identified on the CHT, Jalk Fee and 10711 Norwalk Boulevard properties; rescind its Order
dated August 24, 2010 requiring ExxonMobil to assess and monitor the extent of chlorinated solvents; and formally

remove ExxonMobil as the named discharger and responsible party for the chlorinated solvents.

LIMITATIONS

For documents cited that were not generated by Cardno ERI, the data taken from those documents is used “as is”
and is assumed to be accurate. Cardno ERI does not guarantee the accuracy of this data and makes no

warranties for the referenced work performed nor the inferences or conclusions stated in these documents.

This document and the work performed have been undertaken in good faith, with due diligence and with the
expertise, experience, capability and specialized knowledge necessary to perform the work in a good and
workmanlike manner and within all accepted standards pertaining to providers of environmental services in
California at the time of investigation. No soil engineering or geotechnical references are implied or should be
inferred. The evaluation of the geologic conditions at the site for this investigation is made from a limited number of

data points. Subsurface conditions may vary away from these data points.
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For questions concerning this report, please contact Mr. James Anderson at 805 644 4157, extension 181805.

Sincerely,

1Y

James Anderson
Senior Engineer
for Cardno ERI

Direct Line 805 644 4157, ext. 181805
Email: james.anderson@cardno.com

Enclosures:
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ACRONYM LIST

Ho/L
Hs
1,2-DCA
acfm
AS
bgs
BTEX
CEQA
cfm
cocC
CPT
DIPE
DO
DOT
DPE
DTW
EDB
EPA
ESL
ETBE
FID
fpm
GAC
gpd
gpm
GWPTS
HvVOC
J
LEL
LPC
LRP
LUFT
LUST
MCL
MDL
mg/kg
mg/L
mg/m
MPE
MRL
msl
MTBE
MTCA
NAI
NAPL

3

Micrograms per liter

Microsiemens

1,2-dichloroethane

Actual cubic feet per minute

Air sparge

Below ground surface

Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and total xylenes
California Environmental Quality Act
Cubic feet per minute

Chain of Custody

Cone Penetration (Penetrometer) Test
Di-isopropy! ether

Dissolved oxygen

Department of Transportation
Dual-phase extraction

Depth to water

1,2-dibromoethane

Environmental Protection Agency
Environmental screening level

Ethyl tertiary butyl ether
Flame-ionization detector

Feet per minute

Granular activated carbon

Gallons per day

Gallons per minute

Groundwater pump and treat system
Halogenated volatile organic compound
Estimated value between MDL and PQL (RL)
Lower explosive limit

Liguid-phase carbon

Liquid-ring pump

Leaking underground fuel tank
Leaking underground storage tank
Maximum contaminant level

Method detection limit

Milligrams per kilogram

Milligrams per liter

Milligrams per cubic meter
Multi-phase extraction

Method reporting limit

Mean sea level

Methyl tertiary butyl ether

Model Toxics Control Act

Natural attenuation indicators
Non-agueous phase liquid

NEPA
NGVD
NPDES
0O&M
ORP
OSHA
OVA
P&ID
PAH
PCB
PCE
PID
PLC
POTW
ppmv
PQL
psi
PVC
QA/QC
RBSL
RCRA

scfm
SSTL
STLC
SVE
SvoC
TAME
TBA
TCE
TOC
TOG
TPHd
TPHg
TPHmMo
TPHs
TRPH
UCL
USCS
USGS
UST
VCP
VOC
VPC

National Environmental Policy Act
National Geodetic Vertical Datum

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Operations and Maintenance
Oxidation-reduction potential
Occupational Safety and Health Administration
Organic vapor analyzer

Process & Instrumentation Diagram
Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon
Polychlorinated biphenyl
Tetrachloroethene or perchloroethylene
Photo-ionization detector

Programmable logic control

Publicly owned treatment works

Parts per million by volume

Practical quantitation limit

Pounds per square inch

Polyvinyl chloride

Quality assurance/quality control
Risk-based screening levels

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Reporting limit

Standard cubic feet per minute
Site-specific target level

Soluble threshold limit concentration

Soil vapor extraction

Semivolatile organic compound

Tertiary amyl methyl ether

Tertiary butyl alcohol

Trichloroethene

Top of well casing elevation; datum is msl
Total oil and grease

Total petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel
Total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline
Total petroleum hydrocarbons as motor oil
Total petroleum hydrocarbons as stoddard solvent
Total recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons
Upper confidence level

Unified Soil Classification System

United States Geologic Survey
Underground storage tank

Voluntary Cleanup Program

Volatile organic compound

Vapor-phase carbon
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JUNE 23, 2010 CRWQCB-LAR RESPONSE TO LETTER
DATED MAY 19, 2010



XNy California Re,_onal Water Quality C atrol Board

| v Los Angeles Region

3200 W 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angcles, California 90013
Linda S. Adams Phone (213) §76-6000 FAX (213) §76-6040 - internet Address: hup://www walerboards. ca.gov/iosangeles Arnold Schwarzenegger
Calit P4 Secretury Governor

June 23, 2010

Mr. James Stull

Continental Heat Treating
10643 Norwalk Boulevard
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

RESPONSE TO LETTER DATED MAY 19, 2010 FROM MR. MICHAEL FRANCIS OF
DEMETRIOU, DELL GUERCIO, SPRINGER & FRANCIS, LLP — CONTINENTAL HEAT
TREATING (CHT), 10643 SOUTH NORWALK BOULEVARD, SANTA FE SPRINGS (SCP NO.
1057, SITE D NO. 204GWO00)

Dear Mr. Stull:

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) staff received a letter from your
attorney, Mr. Michael Francis of Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis, LLP, dated May 19, 2010,
providing comments to the Regional Board following the issuance of the California Water Code (CWC)
section 13267 Order dated May 5, 2010 (Order). The Order requires preparation and submittal of
technical report(s) for the lateral and vertical delineation of impacted soil, soil-gas, and groundwater on
and offsite (if necessary), including the instaliation of three on-site groundwater monitoring wells in
accordance with a work plan dated March 2, 2002, and subsequently approved in a letter from Regional
Board staff dated April 16, 2002.

Mr. Francis indicates that the Regional Board “cites to and relies upon numerous erroneous allegations”
in the Order. Regional Board staff relies upon documentation and data provided by consultants
representing individual sites. Our decisions and actions are based upon the assumption that the
information provided to us is accurate and representative of conditions at a site. Below are some of the
comments provided by Mr. Franeis (itahicized) {followed by Regional Board stafl responses:

o your May 3, 2010 letter states that there was a pipe trench from the degreaser to the north end
of the building and continuing westward along the property line. This was a utility trench and it
did not convey or contain perchloroethylene (“PCE”).

several of the alleged errors pertain to a report by McLaren-Hart (McLaren Report) dated
Seplember 23, 1993, as referenced in the letter by Mr. Francis, The McLaren Report indicates
that a pipe trench was shown going from the degreaser to the north end of the building, just west
of the electrical panel. This conduit, regardless of its intended use, may have created a
preferential pathway {or tetrachloroethene (PCE) migration,

*  Second, the RWQCB mis-stated the February 15, 1993 purporied hazardous materials
registration forms. Such forms did not report an average PCE use of 125 gallons per day and
maxinmm daily use of 250 galions per day. Instead, such forms reported an average PCE
storage of 125 gallans per day and a maximum daily storage of 250 gallons.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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The Mclaren Report indicated an average use of 125 gallons per day and a maximum daily use
of 250 gallons per day. However, the term “use” may have been used in the McLaren Report 1o
address guantities of PCE stored in the degreaser.

o Furthermore, vou state thar CHT annually generated 1.5 tony of waste PCE. Please note that 1.5
tons of PCE is equivalent to approximately 225 galions of PCE. This annual volume of PCLE
rranstates to an average daily PCE use of approximately one half gallon.

The numbers provided by Mr. Francis translate to an average daily PCE waste of one half gallon,
which does not represent how much PCE was used for daily operations in the degreaser tank.
According to the McLaren Report, the PCE degreaser capacity was 500 galions. It is reasonable
10 assume that this tank was hlled to appropriate levels to accomimodaie daily operations at CHT.

o Third, vou indicate there was a degreaser formerly located in the northeast portion of the on-site
building. CHT requests the RWQCE provide CHT with the documentation of such purported
degreaser lucation.

The McLaren Report indicates that an inspection report dated April 5, 1982 (included in the
Industrial Waste Permit file with the Los Angeles County Sanitation District), noted that a
degreaser was present in the northeast portion of the building.

s With respect tu the degreaser you described as being “in-ground,” that unit was in fact q free
standing degreaser that was installed in a reinforced concrete vault,

According to the report by Trilogy Regulatory Services dated December 21, 2004, “The
degreaser was an in-ground metal-walled tank sef within a concrete vault.”

o Fourth, you state that certain site ussessment data associated with the Property indicate certain
impacts to the Property’s soil mairix, soil gas and groundwater. However, as explained further
helow, the adjacent Jalk Fee property was/is heavily contaminated.

Primary sources of PCE contamination (degreaser, slorage area, etc.) have been identified at
CHT. Impact to the subsurface has been detected in soil gas samples at multiple locations
throughout CHT, and in the area of the former degreaser from the ground surface to groundwater
(approximately 60 to 70 feet below ground surface [bgs]) in both soil gas and soil matrix
samples. To date, the extent of subsurface PCE contamination has not been defined or
remediated adequately.

The adjacent Jalk Fee property was used for oil production operations and no primary source(s)
of PCE contamination have been identified. However, PCE contaminated soi! was encouniered at
Jalk Fee’s southern property boundary, adjacent to CHT. During their site redevelopment
activilies in approximately 2000, the majority of PCE impacted soil to a depth of approximately
15 feet bgs was removed from the Jalk Fee property.

* Inaddition, the Omega Chemical Site's 4.5 mile PCE plume passes beneath the Property. Thus,
those known upgradient contamination sources may have caused, in whole or part, the observed
soll matrix, soil gas and groundwater impacts 1o the Property. Contrary 1o your assertions, the
soil gas PCE concentrafions observed beneath the Property at the capillary fringe suggest such

California Environmental Protection Agency
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levels are the result of the Omega PCE plume and/or the Julk Fee property soil and groundwaier
contamination.

The historic soil matrix and soil gas data shows high ievels of PCE and trichloroethene (TCE)
contamination from the surface to groundwater at CHT. The highest soil matrix PCE and TCE
concentrations were detected at 0.5 feet bgs at 7,514 and 4,759 micrograms per kilogram {(pg/kg),
respectively, adjacent to the former degreaser. Releases at CHT have impacted the subsurface,
including, soil matrix, soil gas, and groundwater, and have contributed to the regional Omega
groundwater plume. CHT has been identified as a responsible party in the US Environmental
Protection Agency’s Omega Chemical groundwater plume investigation and clearup.

o Fifth, the CHT soil vapor extraction (“SVE") system operations were terminated because the
Julk Fee property’s petroleum hydrocarbon contamination migrated on to the Property and
interfered with the SVE's operations. Such Jalk Fee property petroleum hydrocarbon caused the
CHT SVE system to be shut down.

Total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) contamination seen in soil gas probes at CHT from
approximately 5 feet bgs to the groundwater interface indicate a potential source of TPH
contamination at CHT. Additional subsurface investigation(s) at CHT will heip determine the
impact of TPH contamination associated with historic operations at CHT.

o Finally, there is no data that confirms an allegation that the CHT property is « source of
groundwater contamination,

Due to the elevated concentrations of chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and TPH
contamination detected in soil gas and soil matrix samples in the area of the former degreaser
from near ground surface through the entire soil column to approximately 60 feet bgs (capillary
{ringe), groundwater has been impacted from releases at CHT. However, ne groundwater wells
have been installed at CHT to determine how extensive this impact may be.

»  CHT requests the RWQCB provide CHT with a copy of the McLaren Report. ...CHT requests the
RWQCB provide CHT with a copy of the recent RWQCB groundwater monitoring directive that
was iysued in connection with the Jalk Fee property and provide CHT with a copy of the Jalk
Fee workplan for such ordered groundwater monitoring,

[n accordance with the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), you may request a file review of the
CHT and Jalk Fee case Nles. A copy machinc 1s available for your use with a charge of $0.15 per
page. Please send a file review request for each case via fax to (213) 376-6713 or via email to
Laura Gallardo at lgallardo(@iwaterboards.ca.pov . Please include the site name, address, Site
Cleanup Program number (SCP No. 1057 [CHT], SCP Ne. 0203 [Jalk Fee]), and your contact
information. A represenlative from the Regional Board will contact you to confirm the
appointment. In addition, most recently submitted reports/documents and Regional Board
correspondence have been uploaded to GeoTracker. You may search, review, and download the
case Information from the GeoTracker database at the following address:
hiip://ecotracker.walerboards.ca.gov/ |

o L CHT will delay the implementation of the RWQCB approved groundwater monitoring
workplan wuntil: (1) such work can be coordinated with the RWQCB directed Jalk Fee property

Culifornia Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. James Stull -4 - June 23, 2010
Continental Heat Treating

groundwater monitoring; and (2) the RWQCB directed soil and soil gas delineation work, on the
Property, iy complete.

Accordingly, the September 15, 2010 due date for the submittal of « groundwater well
instaltation and sampling report will not be mer,

At this time, the work required at the Jalk Fee site is irrelevant o the requirements issued in the
Order. To date, no groundwater wells have been installed at CHT despite a work plan being
submitted in March 2002 and the issuance of a work plan approval letter by the Regional Board
dated April 16, 2002, The instaliation of the approved groundwater monitoring wells will be an
initial step in evaluating impact to groundwater from releases at CHT. These wells will provide
basic hydrologic information needed to understand subsurface conditions at CHT, which will be
used for the installation of additional on and offsite groundwater wells, as needed, 1o delineate
the lateral and vertical extent of releases al CHT. Therefore, in accordance with the Order, you
are reyuired (o complete the installation of the groundwater monitoring wells as proposed in the
work plan dated March 2, 2002 and as approved in the Regional Board’s work plan approval
letter dated April 16, 2002, As directed in the Order, a groundwater well installation and
sampling report is due to the Regional Board by September 13, 2010. Failure to comply with the
requirements of the Order will result in additional enforcement action(s) being taken by the
Regional Board.

o Finally, with respect to the RWQCB's “Chemical Storage and Use Questionnaire,” CHT
respectivily requests the RWQOCB advise CHT of the RWQCB s statutory authority to request this
information.

Please refer to California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 23, section 2907, which is a
summary ol the regulatory provisions contained i Stale Watler Resources Control Board
Resolution No. 92-4%. Resclution No. 92-49 is available online at the following address:

hitpYwww. waterboards. ca.gov/board decisions/adopted orders/resolutions/1992/rs1992 00495
html |

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact the project manager Mr. David Young at (213)
576-6733 or via email at dyoung@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

il ) oo /.

Samuel Unger, PF.
Interim Executive Officer

ce. Mr. Michael A, Francis, Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis, LLP

California Environmental Protection Agency
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APPENDIX C

PUBLIC AGENCY RECORDS REQUESTS AND RESPONSE
FOR JALK FEE PROPERTY



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Public Health
CYNTHIA A. HARDING, M.P.H.

Interim Director

JEFFREY D. GUNZENHAUSER, M.D., M.P.H.
Interim Health Officer

Public Health Investigation Administration
LEOLA MERCADEL
Chief, Public Health Investigation

5555 Ferguson Drive, Suite 120-04
Commerce, California 90022
TEL (323) 890-7801 e FAX (323) 728-0217

www.publichealth.lacounty.gov

February 25, 2015

CARDNO

ROBERT SERRATO

4572 TELEGRAPH RD #916
VENTURA, CA 93003

SUBJECT: 10607 Norwalk Blvd. Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Hilda Solis
First District

Mark Ridley-Thomas
Second District

Sheila Kuehi
Third District

Don Knabe
Fourth District

Michael D. Antonovich
Fifth District

I, the undersigned, being the Custodian of Records, certify that a thorough search of our
files, carried out under my direction and control, revealed no records as named in your

request for records.

It is to be understood that this does not mean that records do not exist under another
spelling, another name, or under another classification, but that with the information
furnished our office, and to the best of our knowledge, no such records exist in our files.

Sincerely,

(D5 =

Christian Sten, Deputy Health Officer
Public Health Investigation

COR ID No. 151126

Request - NO Records
Revised 3/15/13



TEL (323) 890-7806

Complete the Custodian of Records Request for Public Records Form in blue or black ink, or type.

PUBLIC HEALTH INVESTIGATION
CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
REQUEST FOR PUBLIC RECORDS

FAX (323) 728-0217

If you have any questions about completing the form or requesting Hazardous Materials reports call (323) 890-7806.

Submit your request to Public Health Investigation, Custodian of Records Office to Fax Number (323) 728-0217, Email to
phicor@ph.lacounty.gov, or mail to:

*Required Information

Public Health Investigation
5555 Ferguson Drive Suite 120-04
Commerce, CA 90022

REQUESTOR INFORMATION

Name * Cardno

Address * 4572 Telephone Road. Suite 916
City * Ventura

State * California

Zip * 93003

Telephone No. * 805-644-4157

Fax No. 805-644-5610

Website/Email robert.serrato@cardno.com

CONTACT PERSON INFORMATION (If different from Requestor)

Name

[Robert Serrato

Telephone No.

805-290-3275

DELIVERY OF RECORDS (If different from Requestor)

Address
City
Zip
RECORD INFORMATION Type of Record * (Choose only one per request)
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH HAZARDOUS
DISTRICT SURVEILLANCE HEALTH PROTECTION MATERIALS ALL OTHERS
Apartment, Condo, Home
Inspections Beaches CalARP 0 Animal Bite Report
Apartment, Condo, Home and u
Institution Lead Inspections Landfills Emergency Response Medical Marijuana ID
Food Borne Outbreak Public Swimming Pools Hazmat Site Inspections
Food Poisoning Recycled Water Hazmat Site Mitigation
Food Vehicles Residential Pools
Motels and Hotel Inspection Septic Tanks
Retail Food Inspection Sewage
Schools and Day Care
Inspection Water Wells
Street Vendor
([Other Type of Record:

REQUEST INFORMATION (Provide as much information possible)

Incident Date/Time

Incident/Food Borne
IlIness/Outbreak Summary No.

Type of Disease

Inspector Name (If known)

Incident Location

Owner Name

Victim/Patient/Complainant
Name

Date of Birth

Medical Record No.

Location of Records

Site/Street Address

10607 Norwalk Boulevard

Site/City

Santa Fe Sprinas

Site/Zip

90670

Revised 10/23/12




Office !Jse Only Date # of pages
Appointment
To From
Date Co/Dept Co.
— Phone # Phone #
Fax# Fax #

Santa Fe Springs Fire-Rescue
11300 Greenstone Ave e Santa Fe Springs CA 90670
(562) 944-9713 e FAX (562) 941-1817 e fire@santafesprings.org

REQUEST FOR SITE INFORMATION

NOTE: To accommodate your request, please allow time for confidential information to be removed prior to viewing.
If Fire staff performs work outside public viewing, the information will not be released until payment is received.

SEARCH REQUESTED BY

Cagbpo PoRBERT, SERRATO @) CARPNO, Com
COMPANY/ORGANIZATION E-MAIL ADDRESS
[FOBERT SERRATE ZZZF g
PRINT NAME SIGNATU -
ASSISTANT PROTECT WANALER- FOS-290 3275~ 2lFof1 5
TITLE PHONE NUMBER AT

REASON FOR THIS REQUEST P CVIcl/ ReCorbs FoR BVIDENCE oF foe /souen7s
RELEASE

TYPE OF INFORMATION REQUESTED NOTI(e oF VIOATIONS , [NSP e/ TION ReCCRPS, Pe M!'T,sr
LASTE MANIFESTS | PCPORTS [ LORRESPONDENCE

Fees for service
e Public viewing of records is free of charge.
e $5.00 per box will be assessed for retiieval of historical documents stored off-site. Per copy charge is .20.

File review hours

e 9:00 AM—11:00 AM

o Please contact our office to reserve an appointment time. We can no longer accept walk-ins.
NAME OF COMPANY AT SITE ADDRESS

EXXQUMOBIL (0607 NOPwWALc BUD._SANTAFE SPRANIS | A

NOTE: Some information may be confidential and is not disclosable to the general public. Confidential information includes facility
maps, contacts, trade secrets, etc. To see such information, a release from the business owner must be attached to this form.

OFFICE USE ONLY
CHARGE FOR ARCHIVED FILES  § REQUEST PROCESSED BY
CHARGE FOR COPIES $ DATE RECEIVED
CHARGE FOR MAILING $ DATE COMPLETED
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE $

K:\CUPA Related Forms and Documents\IFORMS\Request for Site Info.doc
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AUGUST 20, 1968 CHT BLUEPRINTS
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APPENDIX E

DECEMBER 12, 1969 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
INDUSTRIAL WASTE SURVEY
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T ey~ - INDUSTRIAL WASTE SURVEY

City . SAXT A EFE SIS 1. File No. £6R2%77
S.M.D. No. — OS24 2 28 , Permit No.Adgusza 4265

Firm Name: _ S2oQ@ fe 7 £4 Gar 7 Ml LA EMT T RITA7 1406

Address: 706 7.5 X OUC b i bt | ke VD Tel. No. 2 S — 84_?;@:?
between ___ AF b B gus & AEE, and DCARL IUE
Contact Name. SMEZZ.  MsEE42S ~ Title: _tagenT geca sicd SLB.

CALE 2 A

Business and Processes:

TYPE AND QUANTITY LW.: ey s P
- erv

—,

‘WASTE DISPOSAL.:

Sewer: SM.D. 2548 2~ San Dist. LE Volume _£42 G345, A4y
Surface Drainage Zz__sZm&sZ— Cooling Water £ECRcx £47FL Uncontaminated —deead &

 Ground _. uce id&

PRETREATMENT FACILITIES: Location Laslerd 2L LG QRellipl
Trap: Standard Ae7Z: (200¢) Non Standard V. 2oX

REQUIREMENTS AND DATA:

Inspection Yy Frequency _ #teeZ4 &Y — Permit w@.____
New Industry Y &S Resurvey .. #.2 T.C. Reguested —_—es
Classification ... P2 Method of Disposal L

REMARKS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Survey by:
7615188—CE 659%—Cdb  2~62




APPENDIX F

JANUARY 20, 1970 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
INDUSTRIAL WASTE DISPOSAL PERMIT
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CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

January 27, 1570

sr. Robert L. #Williams
City sanager
Santa Fe Springs, California
Uear ir. Williams:
CONTINENTAL itBAT TREATING CORPORATION
10643 SOUTIi NORWALN BOULLVAKD
FILE NC. I-6585-1li
We are transmitting Industrial Waste Disposal Permit
No. 4365 to your office for processing and delivery
to the permittee. This permit aas been prepared in
accordance with the ordinance requirements of the
City of Santa Fe Springs. Tie permit regulates the
disposal of industrial wastes produced on this
location.

Please advise this office when this permit nas been
delivered.

Yours very truly,
John A, Lambie
CITY ENGINEER
Oﬂghglﬁdﬁﬁ

C. G. brisley, Jr.
Jeputy

CLUBINB-vs 8

Lnclosures

dc: I1-6585-1H, Per. Issd., Region 10, GM, NB, Extra



CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
INDUSTRIAL WASTE DISPOSAL PERMIT:

No. 4365

File: I-6585-1H

-‘Date: 1/20/70

Permission is hereby given under Chapter 18 of the City Code

(As amended) to _Continental Heat Treating Corporation

10643 South Norwalk Boulevard
(Mailing Address)

to discharge waste material from or upon the premises located at

10643 South Norwalk Boulevard

Wastes covered by this permit shall consist of:

washdown and wastes from heat treating, quenching, and degreasing

A

'metals.

and shall comply with all provisions of'applicable ordinances of
the City of Santa Fe Springs including the special conditions and
limitations marked (x) on the second page of this permit.

In accordance-with Section No. 18-114 of the City Code of the
City of Santa Fe Springs, this permit is not transferable from
one location to another and it may be revoked if used contrary to
the provisions of the Ordinance. E

This permit is automatically suspended without notice if the
Industrial Waste Permit Fee or Annual Renewal 1is not paid within
60 days from the day on which said fee is due.

John A, Lambie

4 CITY ENGINEER

2/70 - L . \
. .



< -
SPECIAL CONDITIONS AND LIMITATIONS

</ - INDUSTRIAL WAST%ZMIIJISPOSAL PERMIT NO. 4365,

: 26 1970 . '
All wastes shall be disposed of in accordance with the conditions marked
below:

(X) A standard pretreatment facility designated by the City

Engineer as sand & grease interceptor Standard No.
’ gd

() A grease interceptor of a type approved by the City Engineer
with a flow capacity gallons per minute and grease,
retention capacity of pounds.

() A garbage grinder approved by the City Engineer and equipped"“
- a valve operating to automatically shut off the water supply
when the grinder is not in use.

() Special facilities constructed in accordidnce with plans
approved by the City Engineer, which plans are hereby made
a part of this permit.

( ) Special Facilities:

(x) Further special conditions and limitations as listed below.

The Sanitary Sewer and Industrial Waste Chapters of the City Code contain
cerytain restrictions on the use of sanitary sewers and other methods cf
the disposal of industrial wastes. A copy of this ordinance may be
obtained by applying to the City Hall, 11710 Telegraph Road, Santa Fe
Springs, California 90670. -

In general, the intent of the ordinance is to prevent the discharge,
deposit, or disposal of all wastes including any material which may cause
pollution of underground or surface waters in, upon, or affecting the
incorporated territory of the City of Santa Fe Springs, and to provide
protection to the public sewers, industrial connection sewers, and
treatment plants. Storm water or uncontaminated cooling water cannot

be discharged to the sewer. All required pretreatment facilities must

be regularly cleaned and otherwise maintained in good operating condition.

Compliance with the special conditions listed in this permit in no way
relieves the permittee from the obligation of meeting requirements of
the Sanitary Sewer Ordinance or liability for payment of costs of clean--
ing or repairing sewers occasioned by the violation of such ordinances.

:If further information is desired; please contact the Project Planning
and Pollution Control Division of the Department of County Engineer at
629-4747, extension 81385.

1. The concentration of cyanide in any-waste(including HCN and CN)
shall not exceed 10 ppm.

2. All effluent discharged to the sanitary sewer shall be treated,
: when necessary, to maintain a pH between 6.0 and 9.01_

2/70 | A

P



APPENDIX G

SEPTEMBER 23, 1993 MCLAREN HART PCE AND HEAVY
METALS IN SOIL AT THE JALK LEASE LETTER



Scptember 23, 1993

Mr. T. M. Walker, P.E.

Envirenmental Engincer

Mobil Exploration and Producing U.S. Inc.
10735 South Shoemaker Avenue

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

PERCHLORETAYLENE (PCE) AND HEAVY METALS IN SOIL AT THE JALK LEASE
Dear Mr. Walker,

McLaren/Hart has completed our review of the site characterization report prepared by
Leving/Fricke (*Draft Subsurface Soil Investigation, Jalk Fee Property, 10607 Norwalk
Boulevard, Santa Fe Springs, California”). The report included data showing that the soil
contains crude oil, which would be expected in an active oil field. The rzport also documented
that the soil contains lead, which presumably leached from metal pipes in an area known as the
"boneyard®, and perchlorocthylene (FCE), which we believe is a result of operations at the
neighboring facility. -

This letter briefly explains the significance of the findings which were presented in the Levine
and Fricke report and makes recommendations on how Mobil should proceed.

q and zinc were deteeted in “ oneyard in the southwest comer of the
property az maximum concentrations of 1, tﬁ.w d 10,000 milligrams per kilogram
(mg/kg), respectively. These concentrations exceed the Total Threshold Limit Concentration
(TTLC) of 1,000, 20, and 5,000 mg/kg. Soluble lead and zinc were also detected at maximum
concentrations of 151 and 474 milligrams per per liter (mgll) These concenfrations exceed the
Soluble Threshold Limit Concentration (STLC) of 5 and 250, respectively, Samples exceeding
the TTLC and STLC were found at both the three foot and the e1ght foot depths. No samples
were collected below eight feet,

Although the lead samples were collccted from random sample locations, it appears that the lead
is confined to the northcast cormer of the boneyard, representing approximately one third of the

STAPRTERRELIMIIS.LTD

16755 Von Karman Avenue, Irvine, CA 92714 {714) 756-2667 FAX (714) 756-8460

© T lecyried Dok



total surface area of the boneyard, approximately 6,100 square feet. Excavation of this area to
a depth of cight feet would result in approximately 1,800 cubic yards of soil.

“Since the data show that metal concentrations were increasing between 3 and B feet, it is
-reasonable to assume that the soil below 8 feet may contain metals exceeding the cleanup
criteria, We recommend additional sampling below eight feet prior to excavation to define the
vertical extent of heavy metals.

PERCHLOROETHYLENE (PCE)

Perchlorcethylene and related compounds [trichloroethylene (TCE) and 1 2—d1chloroeﬂ;y1ene
(DCE)] were detected in the soil at the Jalk Fog, Jhese chlorinated compounds are used in such
industries as dry clmmng, electronics, aerospace, and metal treating, but are not used in oil
production. The maximum concentration of PCE in soil at the Jalk Fee is 2,500,000 parts per
billion (ppb). The following sections describe the possible source of PCE at this location.

Santa_Fe Springs Fi ent R Revi

In an attempt to identify possible sources of the PCE at the Jalk lease, McLaren/Hart reviewed
the files at the Environmental Compliance Section of the City of Santa Fe Springs Fire
Department. A wrilten request o review the file on Continental Heat Treating was submitted
by FAX on Tuesday, May 11, 1993 and the file was reviewed on Wednesday, May 12th. The
following is a summary of the information in the file relevant to the PCE on the Jalk lease.

Use of PCE at Continental Heat Treating

The Continental Heat Treating facility was designed in 1968 and began operation in 1969, The
facility drawings (Job # 6802, PE-1) dated August 20, 1968 showed a degreaser located
approximately 120 feet west of the northeast comer of the building and 30 feet south of the
northern wall of the building. A pipe trench was shown going from the depreaser to the north
end of the building, just west of the electrical panel. The PCE on the Jalk lease was found in
the area beginning exactly where the pipe trench left the building and continuing west to the
northwest comner of the building. (See Figure 1)

In a letter to the City of Santa Fe Springs dated March 30, 1987, Continental Heat Treating
reported that PCE was "used for cleaning of paris prior to heat treating.” The hazardous
material registration forms (February 15, 1993) reported an average PCE use of 125 gallons per
day and a maximum daily use of 250 gallons per day. The Business Plan described a 500 gallon
above ground PCE tank, although the location of this tank could not be determined from the
information in the file,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEFF"NG CORPORATION
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mented Annual Waste ion

The hazardous materials registration forms (February 15, 1993) reported that 1.5 tons of PCE
are generated each year at the facility. In the March 30, 1987 letter to the City of Santa Fe
Springs, Continental Heat Treating reported that the PCE was stored in a tank provided by Acto
Kleen Corporation and was disposed by Acto Kleen for recycling.

aste C iolations

Continental Heat Treating has operated under an Industrial Waste Permit from the Los Angeles
County Sanitation District and predecessor ageneies since the 1970’5, Permit # 4365 was issued
on January 27, 1970 and Permit #4827 was issved on November 18, 1976. These permits did
not include limits or sampling requirements for PCE.

Various inspections, violations, and complaints over the years were included in the file. These
included:

> A Notice was issued on July 11, 1978 from the LA County Engineer ordering
Continental Heat Treating to "clean the interceptor by July 18, 1978 and "maintain the
interceptor in good operating condition at all times.”

> An inspection report of April 5, 1982 noted under “Special Hazards and Conditions" that
a degreaser was present in the northeast portion of the building.

> A complaint to the Fire Department was recorded on October 5, 1987 that blue-green
water was being discharged to the street. This was atiributed to the recent earthquake
{October 4, 1987) which had broken several pieces of equipment at the site and that "a
dizcharge similar to that of December 8, 1986 was occurring.”

> A Notice of Violation (NOV) was issued on February 23, 1988 for discharging cooling
tower blow down water to the sireet.

> The Santa Fe Springs Fire Department cited Continental Heat Treating on June 14, 1988
for failure to disclose certain materials on the 1987 plot plan.

sible Explanations

Illegal and accidental discharges of chlorinated solvents 10 soil are typically not reported and are
not discoverad until a site characterization is performed, The data from the Levine/Fricke report

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING CORPORATION
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showing PCE in the soil, the use of large quantities of PCE on the adjoining site, the location
of the PCE in soil relative to the degreaser and pipe trench on the Continental facility, and the
complete absence of any use of chiorinated solvents of any kind by Mobil E & P, very strongly
points to Continental Heat Treating as the source of the PCE on the Jalk Fee.

The following possible explanations are based on the information we were able to find and on
past experience with similar situations. We cannot say which of these explanations is most likely
or whether there is another possible explanation for the observed PCE.

Intentional or Unintentional Discharge. One possible explanation is that PCE from the
degreaser or from the above ground storage tank was discharged to the ground by an employee
or contractor working on site. This could have resulted from any number of activities such as
overflow, spillage, a broken pipe, or an intentional discharge of waste PCE.,

Fires. Three degreaser ﬁres were reported in the Continental Heat Treating file at the Santa
Fe Springs Fire Department:

» Degreaser Tank Fire (Code 62035) 87/10/02;

> Fire in Degreaser (Code 6225) 88/04/09;

» Fire in Degreaser (Code 6229) 83/08/01,

Ezenhguake. The file made reference to two earthquakes (December 8, 1986 and October 4,
1987) that resulted in broken equipment and discharge of chemicals. Although these references
were made to the cooling tower blowdown water, it is also possible that the piping between the
degreaser and the PCE storage tank were among the “several pieces of equipment” that were

damaged at the same time.

I would be happy to discuss this matter with you at any time. Please call me at (714) 752-3211
if you bave any questions or requests for additional information.

Sincerely,

Eores Qe

Dennis Dineen
Managing Principal Geoscientist
Assistant Regional Manager, Irvine

MG
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OCTOBER 6, 1994 LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE
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APPENDIX M

UNDATED LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT
SMALL QUANTITY GENERATOR CONTINGENCY PLAN



LOS ANGELES COl_TY FIRE DEPARTMENT-HEALTL _.AZ MAT DIVISION Pg 1
SMALL QUANTITY GENERATOR CONTINGENCY PLAN

You are required by the California Code of Regulations, Title 22 to design, operate and maintain
your business to minimize hazards to human health and the environment from any unplanned
releases of hazardous materials.

Section 1 General Business Information

Name of Business CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING CO. INC.

Address 10643 S. NORWALK B.VD City SANTA FE SPRINGS Zip 90670

Phone Number(310) 944 .8808 Emergency Phone( 31§ 697 . 0903

Description of Business HEAT TREATING METAL PARTS

Number of Employees 30 Operating Hours(M-F) . (24HRS M-F Sat Sun
Business Owner JAMES G. STULL Home Phone Number( /1% 675 0408

Address 319 GRAND CANAL City BALBOA ISLAND Zip 92662
Property Owner_ ANNA HATHAWAY TRUST Phone Number(714) 661 - 6969 C.P.A.

Section 2 Hazardous Material / Waste Activities - List all-Chemicals at your business.

RAW MATERIALS HAZARDOUS WASTE
Quantity of Manner of Quantity of Manner
Chemical Name or Specific Chemicals Storage Waste of Storage
Trade Name* Usage Stored Stored
OIL QUENCH OIL 500 GAL] TANK 300 GAL| DRUMS
PERCHLORETHLENE'| DEGREASING 200 GAL TANK © 300 GAL} DRUMS
ACETONE CLEANING 55 DRUM 8 8
AMMONTA CARBONITRIDE 250 TANK 8 8

*QObtain from your Supplier the Maternial Safety Data Sheets for trade name chemical and attach to this form.
Section 3 Emergency Coordinator
Your company is required to list the names, addresses, and telephone numbers for your emergency coordinators(EC). The
EC shall have the authority to commit resources and shall have the responsibility for coordinating the company’s activities to
mitigate an unplanned release of hazardous materials.

Name of EC DENNIS HUGE AfterHoursPhone(310) 697. 0903
Addtess 141 NORTH VIRGINIA ST. Gty LA HABRA Zip 90631
Alternate EC RAY CROSS AfterHours Phone(3 09) 674 _ 1529

Address 29264 NORTHPOINTE City LAKE ELSINORE Zip_ 92530




Section 4 Notification { Pg2

The EC must notify the following agencies in the event of a release, fire, or explosion which could
threaten human health or the environment.

Fire 911 Health Haz Mat (213) 890-4317 Police 911

If the EC determines that evacuation of local areas may be advisable, the EC Shall notify the above
agencies and the State Office of emergency Services at 1-800-852-7550.

List an Emergency Response Contractor you may use in the event of a major Hazardous Materials Spill.

Name PACIFIC ENVIRONMENTAL MGMT . Emergency Phone( 800) 777 . 3363

List all hospitals or clinics you may use in the event of hazardous materials exposures or injuries.

Hospital or Clinic_ HEALTH FIRST MEDICAL Phone(310) 949 . 9328

Address 11817 E. TELEGRAPH RD City SANTA FE SPRINGS

The EC shall report to the Health Haz Mat Division within 15 days all details of any incident where this
contingency plan was activated.

Section 5 Emergency Procedures.

Attach a description of what your employees will do to prevent or stop a hazardous materials spill at your
facility. (Training is required for procedures involving the handling of hazardous wastes.)

Section 6 Site Map

Attach a map of your company and indicate the locations of the following:

*Layout work areas *Gas & electrical shut-off *Material Safety Sheets
*Fire Extinguishers *Emergency Exits *Underground Tanks
*Chemical Storage *Waste Storage *Above Ground Tanks
*Alarms - Telephone *Offices & Restrooms *Evacuation Routes
*Employee Protect’n Equip *All Drains & Clarifiers *Emergency Equipment
*First Aid Stations *Emergency Shut-offs *Leak detection devices

*Indicate schools, residences, and public gathering places less than a block away from your facility.

Section 7 Additional Requirements

This Contingency Plan must be updated on a continuous basis and copied to our office. This Contingency Plan
is designed for your use in the event of a hazardous materials incident. You must keep copies of your
completed plan at your facility at all times. Review the contents of the plan with your employees and make the
location of your completed plan known and accessible to them.

Send your completed Contingency plan to the following address:

County of Los Angeles Fire Department-Prevention Bureau/HEALTH HAZ MAT DIVISION
7300 E Alondra Blvd. #203, Paramount, Calif. 90723
Phone: (310) 790-1810, Fax: (310) 790-8002

Your Inspector is: (g; [l I 2 B‘A KZR




Pg3
CONTINGENCY PLAN - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
BUSINESS NAME CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING CO. INC.
ADDRESS 10643 S. NORWALK BLVD. CITY SANTA FE SPRING%IP 90670
Section 5: Emergency Procedures
In the event of a OIL spill, the

following procedures will be followed.

1
LXXI Using DRY SORB
the spilled material will be contained and prevented from going onto
the ground or off the property.
'| xx', The absorbed OIL & DRY SORSB
will be placed in a leak-proof container with tight fitting lid,
labelled "Hazardous Waste" and held as hazardous waste until
lawfully disposed.
1
LXX!  Based on the:
Fxx] .
L==J Material Safety Data Sheet
| —
L1 Personal knowledge
—
L—J1  Other

of the Material, the following precautions should be
taken when handling the spilled material:

Wear:
[
L—1 Gloves and goggles
[ —
L—1  Respirator
[ xx]
L2221 Boots and Apron
—
L—!  Other

See Reverse side, page 4 for Site Map



SECTION 6 SITE MAP Page 4

(See page 2, Section 6 for requested information, as applicable)



CONTINGENCY PLAN - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

BUSINESS NAME CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING CO. INC.

ADDRESS 10643 S. NORWALK BLVD. CITYSANTA FE SPRINGS ZIP 90670

Section 5: Emergency Procedures

In the event of a PERCHLORETHLYENE spill, the

following procedures will be followed.

o1 '
XX | Using DRY SORB

the spilled material will be contained and prevented from going onto
the ground or off the property.

roo
XXy The absorbed DRY SORB

will be placed in a leak-proof container with tight fitting lid,
labelled "Hazardous Waste" and held as hazardous waste until
lawfully disposed.

LXXJ  Based on the:

m Material Safety Data Sheet

—
L—  Personal knowledge

]
L—  Other

of the Material, the following precautions should be
taken when handling the spilled material:

Wear:
Gloves and goggles
- Respirator

Boots and Apron

HRERERS

Other

See Reverse side, page 4 for Site Map




NTINGENCY PLAN - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

BUSINESS NAME CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING CO. INC.

ADDRESS

10643 S. NORWALK BLVD. CITY SANTA FE SPRINGSzIp 90670

Section 5: Emergency Procedures

In the event of a

ACETONE spill, the

following procedures will be followed.

XX

LXX]

1
L XX]

Using DRY SORB

the spilled material will be contained and prevented from going onto

the ground or off the property.

The absorbed ACETONE AND DRY SORB

will be placed in a leak-proof container with tight fitting lid,
labelled "Hazardous Waste" and held as hazardous waste until
lawfully disposed.

Based on the:

Mxx] .
L=~ Material Safety Data Sheet

—
L—J  Personal knowledge

1
L—  Other

of the Material, the following precautions should be
taken when handling the spilled material:

Wear:
Gloves and goggles
- Respirator

Boots and Apron

NRERER

Other

See Reverse side, page 4 for Site Map
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NTINGENCY PLAN - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

BUSINESS NAME CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING CO. INC.

ADDRESS 10643 S. NORWALK BLVD. CITY SANTA FE SPRINGSZIP_906790

Section 5: Emergency Procedures

In the event of a AMMONIA (NH3) spill, the

following procedures will be followed.

3
XX Using DRY SORB

the spilled material will be contained and prevented from going onto
the ground or off the property.

xx
L—-  The absorbed DRY SORB
will be placed in a leak-proof container with tight fitting lid,
labelled "Hazardous Waste" and held as hazardous waste until
lawfully disposed.
[ '
LZXX  Based on the:
Cx 1
L—J Material Safety Data Sheet
—
L—! Personal knowledge
—
L—!  Other

of the Material, the following precautions should be
taken when handling the spilled material:

Wear:
Gloves and goggles
- Respirator (APPROBED)

Boots and Apron

JRNREEN

Other FULL PROTECTIVE CLOTHING

See Reverse side, page 4 for Site Map
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APPENDIX N

OCTOBER 19, 1995 LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE
DEPARTMENT CASE SYNOPSIS



CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING
October 19, 1995
Page 1

LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE DEPT/HHMD/S8MU
CASE SYNOPSIS

Date: October 19, 1995 Log Number: 951668-377
Project Mgr: G Baker
S8MU Priority: III
HW Generator: Yes
Generator #: 606073-101

Project: CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING

Address: 10643 8. Norwalk Blvd, Santa Fe S8prings, CA 90670
Contaminants: tetrachloroethylene and trichloroethylene
Depth to Ground Water: 35 - 65/ GW contamination: unknown

Responsible Party: Continental Heat Treating
10643 S. Norwalk Blvdqd,
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670
Phone #: (310)944-8808
Contact: James Stull

Consultant: Green Environmental, Inc.
6727 Greenleaf Ave,
Whittier, CA 90601
Phone #: (310)698-5338
Contact: Kent Green

Case Description:

On November 3, 1993, a complaint from the site operator of
adjacent property to the north (lessee: Mobil Exploration) was
received by this Department. The complaint alleged Continental
Heat Treating was responsible for all or part of the chlorinated
VOC contamination on Mobil’s o0il production lease property at
10607 S. Norwalk Blvd. The complaint was referred to Enforcement
Unit for action on November 4, 1993. No enforcement activity by
September 27, 1994, prompted a routine complaint inspection
October 6, 1994.

Long-time employees all denied any improper disposal, leaking or
spillage of vapor degreasing solvents anywhere on the property.
Furthermore, the vapor degreaser had been moved from its original
location in the shop. Eventually the old location of the
degreaser was established. It appeared that this old location
was close enough to the northern property line that leaks, sloppy



CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING
October 19, 1995
Page 2

operations or spills could have migrated offsite despite
employees’ statements to the contrary. This inspection resulted
in NOV #P14042, which included an order to provide a plan for
corrective action at the old vapor degreaser location.

A single boring to a depth of 10’ immediately adjacent but
exterior to the concrete sump of the old industrial vapor
degreaser was proposed. Three soil samples were taken as part of
a preliminary assessment. The results of these samples are
summarized as follows:

PCE AND TCE S8OIL CONTAMINATION IN ug/Kg

BORING # DEPTH (FT) | TRICHLORO- TETRACHLORO-
ETHYLENE (TCE) | ETHYLENE (PCE)
B-1 6" 475953 75143
B-1 57 21 2903
B-1 10’ 663 18553

3 exceeds 10XMCL; the Los Angeles RWQCB risk-based cleanup
standards for TCE and PCE (both of which are 5ug/Kg) based on the
VOC cleanup model.

The maximum TCE and PCE concentrations were 4759 and 7514 ug/Kg
respectively and the means were 1615 and 3220 ug/Kg respectively.

No sample exceeded the HBSSL levels as carcinogens (PCE=8,500 and
TCE=4,000 ug/Kg).

The Region IX USEPA residual PRG levels of PCE and TCE allowed
(PCE(ind) = 25mg/Kg and PCE(res) = 7mg/Kg; TCE(ind) = 17mg/Kg and
TCe(res) = 7.1mg/Kg) in industrial and residential soils were
exceeded by PCE in the 6" sample only.

Applying the recent RWQCB model allowing the average attenuation
factor of 255XMCL, three of the analyses would exceed the
1.275mg/Kg guideline concentration; PCE at 6" and 10/, and TCE at
6".

The results of the preliminary assessment were sufficient
documentation of a significant release to require a remedial
investigation of the area. A letter was sent to Mr. Stull July
5, 1995, which directed him to determine the extent of the
contamination and submit a site mitigation workplan. The
workplan was prepared by Green Environmental and starts with a
very limited scope investigation of the old vapor degreaser area.



CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING
October 19, 1995

Page 3

Issues:
1. How much of the property needs to be evaluated in the
RI?
2. Is it prudent to require a GW monitoring well at this
juncture?
3. How much of the information (which the 10607 Norwalk Bl
cleanup project has developed) could help economize this
project?
4. Is it likely that the proposed borings and sampling

protocol will define the vertical and lateral extent of the
identified contamination?

Proposed Work Plan:

A work plan for the subsurface site investigation of the
immediate area of the old vapor degreaser sump was received
October 11, 1995.

A review of the submittal was completed and the following are
missing or substantially defective for a complete property
investigation. However, the workplan is directed only at the
specified area in the immediate vicinity of the old vopor
degreaser location.

1) A review of the historical use and existing information

on the nature of the site mitigation problem.

2) Justification for the use of EPA method 8010 for sample

analysis.

3) Justification for depth and array of borings and
sampling.

4) Evaluation of public health and environmental concerns.
5) Investigation of hydrology and land use.

6) Justification for not boring to groundwater for the

purpose of sampling for the known VOC contaminants.

7) A health and safety plan for the proposed
investigation.

8) Justification for not submitting a work plan for at
least one groundwater monitoring well, per RWQCB
specifications, considering the underlying lithology of the
site.
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PREVIOUS CONSULTANT'S MAPS SHOWING EQUIPMENT
STORAGE AND REPAIR AREA AT CHT PROPERTY
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APPENDIX P

JULY 11, 1978 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES PROJECT
PLANNING AND POLLUTION CONTROL DIVISION NOTICE



COUNYTY OF LG ANGELES
DEPART VT OF COounr LNGES
PROJECT PLANNING AND POLLUTION CONT

Ng i LOeE
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. ; R ¢ o —— .
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APPENDIX Q

MARCH 16, 1984 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT
OF HEALTH SERVICES OFFICIAL NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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APPENDIX R

DECEMBER 8, 1986 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS PUBLIC
WORKS INVESTIGATION WORKSHEET



TINVESTIGAT. __N
WORKSHEET

DATE & TIME OF COMPLAINT

12/8/86 8:00

INVESTIGATION BY

ON

John Hunter 12/8/86

Page 1 of 1

FIRM

COMPLAINTANT

NAME

Santa Fe Springs

IPHONE

ADDRESS 10643 Norwalk Blvd. ADDRESS

944-8808 PHONE

CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING NAME Aziz

868-0511 Ext.

City of Santa Fe Springs
Public Works Department

244

COMPLAINT:

Above company is discharging industrial waste over the driveway.

|[REPORT:

areas where high water marks were

Cooting TOWERS

Mr. Cross was instructed to (1) berm
sand, (2) clean the curb and gutter,
paired or stop the flow immediately. Mr. Cross agreed to this and
said the pump would be repaired this afternoon.

N ~

deposited.

;=

CATCH BASIN

NoRwaLk DLvD

FroRrenCE

Water with vivid blue-green streaks of color was flowing at several
gallons per hour into Norwalk Blvd.

area (See Sketch). The water flowed south, where it entered a catch
basin at Florence Ave. The concrete was stained green in several

from Continental's cooling tower

Mr. Ray Cross of Continental stated that a cooling tower pump had
broken and the replacement pump was insufficient to handle the
flow which caused the towers to overflow.
from a water treatment which is added at one part per thousand,
no MSDS could be found, but, Mr. Cross claimed the water treatment
contained no chrome and is considered non-hazardous.

The blue-green color was

the cooling tower slab with
and (3) to have the pump re-

NAME ADDRESS

WITNESSES — CONTACTS

POSITION

PHONE

Ray Cross Continental Heat

Treating Maint.

Sup.

944-8808
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APPENDIX S

OCTOBER 5, 1987 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS PUBLIC
WORKS INVESTIGATION WORKSHEET



DATE & TIME OF ¢ PLAINT

INVESTIGATION 10/05/87 11:00 a.m.

WDRKSHEET INVESTIGATION 8Y ON
John Hunter 10/05/87 Page 1 of 1

FIRM COMPLAINANT

NAME Continental Heat Treating NAME Violation observed while
, driving by.

ADDRESS 10643 Norwalk ADDRESS

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670
PHONE PHONE
COMPLAINT:

Blue-green water being discharged to the street.

REPORT:

The recent earthquake (10/04/87) had broken several pieces of equipment at
this site and a discharge similar to that of 12/08/86 was occurring. Mr. Ray
Cross was contacted and instructed to make the necessary repairs immediately.




APPENDIX T

FEBRUARY 23, 1988 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS PUBLIC
WORKS INVESTIGATION WORKSHEET



DAfiféofgi OF COMPLAINT
INVESTIGAT. )N L e
WORKSHEET aue KAl on
Z/TRIRP 1 00
FIRM ) COMPLAINANT

e Continental Heat sz%.}\g = Cvhyg Hall
aooress |O6UY 3 Nork wa U( B1lvo ADDRESS

JrHoNE Ci(,‘ Y 88@8 PHONE

COMPLAINT: D].SC\(\{\QS'\}\(:S 1. W, 4o sdeeet.
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APPENDIX U

MAY 19, 1989 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH SERVICES NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND ORDER TO
COMPLY



L .-~-COUNTY HEALTH SERVICEL
HAZARDOUS WASTE CONTROL PROGRAM
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CUUNTY UF LUS ANGRLLD * UL PARL RN OF BEALLH DERYIGED
*ZARDOUS MATFERTALS' CONTROL PROGRAM

e

e . .
-~ o ; o F o
Owner__ - }CJ‘MWEJ }1{1/[/ Date s_. /9 ‘5’7
- ‘ - i TRVe .
Bus iness-/ﬁ(-:vﬂ "L_} Vj‘l’:';}i"i.-{l—ff ([ HQz‘?L 1‘&';”’-:.«"#;4

Address k 2(&& 5 ’2: Aéb{gagz é 5/u’ '

city, zip Code___ 7, ¥ M 4

Reply refer to:

2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
Los Angelﬂs CA 90007

(213) 744- %7 2%

NOTICE OF VIQLATION AND OBDER TO COMPLY JU'UM‘" # («)* //' L

The following conditions or practices observed at your facility are violations of the California
Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 26, Division 22 or the California Health and Safety Code, Division -
20, Chapter 6.5, (H&S) or both, which relate to the disposal, management,transportation, and storage'.‘
of hazardous waste., YOU ARE DIRECTED TO CORRECT THE VIOLATIONS WITHIN THE TIMES SPECIFIED BELQW.

CORRECTION
DATE . . DISPOSAL: )
1. Discontinue the disposal of hazardous waste to an unaughorizeds point(s). /{
(H&S 25189.5). . S vr T pae &2 oo Ay XAoLL i

= v\\?’ = LR e Ny < - ’}‘— 4 .
£
¢
1

2. Legally dispose of all hazardous waste and contaminated materials (H&S 25189.5)

discharged to
Legally dispose of all stored hazardous waste and contaminated materials located
at (H&S 25 ) . - -

A AGEMEN“ v by e B
Submit to this office a copy of your facility's hazardous materials contingency
plan and employee training plan. (CCR 67105, 67120-67126, 67140-67145)

——

TRANSPORTATION:
[3 5. Discontinue the transport of hazardous waste until the following have been met:
1 A. Obtain an EPA Identification Numzer from the State Department of Health
Services at (916) 324-1781. (CCRB €5472)
] B. Complete a uniform Hazardous haste Manifest or obtain a receipt when
applicable wunder State Department of Health Serv:Lces variance procedures.
(H&S 25160 and 25143)
0 c. Transport all hazardous waste by a State registered hauler.
(H&S 25163)
R6. Submit to t"\ls\vfflce a copy. off the c ed hazardous.waste manifest(s) used to
: dispose Of »¢lf # _yaill o e 3; (CCR 66328).
AL)Q (f -—-—)El 7. Keep coples at’y T of all co.tpleted manifests, receipts or both for
) a minimum of three (3) years and make documents available for agency review.
(CCR 66492) _—mm——
STORAGE: : ;
{J 8. Discontinue the storagke of hazardous waste for longer than 90 days without a
permit from the State Department of Eealth Services. (CCR 66508)
M Store all hazardous waste in compatible conta*ners ‘which are closed and 1'1 good
condition. (CCR 66241 - 67243) &ﬁgs.?l /s f F A N -

« : s
7KO Properly label all containers with the following: the words, “HAZARDOUS HASTE“-’F’ “J '/

name and address of generator; hazardous properties; a compierrIiMar Y 1cal
state of the waste; and the accumulation date. (CCR 66508) v
— Waste o//

Il
4 iAo w
OTH;R 51 G /

Dll Provide this office with a site assessment and mitigation plan for the

’ contamination at your facility.
>qf2. ,

7 N -
e S Chimg A A A

,
/

,

,

Iy

T e ¥

Failure to fully comply with this Notice and Order A'pv result in fu, ther legal action.
& H

fazardous N'lt”rldls ﬁ?al/é @

¥

Owner or Authorized Representive

HMCP 2/89



APPENDIX V

OCTOBER 6, 1994 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE
DEPARTMENT ORDER TO COMPLY



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ® FIRE DEPARFTMENT
“ Health Hazardous Materials Division

Order to Comp( )

Business C

= TA TS 3A60 77 /-
Owner ‘5"7__ L . \/ﬁ/ﬁ/ﬁf é:‘ (‘, / </ S é" é.t 0/07/6//‘?‘/

Refer Reply To: (& , (RAIcEE
HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION
7300 Alondra Bl Ste 203

Paramount CA 90723

e 106H3 § MoRwwack  Be.

Office (310) 790-1810

City, ZIP Cod : : 3 2 :2‘ -
ity, ode JAA/W /C'__ Y Fax (310) 790-8002

Violations: The conditions or practices checked below represent a violation of the referenced section of Title 22, California Code
of Regulations (22 CCR, Div 4.5, Ch 10, Sec 66260.1 ¢t seq), and/or Health & Safety Code Chapter 6.5 (H&S, Div 20, Ch 6.5, Sec 25100

et seq) for which there are civil and criminal penalties. Time granted for correction of violations doés not preclude any
enforcement action by this Department or other agencies. You are directed to correct the violations within the times specified.

Failure to do so will be considered an additional violation.

HAZARDOUS WASTE DETERMINATION
Correction Date [/

01 O Provide a hazardous waste determination for
(CCR 66262.11)

10 O

O

11

S
O

DISPOSAL
- : Correction Date ___ /|

R S
‘ Discontinug the illegal diéposal of hazardous waste

STORAGE AND MANAGEMENT OF
CONTAINERS
Correction Date [

Discontinue the on-site accumulation of hazardous
waste:

longer than 90 days without an extension from

DTSC (CCR 66262.34(c));

longer than 90 days after 100 kg has been

accumulated (W )

longer than 1 yéag- yﬁa&é 35%516’114&13

been accuntalaged-at satellite storage.
Label the waste container With the following: =

and/or extremely hazardous waste to an unauthorized-. 22 0  the words, “HAZARDOYS WASTE” (CCR 66262.34(9);
location (H&S 25189.5): 14 O description of contents / hazardou§ propérty-of -
02 0 trash/dumpster/ground; waste / generator name and address (CCR 66262.34(f));
03 O storm drain; 13 O accumulation start date (CCR 66262.34(f)).
04 00 sewer/septic system with a permit; Provide hazardous waste containers which are:
05 O unpermitted facility. 15 [0 in good condition (CCR 66265.171);
06 [ Discontinue the disposal of hazardous materials 16 O compatible with waste contents (CCR 66265.172);
containers which are not legally empty (CCR 66261.7) 17 O closed/sealed during storage (CCR 66265.173);
18 0 handled/stored/segregated to minimize waste
release/reaction (CCR 66265.177(c));
19 O inspected at least weekly (CCR 66265.174).
25 [ Label hazardous materials properly within 10 days or
handle as hazardous waste (CCR 66261.2(f)(1)).
EPA NUMBER/PERMITS 26 [0 Store hazardous materials properly within 96 hours or
Correction Date / / handle as hazardous was}e (CCR 66261.2())(2)).
Obtain the following from the Cal-EPA: 20 O Properly manage used oil ﬁlter.s (CCR 66266.130).
07 O EPA Identification Number (contact Cal-EPA, 21 O Properly manage spent lead-acid storage batteries
916-324-1781, for ID number) (CCR 66262.12); (CCR 66266.81).
08 [0 on-site waste treatment/disposal permit for
(CCR 66270.1)
09 O extremely hazardous waste permit for handling and TANK REGULATIONS
disposal of (CCR 67430.1) Correction Date [ /
23 0 Discontinue storing incompatibles in the same tank
(CCR 66265.199).
24 (O Inspect tank and tank equipment daily and document
in the operating record of the facility (CCR 66265.195).
Authorized re| ) \ Titl ,
* KAV Thass " MEOHAN i C L
Auth rep signatqr_ef;_, s //, [ ’ inspected bzf? ) / LACOFD HHMD ® NV1-PAR ® v2.6  6/93
MW >4 e e . #7 _
,. P 14042

1
,-/ WHITE - OWNER CANARY - DISTRICT PINK - PROQféSING UNIT

»
o



ﬁotice of Violation and Order to Co

Yy # )2/6/69’5’2.

County of Los Angeles ® HHMD

DBA/Name , .
27 O Obtain a storage permit for tanks greater than 5,000
gallons of hazardous waste (CCR 66262.34(d)).
Provide proper secondary containment for hazardous
waste tank systems (CCR 66265.193).
Provide a written assessment for tank system
(CCR 66262.192). -

28 O

29 0

RECORDKEEPING
Correction Date I
Keep waste analysis/test records for at least three
years (CCR 66262.40(c)). '
31 O Send Biennial Report to DTSC (CCR 66262.41).
32 [ Retain copies of biennial and exception reports for at
least three years (CCR 66262.40(b)).

30 O

TRAINING
Correction Date I
33 O Provide a training program (CCR 66265.16).
34 O Train and supervise personnel within six months of
hire date and retrain as needed (CCR 66265.16(b)).
36 [J Keep training records on site (CCR 66265.16(d)).
37 O Maintain training records until closure of facility or
for at least three years (for former employees)
(CCR 66265.16(¢)).
CONTINGENCY PLAN/BUSINESS PLAN
Correction Daty/Q 1L 19%
38 [0 Submit a contingency/business plan (CCR 66265.53(b)).

39 O Complete contingency/business plan (CCR 66265.52).
40 O Maintain copy of plan on site (CCR 66265.53).
41 X Amend and update plan as necessary (CCR 66265.54).
42 O Assign Emergency Coordinator to facility

(CCR 66265.55).

PREPAREDKESS AND PREVENTION
Correction Date [

Maintain facility to minimize possibility of fire or

release of hazardous waste or constituents

(CCR 66265.31).

Provide an internal communications or alarm system

(CCR 66265 .32(a)).

Provide a device capable of calling outside emergency

help (CCR 66265.32).

Provide access to communication/alarm system during

waste handling (CCR 66265.34).

Provide fire/spill control or decontamination system

(CCR 66265.32(c)).

48 [0 Test and maintain emergency equipment (CCR 66265.33).

49 [] Maintain required aisle space (CCR 66265.35).

Mﬂ TP Zgi5 CrF el 61 O
xy /S 4[22 édla@ﬁlﬁj

43 01

44 O
45 O
46 O

47 O

Title

Authorized rep 7? W 0&55)

arS) Tte , Tpnmps ‘o,

MANIFEST/RECEIPTS
Correction Date I

50 OO Discontinue shipping hazardous waste without a
manifest (CCR 66262.42). A

57 O Maintain manifest copy for three years from shipment
(CCR 66262.40).

51 O Maintain completed modified manifest/receipt(s) on
site for at least three years (CCR 66263.42).

52 [0 Maintain used oil manifest/receipt(s) on site for at
least three years (H&S 25250.8).

53 [0 Provide manifest copies to DTSC within 30 days
(CCR 66262.23).

54 O Complete all applicable sections of the manifest
(CCR 66262.23).

55 O Determine status of waste when TSD facility manifest .~
copy is not received within 30 days (CCR 66262.42).

56 O Send Exception Report to DTSC within 45 days
(CCR 66262.42).

58 O Provide proper documentation for excluded recyclable
materials (H&S 25143.10).
TRANSPORT

Correction Date [/

59 O Discontinue shipping hazardous waste by transporters
lacking an EPA ID No. (CCR 66262.12).

60 O Discontinue shipping hazardous waste to TSD

facilities lacking an EPA 1D No. (CCR 66262.12).

OTHER ég/z% /?y
Correction Date [
Provide Hazardous Waste Management Performance
Plan and Report for review (H&S 25244.21).
Provide a copy of LDR notice/certification for each
shipment of restricted hazardous waste (CCR 66268.7).
63 & Provide a corrective action plan for unauthorized
releases of hazardous waste or constituents
(H&S 25187).
(O Legally remove hazardous waste/contamination before
the closure of the facility (CCR 66265.11).

#4.3 ézé PATE THE AREA m////zy
[20° L) oF THE ERsT a/fid AL

62 O

64

Pade) < A T
GOLYE Y ,

ﬁ@ou/gfs /@A% :7’»‘/ ‘5 Jﬁ@ : < &

y S

Page 2 of

L] Leupallc

Auth rep slgnzLurg/ /

( -

Inspected by

LACoFD HHMD @ NV1 e v2.6  6/93

p>

- i/

I/ WHITE - OWNER CANARY - DISTRICT PINK - PROCESSING UNIT



APPENDIX W

MAY 25, 2006 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS FIRE
DEPARTMENT INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF
VIOLATION



Environme;

Livtg) P Mlgrtad,
S, G DS

C_?\J\‘%:,a VLJAA‘?S\{J\ %‘\&Tﬁ"}gﬂm

y of Santa Fe Springs Fire Depart

e "LYv Powipd
Sebeti o
A,

1 Protection Division m Certified Unified Préfram Agency
11300 Greenstone Ave @ Santa Fe Springs @ CA 90670 (562) 944-9713 FAX (562) 941-1817

INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF VIOLATION

{d JJ" ¥ )
AL

“"1*:;1‘
A
The following items, if applicable, have been inspected. This document constitntes a Summary of Viol
Reference: Titles 19 and 22 of the California Code of Regulutions (CCR), Chaprers 6.5, 6,67, mm’ S 95 of the  Heaith and Safety Code (HSC), mm’ Chapter 97 I/

e N T B T e e A SO A T

e}

Page lof .

?t:on.s and Notice to Comply if the viclation (V) column is checked.
he City Code.

P A T S S AT R 5 'mw'vr'vﬁxxw P T A D =
nspector(s) b e \Méb \;{ AL o Inspection date S) oGy, | f?{,,, fj:
4 spection consent given by C_,x, &@A.N,.' 2 N o Contact phone number (2 & ) @LLLLL S D‘,{ j
i HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR i
g \2 SUBJECT REFERENCE A SUBJECT REFERENCE i
| Hazardous waste generator permit City Ordinance 97.400 27 Hazardous waste analysis retained for 3 yrs | CCR 66262.40(¢) §‘
3 2 EPA ID number (call DTSC 800-618-6942) | CCR 66262.12(2) 28 Al Personnel training for LQG CCR 066265.16 H
3 3 Hazardous waste determination CCR 6626211 29 Personnel training for generators of waste CCR 66262.34(d), CFR
-‘ 4 Proper disposal of hazardous waste HSC 25189.5(a) 30 Contingency plan for LQG CCR 66265.51
5 Reckless management of hazardous waste HSC 25189.6 31 Emergency preparedness/prevention CCR 66265.30
6 Hazardous waste labeling CCR 66262.34(H) 32 iwpl SB14 requirements for LQGs CCR 67100.3
7 Hazardous waste accumulation fime CCR 66262.34(a-d) 33 Bicennial report for RCRA LQGs CCR 66262.40
8 Retrograde/speculative accumulation CCR 66262.10 34 Excluded recyclable material management HSC 25143.2-9
9 1 Satellite accumulation CCR 66262.34(c) 35 Recyclable material report HSC 25143.10
Containers leaking or not in good condition | CCR 66265.17] 36 Proper management of Universal Waste CCR 66273
Hazardous waste container closed CCR 66265.173{a) 37 [eal| Other hazardous waste violation(s)
Separation of incompatibles CCR 66265.177 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS BUSINESS PLAN
Management of empty containers CCR 66261.7 38 HMBP established and filed HSC 25503.5
Used oil management CHSC 25250.4 39 Inventory and plot plan accurate HSC 25509
Used oil filter management CCR 66266.130 40 Owner/operator information accurate Ch. 695, HSC
Contaminated textile management HSC 25144.6 INDUSTRIAL WASTE
13 Container storage inspection — weekly CCR 66265.174 42 Discharging industrial waste w/o a permit City Ordinange, Ch. 97
19 Tank inspection - daily CCR 66265.195 43 |gy | Other violation{s)
Wl 20 Tank operating requirements CCR 66265.194 STORM WATER
21 Hazardous waste transported w/o manifest CCR 66262.20-23 44 Storm water permit required (GIASP) City Ordinance, Ch. 52
22 Hazardous waste manifest complete CCR 66262.23(a) 45 Failure to implement BMPs City Ordinance, Ch. 52
23 Manifest copies to DTSC CCR 66262.23(a)(4) ABOVE GROUND PETROLEUM STORAGE
24 Manifest copies retained for 3 years CCR 66262.40(a) 46 [g| SPCC plan complete per requirements | CHSC 25270.5(c)
25 Congsolidated manifest requirements HSC 25160.2 UNIFORM FIRE CODE
26 LDR documents retained onsite CCR 66268.7(a}{6) 47 Uniform Fire Code | Uniform Fire Code

Program(s) inspected: 1 HMBP ‘Eg HWG [

X Return “Certificate of Compliance”

Attention: The item(s} checked are in violation.

uo b

TP

$

0 No hazardous waste violation(s) observed on date of inspectj@n
B Notice to Comply: The violation(s) must be corrected by _ £ ~2.5- O 4 .

Fee after this date

A re-inspection may occur at any time to verify compliance. Non-compliance could result in re-inspection fees, permit revocation, and/or |i
adrmmszra(wefcwﬂlcmmnal pcmlnes Any time granted for correcnon of the v1ohuon(s) does not preclude any enforcemem action by this Department or other agencies. The giving of this notice
hal no other violation

e R

: PBR X RECYCLER [ UST iée CAL ARP S spcc ¥ sw

Inspection type.i\& Routine £ Other

l HWG Status: [- RCRALQG & RCRA SQG%?Q CA ONLY {7 RECYCLER [© CESQG Silver L SPG

Notes:

lnspeczion Cate;

A,

%M ,)':)- &

i Single Program E’Combmed O Joimt 3% Imegrated/Muln-Medla

g,

Aﬁ, fzind

At e, T Dl

‘h. 2 hyfud

A5 L‘t

.L-r 2 u.«‘ua’;l _.5- V}ﬁée\é’ ":anz‘gﬂq— \% Qg %!a@ f% W\&”\V}N M\.«:& f’x -I f%&')ﬁhl‘..wﬁ;_ .y

AN T

fﬂm} N Y 0 TR 14 R A,
PR

i hied

I have read and understand the above stated viotations. After these violations have been corrected, 1 will sign and retum the “Certification of Compliance™ form and submit
any other required ot requestcd information,




’ty of Santa Fe Springs Fire Depaﬂ:@qt

Environmertial Protection Division & Certified Unified Program Agency

11300 Greenstone Ave & Santa Fe Springs m CA 90670 (562) 944-9713 FAX (562) 941-1817
INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Page Fof Lo

BUSINESS LM&%VL)A%*’\E \'x L Mz«rm . | SITE ADDRESS §z 30, '*\N“M’“‘%wm'
CONTACT Mhnelen. it Lin —

INSPECTED BY 12 Ynd dalbyia [ DATE INSPECTED .,

N :*aD\\

Reference: Titles 19 and 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Chapters 6.5, 6.67, and 6.95 of the Health
and Safety Code (HSC), and Chapter 97 of the City Code.
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APPENDIX X

MAY 9, 2007 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS FIRE
DEPARTMENT INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF
VIOLATION



City of Santa Fe Springs Fire Department
Environm i Protection Division m Certified Unified I gilyam Agency
11300 Greenstone Ave @ Santa Fe Springs m CA 90670 (562) 944-9775 ¥AX (562) 941-1817

INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF VIOLATION

.- WQM’ e e
LD ?-ss?,‘._,s?

.

=, (A C’i«:b’ Lo e,
The following items, if apphcahle, have been inspected, This document constitutes 2 Summary of Violations and Notice to Comply if the violation (V) column is checked.
Reference: Trr!es 19 cmd 22 of the Californiu Code of Reg ui’(mons {CCR), C.'m pters 6.5, 6,67, and 6.95 o .'.'ze Health and Sq en Code (HSC), and Chapter 97 of the City Code.

(e S N DU DD TR T A LT e N L ,.um-'mwm wmcn»rmm.mm T Yy T T T T T R KN P S mm.r*.x‘m—f/«’mmﬁmﬂn\wa‘.mm::n\-ﬁ—nw«v—vnrawm—--a R TR i S R
| ggma eMnsd)  m AAlA S ] Inspection date T 10T *@3
3 Inspection consent given by O J\Ag ;t_é ey AD Contact phone number (%:47) DD :‘
} HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR {1‘
N SUBJECT REFERENCE v SUBJECT REFERENCE ;
Hazardous waste generator permit City Ordinance 97.400 27 Hazardous waste analysis retained for 3 yrs | CCR 66262.40(c) 3’
EPA 1D number (call DTSC 800-618-6942) | CCR 66262.12(a) 28 Personnel training for LQG CCR 66265.16
Hazardous waste determination CCR 66262.11 29 Personnel training for generators of waste CCR 66262.34(d), CFR
Proper disposal of hazardous waste HSC 25189.5(a} 30 Contingency plan for LQG CCR 66265.51
Reckless management of hazardous waste HSC 25189.6 31 Emergency preparedness/prevention CCR 66265.30
Hazardous waste labeling CCR 66262.34(f) 32 SB 14 requirements for LQGs CCR 67100.3
‘WM Hazardous waste accumulation time CCR 66262.34(a-d) a3 Biennial report for RCRA LQGs CCR 66262.40 b
Retrograde/speculative accumulation CCR 66262.10 34 Excluded recyclable material management HSC 25143.2-9 ?
1 Satellite accurnulation CCR 66262.34{e) 35 4| Recyclable material report HSC 25143.10 j
Containers leaking or not in good condition | CCR 66265.171 36 Proper management of Universal Waste CCR 66273 i
Hazardous waste container closed CCR 66265.173(a) 37 Other hazardous waste violation(s) :
Separation of incompatibles CCR 66265.177 BAZARDOUS MATERIALS BUSINESS PLAN
Management of empty containers CCR 66261.7 38 HMBP established and filed HSC 25503.5
Used oil management CHSC 252504 39 |3 Inventory and plot plan accurate HSC 25509
Used oil filter management CCR 66266.130 40 Qwnerfoperator information accuzate Ch. 6.95, HSC
Contaminated textile management HSC 25144.6 INDUSTRIAL WASTE
Container storage inspection — weekly CCR 66265174 42 Discharging industrial waste w/o a permit City Ordinance, Ch, 97
Tank inspection — daily CCR 66265.195 43 €| Other viojation(s)
Tank operating requirements CCR 66265.194 STORM WATER
Hazardous waste transported w/e manifest CCR 66262.20-23 44 Storm water permit required (GIASP) City Ordinance, Ch. 52
dous waste manifest complete CCR 66262.23(a) 45 Failure to implement BMPs City Ordinance, Ch. 52
iviaifest copies to DTSC CCR 66262.23{a)(4) ABOVE GROUND PETROLEUM STORAGE
Manifest copies retained for 3 vears CCR 66262.40{a) 45 SPCC plan complete per requirements | CHSC 25270.5(c)
Consolidated manifest requirements HSC 251602 UNIFORM FIRE CODE
LDR documents retained onsite CCR 66268.7(a)6) a7 @ Uniform Fire Code | Uniform Fire Code
ﬂ No hazardous waste violation(s) observed on date of mspec&mn
Notice to Comply: The violation(s) must be corrected by oo~ .
Return “Certificate of Compliance” [ Fee after this date :

Altemmn The item(s) checked are in violation. A re-inspection may oceur al any time to verify compliance. Non-compliance could result in re-inspection fees, permit revocation, and/or
admlmstratwe.’cml.fcnmmal pcnalues Any time granted for correction of the vlohszon(s) does not preclude any enforcement action by this Department or other agencies. The giving of this notice
nof ourf i resen:at:onb the Clt { Santa Fe S h emst on your | rcmlscs
o ey oA g

Program(s} inspected: }5 HMBP MHWG [ TP P
Inspection typ:\[‘e Routine . Other | HWG Status: [ RCRA LQGK RCRA SQG [; CAONLY [T RECYCLER L CESQG Silver [ SPG
lnsetlon Category: [ Single Program h4 Combmcd i

e T S R

Notes: (yyn, S b ;
S?’mv-f\z\;_ﬁ% -E‘tz-o \A.-a.,% Tmm:. A ﬂJ\c% rw%gf_ gﬂ Etg,& ;,)ahm mr%«“ N u).a}z,\

1. Cavdeinon day e ot TS o, N \OMM P2t Redotn T2 3N dey e an Weete She \LIMQ,.QT’
-\cmam_ m\wm b2 S e%\\'ﬁ% drwe K oede ?1 s AN 1 «»3@.3*813 \%m ?\&C\ﬂm
:ﬁ}“ﬁwxﬁ‘%%‘ﬁrauﬁ @&mm&\“‘m M z\m ’?&.Am ufie*z&smm %\“N‘:\ r%:%éﬁ C‘g ~>
Wrle el (‘nvc\mham&& Theal A\ e2E00M 2 i v, KAV,L.E}G‘Eﬁ g@? '("'\Mx?_—.h\wm
R0 ()&w)»a mm\ P02, um&e, %’—%?‘é&ﬂf m“aﬁi-)ﬁﬁ;%@\\é@e_ %\n A m\:\\a'}w N ‘:“?%)Lsf\vmﬂrﬂ:i&

LY

Y T TM:‘:A‘C e Arelehed CA W6 73R AL \oL., Wrh o\,
Q. et is?-slﬂk‘e\\i’ '%“Aaﬁ\ﬂ?f m\ \'f’,s:mér»‘}?\m By Y‘hmx‘:\‘ ey f}.\k&. Jm\w \ cg -s?MMA Vtmf‘ﬂ\%@.s-.é& \h e
m WM \!3‘.9;\‘ W%D\M e 2200 L Coendn t‘ A e d % Wit A W

; - e T2t s atrui o U :

1 have read and understand the above stated violations. After these violations have been corrected, [ will sign and return the
any other required or requested information.




ity of Santa Fe Springs Fire Departr gt
Envnronmwfal Protection Division m Certified Unified Program Ageacy
11300 Greenstone Ave m Santa Fe Springs @ CA 90670 (562) 944-9713 FAX (562) 941-1817

INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF VIOLATION

BUSINESS (g ool Shors —tranma, | SITE ADDRESS (L5 \aacuont tn

CONTACT 3 %pasd po TP ey *’\i%j%,&) o
INSPECTED BY‘\&':__W 23 A }/& kﬁu\\ A AR i DATE INSPECTED <%, .49 ...o%™)

Reference: Titles 19 and 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Chapters 6.5, 6.67, and 6.93 of the Health
and Safety Code (HSC), and Chapter 97 of the City Code,
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APPENDIXY

MAY 8, 2012 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS FIRE
DEPARTMENT INSPECTION REPORT & NOTICE OF
VIOLATION



Santai&fwngs Departiment of Fire-Rescue

Environmental {@ection Division s Certified Un&ﬁ‘r@gmm Agency
11300 Greenstone Ave'm Santa Fe Springs a CA 90670 (562) 944-9773 FAX (562) 941-1817

OGTECE O

,.,

INSPECTION REPORT & NG WEGLATION
Business name Cl.w avaanhel Hesl \-M&.fm ' :\ ;gz&)?s"; N
Address 10D t}-z,_‘imm;mﬁ,\kffm 3 ‘C%;Ei;ﬁ:f Lddan
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670 %;% Page 1 of_ﬁ

The following items, if applicabie, have been inspected. This decument constitutes a Summary of Violations and Notice to Comply if the vm’l?ﬁ%n (V) column is
checked. Reference: Titles 19, 22, and 23 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Chapters 6.5, 6.67, 5,95 of the Heaith and Safety Code (HSC), The California
HCode and Chater 97 of the CJ[‘ Code —

T S O ANy

Inspector(s) W\{j,‘ \,wmga _
Inspection consent given by \.MWW “CoESte D Contact phone number (=0 Z“,) TP 15T

= mxmwr-lxm.mma:cmwmzmmmmmmmmﬂwxmmmm-mr-m ]

/\&m l - Inspection date T/ o !/ V3~

i

:

i

% HAZARDOUSE WASTE GENERATOR HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR

é V SUBJECT REFERENCE vV SUBJECT REFERENCE
; 1 Hazardous waste generator permit City Code 97,400 26 Contingency plan for LQG CCR 66265,51

3 2 EPA ID numbaer/CA Waste ID number CCR 66262.12 (a) 27 Emergency preparedness/prevention LQG CCR 66265.30

B 3 Hazardous waste determination CCR 66262.11 28 $B14 requirements for LQGS CCR 67100,3

% 4 Proper disposal of hazardous waste HSC 25189.5 {a) 29 Excluded recyclable material management HSC 25143.2 - ,9
g 5 Reckless management of hazardous waste HSC 25189.6 {8) 30 Proper management of Universal Waste CCR 66273.13

i 6 Hazardous waste tabeling CCR 66262.34 () HAZARDOUS MATERIALS BUSINESS PLAN

i 7 Haz Waste/Satellite accumulation time CCR 66262.34 (a-d)/(e) 31 HMBP established, impiemented, filed HSC 25503.5

j 8 Retrograde/speculative accumulation CCR 66261.2 (d) 32 Minimum standards for business plans CCR 2729

% 9 Hazardous waste containers clogsed CCR 66265,173 (a) INDUSTHRIAL WASTE

: i0 Containers mislabeled, deteriprated, etc. CCR 66262.2 (I 33 Generating industrial waste w/o a permit E City Code, Ch. 97
i 11 Container storage inspection - weekly CCR 66265.174 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE

: 12 Management of empty containers CCR 66261.7 34 Maximum allowable hazardous materials CFC 2703.1.1

: 13 Used oil management HS$C 25250.4 35 Separation of incompatible materials CFC 2703.9.8

bl 14 Used oil filter management CCR 66266,130 36 Secure campressed gas ¢vlinders CFC 303

E‘ i5 Contaminated textile management HSC 25144.6 37 Fire protection system malntenance CFC 901,6.1

H 16 Tank inspection - daily CCR 66265,195 38 Sarvice and tag kitchen hood system CFC 904.11.6.4

§ 17 Tank operating_requirements CCR 66265.194 39 Clearance from electrical control panegls CFC 605.3

§ 18 | PA Manifest general requirements CCR 66262,20-23 40 Exits free from obstructions CFC 1028

it 19 Manifest completed CCR 66262.23 (a) STORM WATER

" 20 Consclidated manifest reguirements HSC 251560.2 41 Storm water permit required (GIAS?) City Code, Ch, 52
3 21 Manifest copies retained for 3 years CCR £6262.40 (&) 42 Failure to impiement BMPs City Code, Ch. 52
; 22 Bienniai report for RCRA LQG. CCR 66262,40 (b) CALARP

3 23 Hazardous waste analysis refained 3 years CCR 66262.40 (¢} 43 CalARP reguired . I 19 CCR 2745.1 (b3
1 24 Personnel Training Plan for LOGs CCR 662565.16 OTHER VICLATION

il 25 personnel training for generators of waste CCR 66262.34 (d), 40CFR il 44 | €3] Other viglation(s)

fieECaes

Program(s) inspectec: L HMBP SELHWG [ TP ELRECYCLER [ UST #caL ARp “E aPsa Hsw Aaw Ecrc
Inspaction type: S Routine [l Other I HWG Status: T RCRA EQG "Bl Non RCRA LQG O RCRA SQG O CA ONLY O RECYCLER [ CESQG Silver [ SPG
Inspection Category: O Single Program &I, combined HIntegrated/Multi-Media MNum &

e e S T e TR e

Notes: €A, %/ g/ i Q%/&M%k %@iﬁ%\ ‘F@"A’AA b oo, W“%‘E &%g\ gM;\’M \A@A*
15 o soe yadipmh, @‘w‘}*& [ VT T Ve | N @\{RMQ S,

V. Comdomamhad  Meesicr ”Krmmum wmshohad, taccesiran by ns %/\wm o mum.,zgk
. ohe & woniesh, o mma%“ﬁ W M"%‘*”m,.‘\ﬂ\,g s oihelv, o Corp AP N N

-wzm,,&w”& Wl Qﬂ_‘x&m i‘%\/‘b . Bhae @ —ﬁ;‘?ww-z\, Mﬂg&’;\

M Comdbmmamdond Phesd "’“’ﬁ'm@w@ rtuhed Zoot LD Yoy weh waateoting Wdvsbea)
Laspadp tw&e«%&mﬁ @w»»@wm% s it Ok an Nial L gii\%ﬁg s,

%

s tmz}n . ol éw%\ me\y T e m»\wf*m@‘b

H
i
i
il

[l Mo hazardous waste viclation(s) observed on date of inspection
%l Motice to Comply: The viciation(s) must be corrected by Q\@m ’:is‘-v-VZ

B Return attached “Certificate of Compliance”
ol attention: The item(s) checked is {are) In violation. All violations must be corrected. A re-inspection may occur at any time to verify compliance. Non-compliance

coutd result in re-inspection fees, permit revocation, and/or administrative/civil/criminal penalties. Any time granted for correction of the violation{s) does not preciude
any enforcement action by this Department or other agencies. The glving of this notice and recent inspectlon of your faciity is not a representatton by the City of
Santa Fe Sprlnqs that no other violations exist on your premises,
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JANUARY 2014 NEWFIELDS FIGURES 5.1.1-5.1.2
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FIGURE 5.2.3
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16 FEET DEPTH

Former ExxonMobil, Jalk Fee Property
10607 Norwalk Boulevard,
Santa Fe Springs, CA
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FIGURE 5.3.1

SOIL DETECTIONS IN THE VICINITY
OF SUSPECTED RELEASE LOCATIONS
ALONG THE PROPERTY BOUNDARY

Former ExxonMobil, Jalk Fee Property

10607 Norwalk Boulevard,
Santa Fe Springs, CA
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APPENDIX AC

CHC CALCULATIONS AND PREVIOUS CONSULTANTS’ SOIL
DATA



TABLE 1
TOTAL CHLORINATED SOLVENT CONCENTRATION CALCULATION
FORMER EXXONMOBIL JALK FEE PROPERTY
10607 NORWALK BOULEVARD
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA
Cardno ERI 1155

Cis-1,2- TOTAL
Sample Depth PCE TCE Dichloroethene CHC
Number (feet) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
Samples collected by various consultants.
EX2-26(A) 6.0 0.68 0.035 NA 0.715
EX2-26 15.0 308 28.1 14.7 350.8
T9A-1A 4 2500 10 7.0 2517
GP-6 5 0.045 0.055 0.23 0.33
GP-6 10 ND ND 0.021 0.021
GP-6 15 55000 2700 2100 59800

EXPLANATION:

mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram

CHC = chlorinated hydrocarbon concentration
NA = not analyzed

ND = not detected

PCE = tetrachloroethene or perchloroethene
TCE = trichloroethene

Page 1 of 1



Table 1

RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES
June 9 through June 22, 1998 '

Mobil Jalk Fee Properties

peg tert. Tsa p-loo 'S 1,24 1,3,5. cis-1,2-  lrunsed,2-
Butyl Butyl propyl propyl  Naphth  Propyt Trimethyl Trimelhyl [ mp- Dichlora  Dichloro Ethyl Methylene Vieyl
Barlng Sumiple Depth TRPH b b b toluene alene b b b Xylenes Xylenes  ethene ethene  Toluene benzeme  Benzene  Chloride  Chloride FCE TCE
Number Date {tbe) (ppm) (ppb) {ppb} (pph) oeh)  (ppb) (ppb} (peb) (ppb} ®rh)  (ppb) {phb) (ppb) (b} (pph) (pob) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (pply

EX11  6/9/98 55 ND - - .- e .. - - - . -  ND - o ~ ND ND 200 ND
EX1-2 6/9/98 5.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - -~ ND NI . 130 ND
EX1-3 6/9/98 5.5 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND " ND ND
EX1-4 6/9/98 6.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 10¢ ND
EX1-5 6/10/98 55 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX1-6 6/10/98 5.5 ND - - - a= - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 240 ND
EX1-7 6/10/98 11.5 ND ND ND ND ND ND . ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX1-8 6/1G/98 11.5 ND - - - - - - - - -~ - - ND - - - ND ND 150 ND
EX1-9 6/10/9% 11.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 54 ND
EX1-10 6/10/98 11.5 ND - o - - - -~ - - -- - - ND - - - ND ND N ND
EX1-11 6/11/98 6.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NI ND NI ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX2-1 6/9/98 5.5 VE ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 1¢ ND ND 8 ND ND ND ND 15 ND
EX2-2 6/9/98 5.5 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
BX2-3 6/9/98 5.5 ND - - - - - - - .- - - - ND - - ~ ND ND 300 ND
EX2-4 6/9/98 7.0 120 - - - - ~ - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND ND 52
EX2-5 6/9/98 5.5 730 - - - - - - - - - - - ND . - - ND ND NI ND
EX2-6 6/9/98 9.5 ND - - - - - - - . - - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX2-7 6/9/98 6.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX2-8 6/9/98 6.0 ND - - - - - - - - = - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX2-9 6/9/98 6.5 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX2-1¢ 6/9/98 15.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 7 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
2 BX2-11 6/9/98 1.0 25000 8 ND 10 24 ND ND ND ND 16 20 Nb 12 13 13 23 ND ND . ND ND
EX2-12 6/10/98 15.0 ND -~ - -~ - -~ - - -- - - - ND e - - ND ND ND ND
EX2-13 6/10/98 12,5 ND - - - - - - - - - -~ - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX2-14 6710798 7.0 ND - - - - - - - - - -- - ND - - - ND ND 170 ND

230134\s0ilbtex.xls  10/15/98

Page 1 of 4




Table 1

RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES
June 9 through June 22, 1998

Mobil Jalk Fee Properties

gece text- Isa p-lso - 1,2,4- 1,3,5- cis-1,2- truns-1,2-
Butyl Butyl propyl propyl  Naphth  Propyl Trimethyl Trimethyl o- m,p- Dichiore Dichlu:;;u Ethyl Methylene Vinyt

Boring Sumple Depth TRPH b b : toluehe nlene b b 1 Xylenes Xylenes  ethese ethene  Toluene benzene  Benzeme  Chloride  Chiaride PCE TCE

Number Drte (fbg) (ppm) (ppb) (pph) (ppb) (ppb) (epb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppk) (ppk)  (ppb} {ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) {pph) {ppb) (ppb)
EX2-15  6/10/98 55  ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - ND ND 430 17
EX2-18 6/10/98 5.5 ND - an - - - - -- - - - - ND - - - ND ND 270 20
EX2-17  6/10/98 5.5 ND - -- - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 350 23
EX2-18  5/10/9% 11.5 ND -- - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 290 6.6
BX2-19 6/11/98 11.0 3600 B - .- - - - - - - - - 59 - - - ND 1.8 33000 16000
EX2-20 6/11/98 6.0 5900 - - - - - - - - - - - 26 - - - ND ND 300 270
EX2-21  6/11/9% 8.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND e 18
EX2-22  6/11/98 11.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 44 11
BX2-23  6/11/98 8.0 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
EX2-23 5/11/98 6.5 20 - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND 6.2 10
EX2-24 6/11/98 6.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - - ND - .- e ND ND 9.5 ND
EX2-25 6/11/98 6.5 1100 - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - WND NI 140 28
EX2-26  6/11/98 60 21 - - - - - - - - - - - ND - -~ - ND ND 680 35
EX2-26 6/22/98 15.0 - 2300 ND 1100 ND ND 1600 200 ND ND 500 14700 ND ND ND 300 ND ND 308000 28100
EX3-1 &/9/98 5.5 ND -- - - - - - -- - - - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX3-2 6/9/98 6.0 ND - - - - - - - - - -- - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX3.3 &/6/98 5.5 280 - - - - - - - - - - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX3-4 6/9/98 3.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - n ND - - - ND ND ND ND
EX3-5 6/9/98 6.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - [ - - -
EX3-6 6/9/98 6.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - - - - P - - - -
EX3-7 6/9/98 6.0 ND - - - s - - - - - - - - - N - - - - -
EX3.8 6/9/98 5.5 ND - - - - - - - - e - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-9 6/9/98 6.5 85 - - -- s - - - - - -- - .- - - - - - - -
HX3-10 6/9/98 6.5 ND - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .- - - w
EX3-11  6/9/98 1.0 ND . - . . - - - - - . - - - - - - - - -
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Table 1

RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES
June 9 through June 22, 1998

Mobil Jalk Fee Properties

sec- tert- Eso plso o 1,2,4- 13,5 cisel,2.  {rans-1,2-
Butyt Butyl propyl propyl  Naphth  Propyl Trimetsyl Trinethyl o~ m,p-  Dichlore  Dichloro Ethyl Methylene Yinyl
Boring Swmnple Depth TRFH benzene  bemzene  benzene  {oluene afene benzene benzene benzens Xylepes  Xylenes  ethene ethene  Totueme benzene  Betzene  Chloride  Chloride PCE TCE
Number Date {fbg) (ppm) ) (ppb) {ppb) (ppb) (ppb) {eph) (ppb) (ppb} {ppb)  (pph) (ppb) (ppb) {ppby (ppb) (pph) {ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)

EX3-12  6/9/98 7.5 130 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-13  6/9/98 7.0 2000 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-14  6/10/98 10.0 ND - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-15  6/10/98 10.0 ND - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- - -
BX3-16  6/10/98 10.0 ND - - - - e - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-17  6/10/98 10.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-18  6/10/98 100  ND - - - - - - - - - . - ” - - - - . -
EX3-19  6/10/98 11.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -
BEX3-20  6/10/98 12.0 200 - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

EX3-21  6/10/9% 12,0 16 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-22  6/10/%% 7.0 ND - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX323  6/10/98 7.0 ND - - - - -- - .- - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-24  6/10/98 6.5 5600 - - - - = - - - - - - - - - - - - - =
EX3-25  6/10/9% 11.5 21 - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -
EX3-26  6/10/98 11.5 650 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-27  6/10/98 12.5 ND - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - " - -

EX3-26  6/10/98 6.5 950 - - - - - o - - - - - -- - - -- - - - -
EX3-20  6/11/98 60 3600 - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -
EX3-30  6/11/98 6.0 2200 - - - - an - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
EX3-31  6/11/98 8.0 2300 - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - -
EX3-32  6/11/98 10.0 2400 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
EX3-33  6/11/98 7.0 190 - - - - - - - - - - - - - = - un -- - -
EX3-34  6/11/98 14.0 4400 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
EX3-35  6/11/98 14.0 19 - - - - -- - - - - - - B - - -~ = - - -
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Table 1

RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES
June 9 through June 22, 1998

Mobil Jatk Fee Properties

Bec tert- Tsa p-Iso n- 1,2,4. 1,3,5- ¢ig-1,2- truns-1,2-
Butyl Butyl propyl propyl  Nuphth  Propyl Trimed byl ‘Triwnctbyl o0- mpe Dichlore  Dichloro Etbyl Methyletie Yoyl
Boring Sample Depth TRPH b b b toltiene uleae b b b Xylenes Xylenes  ethene etbene  Toluene bemzene  Benzene  Chloride  Chloride PCE TCE
Number Dute (Mg} (ppm) (ppb) (pEb) (ppb) (ppb} (pph) {ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)  (ppb) (ppb} (ppb} ) (ppb) (Bpb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)
Notes:  TRPH = tota] petroleutn liydrocarbons with gasoline distinetion
PCE = tetrachiorosthene
TCE = trichlorosthene
fbz = feet below grade
ppm = patts por million
ppb = parts por hillion
ND = not detected; ses official laboratery reporta for detection limits
- = not enalyzed, measured, or collected
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Table 1

Previous Soil Sample Analytical Results (Levine-Fricke, 1991a)
Mobil Exploration and Producing U.S., Jalk Fee Property

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) and
Total Recoverable Petroleumn Hydrocarbons (TRPH)

Page 1 of 1
Somple | - Sample EPA Method 8260 (ppm) EPA Method
Location | Depth () | pp PCE 7| cis-1,2-DCE | ewylene | opy
Chlonpd:_ N S

T3A2 Gr:bur;::plc NA NA

T3B-10 5 ND ND

T9A-1A 4 10 2500

T9A-1B " 4 ND 0.32

T9B-1 5 ND ND

SB-1 11 ND ND

SB-1 26 ND ND

SB-3 16 15 430

S$B-3 26 ND " ND .

SB-22 i1 NA NA I
$B-22 26 NA NA "" NA NA ND

SB-27 15 ND ND 53 2% NA

SB-27 30 ND ND 0.02 0.03 NA

§5-13 4 ND 1.3 ND ND 140

TCE = Trichloroethene

PCE = Tetrachloroethene

¢cis-1,2-DCE = cis-1,2-Dichloroethene

ND = None Detected

NA = Not Analyzed

* = also identified in laboratory blank samples
Source: Table 2 and Table 3, Levine-Fricke 199ta
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Depth] c—1,2-DCE[t-1,2-DCE [TCE [PCE JTRPH| [Desthj c-1,2-DCE{4-1,2-OCE [ TCE |PCE - TRPH Depth] e—1.2-DCEt-1,2-DCE] TcE  {PCE | TRPH
Depth{ ¢~1,2~DCE [1-1,2-DCE | TCE | PCE | TRPH 5 18R BRL BRL [Bf. {BRL g jon 0.048 53 |27 4000 10" | 0.031 BRL BRL [0.0141 BRL
Depth| TCE|PCEfc-1,2-DcE | HEthiene | oy 5| BRL BRL BRL |BRL {BRL | |15 | R BRL BRL {BiL |8RL | [15 |BRL BRL BRL |BRL |66 S| BRLBRL BRL0.0161 BRL
15 | 0.004 BRL 0.042) 35 | 880 25 |04 [BRL BRL. o.036|BRL | |25 |BRL BRL BRL [BRL :BRL 30 | oa BRL 0.027 | 0.035] BRL
10 NA [NA INA NA ND 25 |oo15  |BRL BRL |BRL {BAL W |- BRL BRL 0007+ |- 0.039 | 0014|0026 | 4 ® | - 3RL BRL [BRL |4
26° |NA [NA [NA NA ND |- 031 0.032{ oM |s | )
A Depth] c—1,2-DCE | 1-1,2-DCE | ICE | PCE | TRPH Depth| o—1,2-DCE | 1-1,2-CE | TCE | PCE_ | TRPH Depth{TCE|PCE | c—1,2-DCE |Hetdene | mRpy
Depth| c~1,2-DCE}1-1,2-DCE [TCE |PCE | TRPH Depth | ¢—1,2-DCE [1-1,2~DCE | TCE |PCE | TRPH 5 | BRL BRL ookal7 |74 5 |om BRL 0.055| 0.045 | BRL 5 |5 |430 IND ND 8100
5 | BRL BRL BRL | 0.019 | BRL 5 |BRL BRL BRL_IBRL |BRL 10 | oo BRL 0.018 | 034 | BRL 100|002 BRL BRL |BRL |BRL 2 [NDIND IND ND ND
15 | BRL BRL BRL |02t | BRL 15° 0.3 BRL BRL |0.029 |BRL 15 | BRL BRL BRL |0045; 8000 GP-14 15 | 200 9 2700} 55,000 750 -
25 | BRL BRL BRL |29 |BRL 2% |0s4 BRL 0.027 113 |BRL 20 | B BRL BRL |BRL |BRL 20 | 0023 BRL BRL |0.022 | BRL :
30 |- BRL BRL |024 | 3 30 (0031 BRL BRL |0.032|BRL 25 | B8R BRL BRL |BRL |BRL 5 |or BRL 0.03 | 0.026 | BRL Depth| c—1,2-DCE [t-1,2-DCE[ TCE_|PCE [ TRPH
‘ 0 |18 0.014 022 | 0.68 | BRL 30 |on BRL BRL |{BRL | BRL : 510,022 BRL BRL |BRL | BRL
BIO CELL # 0 {0014 BRL BRL |BRL |BRL
115'  {BRL BRL BRL |BRL |BRL
200 |BRL BRL BRL {BRL |BRL
GP—09 25 |o0s8 BRL 0098 0.092] BAL
30 |0.015 BRL BRL {BRL |BRL
19— Methylene
JALK FEE Pt - o~ epth|1ce|pee | e-1.2 DCE | ethtene | vrpH
5 [ND{ND [ND ND 9900
GP-12, GB<5 Depth] c~1,2-DGE [t—1,2-DCE | 1CE | PCE | TRPH
GP-10 A 5 10.016 BRL BRL |BRL |BRL
PART OF T4 A ‘ ®, T3B-10-Gp_4 10 loosl  |BRL BRL |BRL |BAL
{&lcr-18 A SB-3 [ & 15 |eR BRL BRL |BRL |BAL
GP=-7 20 |8RL BRL BRL {BRL (BAL
[65.61] T3A-2 @ 25 (023 BRL 0.018| 0.026( BRL
MMW-5 T op-8 30 IBRL BRL BRL | BRL |BAL
. S6-27 3
_— SEP-1 P15 it ssi3 :  Depth |TCE|PCE [c—1,2-DCE | Merutee'® | TRPH
A A @ seP-2 GP—13 AT S, T - . 5 [No N0 |NO 0007 |ND '
— - - - = - - — - -— - - - - - - - - - — L - = - - - - = X‘—" == - = - = = = —
V. | \ - / o \ o | - -/ ; / \ \ ~ Depth| c-1,2-DCE [ 1=1,2-DCE_| ICE | PCE_| TRPH
T % < < Fat a 5  [BRL BRL BRL o |BRL [ ;
400 b 300 / Methiene \ e |110' | 0.08 BRL BRL | BRL |BRL | :
: - — 15 |oo0e BRL BRL | BRL | BRL
EQUIPMENT AND REPAIR - © HEIA AN\l el 0 ___[20%a0 joors R BRL|BRL | BRL
—1.2-DCE 12 o Methyiene 25 0022 L BRL | BRL | BRL
AREA 2.‘““ .;RL'Z et ;RI_'Z ot ;?;EL :c; g;t“ Np Depth| eEjpce | c-1.2-0CE b P4 ||30 |oos et BRL |BRL | BRL
T 5 | em ¢ IND [032 ING 0009 29
STl T [ [ sl = e oo [ o) E ST [
120' BRL BRL BRL |0.021 | BRL 3 |- 0.2t 0026|078 | 5 : 15 |ND [ND (53 2 NA Methylene O Ky ER B | x| 160
\ : . Depth{ TCE|PCE| c-t,2-DCE [Methvlene \mepy | 110" [BRL BRL 0076| 074| BRL
W0 |- 0040 [0004 020 |5 30 _|ND [ND (002 005 [N Chiortde 15 |ert BRL o4l |41 |510
Depth] o—1:2-DCE[{=1,2-DCE | TCE_JPCE_|TRPH | |Depth|TCE[PCE| c~1,2-DCE] e niene | sppyy 11 IND [ND [ND ND ND 50 | 004 BRL R | BRL | BRL
Depth] c—1,2-DCE[t-1,2-DCE[ TCE_ [PCE | TRPH 6 [eRL BRL BRL {78 |- o5 [NAINA [NA NA NA Depth|c-1,2-DCE [t-12-DCE | TCE | PCE | TRPH 26" [ND |ND [N ND ND 25" 10032 BRL BRL |BRL | BRL
& | BRL BRL BRL |2.600] - 5 | BRL BRL BRL ]0.034| 350 0 [o® 8RL 0.023 | BRL | BRL
Depth] c~1,2-DCE | t—1,2-DCE | ICE | PCE | TRPH 10° | oo BRL BRL |07 |120
Depth|c—1,2-DCE}t-1,2-DCE | ICE | PCE_{TRPH 5 | BRL BRL BRL |18 [57 1256 g:f ggt ggt gr gﬁ-"ﬂ Depth [¢—1,2-DUE [ 1-1,2-DCE| TCE | FCE_| TRPH
10 |BRL BRL BRL | 27.000] 570 15. 0.026 BRL BRL | 0.O5& BRL j . ) 5 0.012 | BRL 0.0151{ 028 | 150
20° |BRL BRL BRL [025 |BRL 25 | 047 |BRL ooigo8 |BRL ({ |25 |o38 BRL 0024|022 | BRL w ooz [ |02 |oo84 280 (7 o
30 |8RL BRL BAL 1043 |8RL R D014 BRL | 0.007) 5 30_jom9 BRL BRL [BRL |BRL 15 |12 BRL 0046{11 | 5500
48 |- BRL BRL |03t |4 T 200 |4 BRL BRL | 051 | 27.000 ———————
' Depth {TCE |PCE |c-1.2-DCE| KEthHene | ey 25 | BRL BRL BRL | BRL |BRL
T T W o T 30 |008 BRL BRL |BRL }BRL
LEGEND :
—— — — — PROPERTY LINE ¢—1,2-DCE cis 1,2-Dichloroethene :
t—1,2-DCE trans 1,2—Dichloroeth '\ W
T4 ——— APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF EXPLORATORY TEST PIT rans 1,2=Dichloraethene A\
TCE Trichloroethene 16755 VON KARMAN AVENUE, IRVINE, CA 92714
SB-22 @ SOIL BORING (Levine—Fricke, December 1991) PCE Tetrachloroethene TEL (714)756-2667 FAX (714) 756—8460
TRPH Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbens FIGURE 2
MMW—5 e GROUNDWATER MONITOR WELL LOCATION - Not Analyzed for this Cormpound N GEOPROBE LOQCATIONS
[85.61] DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER IN FEET BRL Below Reporting Limit MOBIL—-JALK FEE LEE\\?ER
+ NOD Not Detected — 10607 NORWALK BOUL D
500 SURVEYED MEASURED INTERVALS (100 FOOT) NA Not Anatyzed - SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA
CHAIN LINK FENCE 038 Concentration above 10xMCL for 0 25 SRAWN BY: DATE: PROECT NAME:
CONTINGENT CEOPROBE for HVOC's or above 1,000 ppm for TRPH E . "
GP-17 [Al 0 E. Mureson| 9-26-94 MOBIL JALK FEE PCE
{McLaren /Hort, July—September 1394} (65.61] DEPTH TO GROUND WATER IN FEET APPROX. SCALL CHECKED Br- | oAt PROECT NUMBER:
GP—14 A GEOPROBE Note: All Concentrations are Reporied E. Ferquson| 10—26-94 03.0601382.000
(McLaren /Hart, July—September 1984) in ports per miliion {ppm). NOTE:  SITE MAP MODIFIED FROM LEVINE-FRICKE (1991b). APPROVED 8Y: | DATE: REVISION DATE: | DRAWNG FILE_§
T. Bubier{ 10-26-94 10-26-94| C9410003}—




Table 2

Soil Sample Analytical Results
Mobil Exploration and Producing, U.S., Jalk Fee Property

Halogenated Volatile Organic Compounds (HVOCs) and
Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbon (TRPH)

EPA Method 8010 EPA Method
GeoProbe Depth etho (ppm) 418.1 (ppm)
D (f) )
cis-1,2-DCE trans-1,2-DCE TCE PCE TRPH
5 0.012 - BRL 0.015 0.28 150
10 0.052 BRL 012 P~ 0.084 280
15 1.2 BRL |  0.046 1.1 5500
GP-1
20 4 BRL BRL 0.51 /27000
25 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
10 0.018 BRL BRL BRL BRL
5 BRL BRL BRL 0.83 160
10 BRL BRL 0.076 0.74 BRL
15 BRL BRL 0.41 41 510
GP-2
20 0.041 BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 0.032 BRL BRL BRL BRL
30 0.19 BRL 0.023 BRL BRL
5 BRL BRL BRL 0.12 BRL
10 0.08 BRL BRL BRL BRL
15 - 0.06 BRL BRL BRL BRL
GP-3
20 0.015 BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 0.022 BRL BRL BRL BRL
30 0.018 BRL BRL BRL BRL
5 0.016 BRL BRL BRL BRL
10 0.061 BRL BRL BRL BRL
15 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
GP-4
20 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 0.23 BRL ©0.018 0.026 BRL
30 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
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Soil Sampie Analytical Results
Mobil Exploration and Producing, U.S., Jalk Fee Property

Table 2

Halogenated Volatile Organic Compounds (HVQCs) and

Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbon (TRPH)

EPA Method 8010 EPA Method
Geoll;'obe D(efgth ‘ etho {ppm) 418.1 (ppm)
cis-12-DCE’ | trans-1,2-DCE’ TCE PCE TRPH
5 0.022 BRL BRL BRL BRL
10 0.014 BRL BRL s~ BRL BRL
15 BRL BRL 1 BRL BRL BRL
GP-5
20 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 0.53 BRL 0.098 0.092 - BRL
30 0.015 BRL BRL BRL BRL
5 0.23 BRL 0.055 0.045 BRL
10 0.021 BRL BRL BRL BRL
GP-6 15 2100 13 2700 55000 750
20 0.023 BRL BRL 0.022 BRL
25 0.12° BRL 0.03 0.026 BRL
30 0.11 BRL BRL BRL BRL
5 BRL BRL 0.059 7 74
10 0.073 BRL 0.018 0.14 BRL
15 BRL BRL BRL 0.049 8000
GP-7
20 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
30 13 0.014 0.23 0.68 BRL
5 BRL BRL BRL 0.034 350
10 0.06 BRL BRL 0.17 120
15 0.21 BRL BRL 0.053 2800
GP-8
20 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 0.38 BRL 0.024 0.22 BRL
30 0.019 BRL BRL BRL BRL
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Table 2

Soil Sample Analytical Results
Mobil Exploration and Producing, U.S., Jalk Fee Property

Halogenated Volatile Organic Compounds (HVOCs) and
Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbon (TRPH)

: EPA Method 8010 EFA Method
Geolfl;mbe D;;m e 9 (ppm) 418.1 (ppm)
cis-1,2-DCE trans-1,2-DCE TCE PCE TRPH
5 0.71 0.048 53 2.7 4000
15 BRL BRL BRL F=  BRL 66
GP-9° .
25 BRL BRL -]  BRL BRL BRL
30 NA 0039 0.014 0.026 4
5 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
_ 15 . 0.014 BRL 0.042 3.5 680
GP-10
25 0.015 BRL BRL BRL BRL
30 ' NA 0.31 0.032 0.18 6
5 BRL BRL BRL 1.9 57
15 0.026 BRL BRL 0.055 BRL
GP-11
25 0.47 BRL 0.019 08 BRL
30 NA 0.014 BRL 0.002 5
10 0.031 BRL BRL 0.014 BRL
20 BRL BRL BRL 0.016 BRL
GP-12 :
30 031 BRL 0.027 0.035 BRL
38 NA BRL BRL BRL 4
5 BRL BRL BRL 0.19 BRL
GP-13 15 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
25 045 BRL 0.021 1.7 BRL
30 NA oot 0.026 . 0.78 5
5 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
15 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL
GP-14
25 0.044 BRL BRL 0.036 BRL
30 NA BRL BRL 0.007 4
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Table 2

Soil Sample Analytical Results
Mobil Exploration and Producing, U.S., Jalk Fee Property

Halogenated Volatile Organic Compounds (HVOCs) and
Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbon (TRPH)

EPA Method 8010 EPA Method
Geo:;obe Defltam etho (ppm) 418.1 (ppm)
. ® cis-1,2DCE | trans-1,2-DCE TCE PCE TRPH

10 BRL BRL BRL 27000 520

20 BRL BRL BRL [~ 025 BRL
GP-15° -

30 BRL BRL T BRL 0.43 BRL

48 NA BRL BRL 0.31 4

10 0.015 BRL BRL 0.35 BRL
GP-16 20 BRL ~ BRL BRL |  0.021 BRL

30 NA 0.049 0.004 0.29 6

5 BRL BRL BRL 0.019 BRL

15 BRL BRL BRL 0.21 BRL
GP-17

25 BRL BRL BRL 2.9 BRL

30 NA BRL BRL 0.24 3

5 BRL BRL BRL BRL BRL

15 0013 BRL BRL 0.029 BRL
GP-18

25 0.54 BRL 0.027 13 BRL

30 0.031 BRL BRL 0.032 BRL
SEP-1 6 BRL BRL BRL 2600 NA
SEP-2 6 BRL BRL BRL 78 NA

cis-1,2-DCE = cis-1,2 Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-DCE = trans-1,2 Dichloroethene
TCE = Trichloroethene

PCE = Tetrachloroethene

BRL = Below Reporting Limit

NA = Not Analyzed
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] TABLE 1
Hydrocarbon Results of TRC Confirmation Soil Samples
Jalk Fee Property / Santa Fe Springs, California

October and November 2000
HYDROCARBON RESULT (mg/kg)
SAMPLE NUMBER DEPTH (fbg) | ciciz2 | ci3c2 C23-C40
BEXCAVATION AREA M-1
JF-M1-S37-EW-8 8.0 ND ND ND
JF-M1-538-B-14 4 334 2,020 3,200
TF-M1-S39-5W-8 3.0 ND ND ND
JF-M1-540-WW-8 3.0 ND ND ND
EXCAVATION AREA M-2
IF-M2-§16-B-10 | 1 [ ND | ND { ND
IEXCAVATION AREA M-3
JFM3-329-B-16 16 4,958 2,677 1.909
IF-M3-529B-B-19 19 5,510 4,630 3,79
IF-M3-533-EW-10 10 ND 20 ND
IF-M3-534-WW-14 14 ND ND ND
TF-M3-535-NW-13 13 ND ND ND
JF-M3-S36-SW-13 13 ND ND ND
FEXCAVATION AREA M-7
FF-M7-522-EW-8 8.0 ND ND ND
JF-M7-523-SW-8 20 ND ND ND
F-M7-524-B-13 13 ND ND ND
TF-M7-525-WW-8 3.0 ND ND ND
JF-M7-526-NW-8 3.0 ND ND ND
[EXCAVATION AREA M-8
TF-M8-S27-B-13 13 ND ND ND
JF-MS-S28-WW-10 10 ND ND ND
JF-ME-S30-SW-10 10 ND 364 1,069
JF-M8-S31-EW-10 10 ND 32 265
IF-M8-532-NW-10 10 52 732 984
JEXCAVATION AREA M-9
IF-MS-§17-WW-5 50 ND 76 649
JF-MO-318-NW-5 5.0 ND 59 334
JFMO-519-B-7 7.0 738 2,346 1,709
UF-M9-519B-B-16 16 3,797 10,949 8486
YF-M9-S 19C-B-24 24 6§58 1,219 697
JF-M9-520-SW-3 5.0 ND 42 453
JF-M9-S21-EW-5 5.0 ND 103 326
fEXCAVATION AREA $B-49
TF-SB49-SLSW-5 5.0 ND ND ND
JF-5B49-§2-NW-5 5.0 ND ND ND
JF-SB49-53-B-6 6.0 ND ND ND
/FSB49-54-B-7 7.0 . 2,072 2,796 1,685
JF-SB49-54B-B-13 13 ND 17 19
UF-SB49-55-SW-3 5.0 43 340 461
JF-SR49-55B-§W-10 10 803 1,401 812
JF-SB49-56-NW-5 5.0 ND ND ND
F.SB49-57-B-6 6.0 2.0 671 815
TF-SB49-58-5W-3 5.0 ND 20 19
JF-SB49-SO-NW-S 5.0 ND 792 1,096
/F-5849-S10-B-7 7.0 ND 464 1,391
IF-$B49-S11-SW-5 5.0 ND 399 972
/-8B 49-51 2-NW-35 5.0 ND 82 230
IF-SB49-513-B-6 6.0 ND 1.0 12
JF-SB49-514-5W-5 5.0 ND 10 14
JF-SB49-515-NW-5 5.0 ND ND ND

' fbg - fect below grade.

Note: Results in blue font italics were excavated.




TABLE 2
VOUC Results of TRC Confirmation Soil Samples
Jalk Fee Property / Santa Fe Springs, Catifornia
October and November 2000

VOCs  (mg/ke)
SAMPLE NUMBER DEPTH (bg)' | c12DCE® |  pcE* | 1cES | Other vOCs®
EXCAVATION AREA M-1
FE-M1-S37-EW-8 8.0 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 000572 :
IF-M1-538-B-14 14 <0.001 0.05¢ <0.001 6.214 H
IF-M1-839-SW-8 8.0 <0.001 0.00099 <0.901 0.0076 :
TF-M1-S40-WW-8 3.0 <0.001 0.00063 <0001 0.0091
EXCAVATION AREA M-2
|]F-MLSIS«B-10 | 10 [ <0001 | <000l ] <000l ] 000638
EXCAVATION AREA M-3
UFA{3-529-B-16 6 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 145.56
TE-M3-833-EW-10 10 <Q.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.03347
TF-M3-S34 WW-14 14 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.0i271
JF-M3-535-NW-13 13 <G.001 0.27 <0.001 00155
JF-M3-S36-SW-13 13 <6.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.00447
EXCAVATION AREA M-7
JF-M7-S22-EW-8 3.0 <G.00 0.0031 <6.001 0.0132
IF-M7-S23-SW-8 2.0 <0.001 0.046 <0.001 0.0233
IF-Mi7-S24-B-13 13 <0.001 0.0054 <0.001 0.08384
JF-M7-525-WW-8 3.0 <6.00 0.0049 <0.001 0032
JE-M7-S26-NW-8 30 <G.001 0.0041 <0.001 0.00499
EXCAVATION AREA M-8
JF-M3-527-B-13 13 <(.001 <0.001 <0.001 ND
YF-MB-528-WW-10 10 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 6.2
FF-M8-S30-SW-10 10 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.0094
FF-M8-S31-EW-10 10 <0.00t <0.001 <0.001 0.00708
JF-M8-532-NW-10 10 <0.001 <0.001 <06.001 0.1501
IEXCAVATION AREA M-9
IF-M9-817-WW-5 5.0 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.013
JF-MO-S18-NW-5 50 <0.001 <6.001 <Q.00 0011
UFAMO-519-B-7 7.0 <0,00{ <0.001 <0.001 5.207
JF-M9-S20-SW-3 5.0 <0001 <0.00t <0.001 00162
JF-M9-821-EW-5 5.0 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.00848
IEXCAVATION AREA SB-49
|FF-SB49-S1-8W-5 5.0 0.023 0.0073 <0.001 0.05177
TF-SB49-52-NW-5 5.0 00012 0.0055 <0.001 00112
IF-SB49-53-B-6 60 0.00051 0.0099 <0.001 0.0133
IF-SB49-54-B-7 7.0 88 31 5.9 104.2
TF-3B49-34B-B-13 13 0.02 1.1 0.0024 ND
LIF-SB49-55-SW-5 5.0 L4 6l 0.71 073
TF-SB40-55B-SW-10 10 2.0 30 0.73 3574
JF-SB49-86-NW.5 5.0 0025 0.4 0.0053 0.03535
LF-SB49-57-B-6 60 <19 1,600 <10 1.9
IF-SB49-37B-B-12 12 0.0065 9.3 0.0065 00152
IF-SB49-58-SW-5 50 0.0014 32 0.0016 0.0153
L17-SB49-S9-NW-5 5.0 0.633 250 0.089 0.53786
TF-SB49-59B-NW-6 6.0 <0.001 0.14 <0.001 0007t
UF-SB49-810-B-7 7.0 0.0014 2,000 0.14 0.7609
IF-3B49.510B-B-8 2.0 <0.001 25 0.0089 0.0229
IF-SB49-511-SW-3 50 <0.001 1,300 0.01 0.52733
UF-SB49-S12-NW-5 3.0 0.00655 440 013 0.34907
JF-SB49-512B-NW-6 6.0 <0.00 i.7 <0001 0.00883
FF-SB49-513-B-6 50 <0001 t4 <0.001 017185
IF-5849-S145W-5 5.0 <0.001 [ <0001 0.23029
IF-SB49-515-NW-5 5.0 <0.001 0.15 <0.001 0.0815
t tbg - feet below grade. *PCE - teirachloroethene.
* VOCs - volatile orpanic compounds. *TCE - wrichloroethene.
*-1,2-BCE - cis-1,2-dichlorocthene. ¢ Total remaining VOCs including acatone and methylene chioride

which are possible laboratory contaminants.
Note: Resuits in biue font italics were excavated
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MEASURED IN PPM MEASURED IN PPM BUILDING (713) 357-5244

PCE TRPH
<1.00 ® <100 EXCAVATION AREA [1998]
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1. All locations and dimensions are approximate.
1,000.01 - 10,000.00 2. Excavation area and excavation soil samples for 1998 was
taken from the Alton Remedial Ecxavation/ Site Closure Repot, Former ExxonMobil, Jalk Fee Property

10,000.01 - 100,000.00 10,000.01 - 100,000.00 October 14, 1998.
3. Petroleum hydrocarbons measured as total recoverable 10607 Norwalk Boulevard,

>100,000.01 Petroleum Hydrocarbons Santa Fe Springs, CA

1,000.01 - 10,000.00
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

July 22, 2016

Ms. Marla Madden

ExxonMobil Environmental Services Co. RETURN MAIL
18685 Main Street, Suite 101, PMB 601 RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Huntington Beach, CA 92648 CLAIM NO. 7015 0640 0006 6057 5019

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO “REQUEST TO NAME CONTINENTAL HEAT TREATING AS
DISCHARGER”, PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE SECTION
13267 ORDER DATED AUGUST 24, 2010

SITE: FORMER EXXONMOBIL JALK FEE PROPERTY, 10607 NORWALK
BOULEVARD, SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA (SCP NO. 0203, SITE ID NO. 1848000)

Dear Ms. Madden:

The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) reviewed the March 25, 2015,
Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as Discharger (Report), prepared and submitted by Cardno
ERI on your behalf, for the referenced site. In the Report, ExxonMobil Environmental Services Company
(ExxonMobil) requests the Regional Board to rescind the California Water Code (CWC) section 13267
order dated August 24, 2010 (Order) issued to ExxonMobil, based on its conclusions that the Continental
Heat Treating (CHT) site is a source of the chlorinated solvents in soil and groundwater at and near the
Former ExxonMobil Jalk Fee Property (Site). The Regional Board agrees that the CHT site is a source of
chlorinated solvents and issued a CWC section 13267 order dated May 5, 2010 to CHT to investigate and
delineate the extent of contamination in soil, soil-gas, and groundwater from releases at the CHT facility.
The Regional Board, however, disagrees with ExxonMobil’s conclusion that CHT is the sole source of
chlorinated solvents because soil, soil vapor, and groundwater data collected at the Site indicates on-site
discharges. Below are ExxonMobil’s comments (italicized) provided in the Report, followed by the
Regional Board’s detailed responses:

1. The evidence presented by EMES is consistent with the same conclusions the CRWQCB-
LAR has already reached, as demonstrated by the CRWQCB-LAR's letter dated June 23,
2010 to CHT (Appendix A). The CRWQCB-LAR stated that significant quantities of PCE
were stored and used by CHT, that primary sources of PCE contamination (degreaser,
storage area, elc.) have been identified at the CHT property, that releases of chlorinated
solvents at CHT have impacted the subsurface, that the pipe trench leading from the
degreaser to the north end of the building may have created a potential preferential pathway
for the migration of PCE, and that no primary sources of PCE contamination have been
identified on the Jalk Fee property.

IRMA MURIOZ, CHAIR | SAMUEL UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

320 West 4" St., Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles

€ RECYCLED PAPER
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The CHT site is located to the south and adjacent to the Site (Figure 1, enclosed), and
under oversight by the Regional Board, as a separate case. The Regional Board issued CHT
a CWC section 13267 order dated May 5, 2010 to investigate soil, soil gas, and
groundwater contamination as a result of their own releases. On May 19, 2010, CHT
provided comments to the May 5, 2010 order, indicating that the Regional Board cited
numerous erroneous allegations.

On June 23, 2010, the Regional Board provided responses to CHT’s May 19, 2010 letter
and presented the sources of information for the citations made, and stated that no primary
source(s) of tetrachloroethene (PCE) contamination have been identified at the Site.
However, investigations conducted at the Site in 2011 encountered PCE in soil and
groundwater at concentrations up to 6,600 micrograms per kilogram (pg/kg), and 1,800
micrograms per liter (ug/L), respectively. Based on these analytical results, the Regional
Board determined that volatile organic compounds (VOCs) detected in soil have threatened
groundwater quality, and required ExxonMobil to further investigate soil matrix, soil
vapor, and groundwater at the Site.

2. From the 1920s uniil its redevelopment in 2003, the Jalk Fee property had a dirt surface
and was unpaved, as can be observed in the historical aerial photos, which would allow
rainwater and spills/releases from the adjacent paved CHT property to run off onto and
infiltrate into the upper vadose zone of the Jalk Fee property (see Plate 1 and Appendix B
Jor the historical aerial photos).

ExxonMobil’s rationale cannot explain that PCE was detected in a soil sample collected at
10 feet below ground surface (bgs) at a concentration of 5,460 pg/kg in soil boring B22 at
the Site. This boring is located approximately 140 feet north of the property boundary with
the CHT site. This data indicates an on-site release or discharge at the Site.

3. ExxonMobil has had internal discussions with its personnel who managed oil field
operations at various locations, who confirmed that chlorinated solvents were not standard
chemicals used in its oil field production operations. This is reinforced by the CRWQCB-
LAR's letter dated June 23, 2010 to CHT, which stated that the "Jalk Fee property was used
for oil production operations and no primary sources(s) of PCE contamination have been
identified [on the property]" (Appendix A). Additionally, file reviews conducted with the City
of Santa Fe Springs and the County of Los Angeles did not identify agency records or
NOVs, indicating that chlorinated solvents were stored, used, or released onto the Jalk Fee
property (Appendix C).

Please see Regional Board’s response to Item No. 1 regarding the Regional Board letter
dated June 23, 2010 that stated that the "Jalk Fee property was used for oil production
operations and no primary sources(s) of PCE contamination have been identified [on the

property]".

Appendix C is incomplete, and does not provide all the documents to support
ExxonMobil’s file review process.

4. In 2014, Cardno ERI conducted a review of the State Water Resources Control Board's
online GeoTracker information database of various oil field sites across the State of
California that had current or closed environmental cases, and was unable to identify any
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oil field site that had chilorinated solvenis as a contaminant of concern. Additionally,
Cardno ERI spoke with representatives of the County of Santa Barbara Environmental
Health Services and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Central Valley
Region, which are agencies that have extensive oil field operations and clean-up projects
in their areas of responsibility, and the representatives from both agencies were not aware
of any oil field sites within their jurisdictions that had chlorinated solvent contamination.

Data collected at the Site indicates on-site discharge or release of chlorinated solvents at
the Site (See Regional Board’s responses to Items No. 1, 2, and 9).

5. Levine-Fricke's report dated December 6, 1991 claims that a tenant of Mobil who rented the
Jalk Fee property may have used chlorinated solvents on the eastern portion of the property
(Levine-Fricke, 1991). The report does not cite any source evidence for this statement, and
ExxonMobil is unaware of any information that supports this claim. Furthermore,
ExxonMobil has conducted extensive reviews of its lease files and has no record that any
company or person rented the property during its period of operation or ownership, other
than Hathaway.

As stated previously, Hathaway was an oil production company, and oil field operators did
not use solvents as standard chemicals. Thus, there is no evidence that ExxonMobil, a tenant,
or the subsequent property owners and their tenants ever used chlorinated solvents on the
property. Therefore, there is no primary source of chlorinated solvents from historical operations
on the Jalk Fee property, and the chlorinated solvents in soil must be from an off-site source.

A figure on the May 13, 1997, “Work Plan for Site Characterization Activities and Proposed
Environmental Fate Modeling and Health Risk Assessment”, displays an area at the Site
identified as “approximate location of former trucking operations area” (Figure 2, enclosed). PCE
was detected at a concentration of 5,460 pg/kg in a sandy soil sample collected at 10 feet bgs
from soil boring B22. Boring B22 is located within the “approximate location of former trucking
operations area” at the Site.

In addition, the October 2002, “Exemption of Oil and Gas Exploration and Production Wastes
from Federal Hazardous Waste Regulations”, published by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA), lists waste generated during oil exploration activities, among them
waste solvents.

6. History of CHT Property

The building that is currently present ai the CHT property was constructed in 1969, at which time
the majority of the property would also have been paved for parking, as is apparent in aerial
photographs of the site (Appendix B). Based on information provided by CHT, since commencing
operations at the site, the CHT business has cleaned metal parts and processed them with heat.
This process requires the cleaning of the metal parts to remove cutting oil and debris, which was
performed by placing the metal parts in a solvent-based vapor degreaser. Thus, CHT conducted
degreasing operations and used chlorinated solvents from approximately 1969 to 1995, as
supported by the following documentation [Appendix D through Appendix NJ.
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Regional Board staff has reviewed the information included in Appendices D through N. In
summary, the appendices indicated the following:

* CHT used PCE in its degreasing operations.

» Discharges of PCE from degreasing operations at the CHT site impacted soil at CHT.
PCE was detected in soil samples collected at approximately 10 feet below ground
surface (bgs) in the immediate vicinity of a degreaser, at a concentration of 7,514 pg/ke.

» CHT stored waste solvents in drums at their site and drums were transported to an off-site
facility.

This information does not demonstrate that chlorinated solvent contamination at the Site
soley originates from CHT. The Regional Board acknowledges that on-site discharges or
releases of chlorinated solvents occurred at the CHT site as a result of their operations. The
Regional Board issued a California Water Code section 13267 order dated May 5, 2010 to
CHT to investigate the extent of impacted soil, soil gas, and groundwater.

7. As shown in these building records, CHT performed vapor degreasing at the property from
approximately 1969 through 1995, which necessitated the storage of hundreds of gallons of
chlorinated solvents at any time on the property and the generation of significant quantities
of waste solvent, such as 2,200 gallons per year in the 1989 record. Over this 26-year
operational period, the records show that CHT had one degreaser in the eastern portion on
the building (Detrex #19); a second degreaser in the central portion of the building (Item
#81), which is the location that is the most consistent with depictions in the reports
submitted by CHT to the CRWQCB-LAR; a third degreaser along the western end of the
building, and possibly a fourth degreaser at an unidentified location along the northern
edge of the building.

This information supports the presence of on-site source(s) of chlorinated solvents at the
CHT facility/site that impacted soil, soil vapor, and groundwater beneath the CHT site.
This information does not support the claim that there is no source of PCE contamination
identified on the Site.

8. In addition to the degreasing operations inside the building and the storage of waste PCE in
the southwestern area of the property, it also appears that CHT uiilized the northwestern
portion of the property as an equipment storage and repair area based on review of the
historical aerial photos and several reports (Appendices B and 0). Given that storage and
repair of equipment occurred in this area of the site, it is likely that the cleaning of parts
also occurred here, which is directly adjacent to the area of the Jalk Fee property where the
highest PCE concentrations have been observed (Plate 1).

In addition to the equipment storage and repair area located in the northwestern portion of CHT’s

property, a trucking operations area was located at the Site. (See Regional Board response to Item
No. 5).

9. Regulatory oversight and inspections started to become more common in the late 1970s and
early 1980s. These regulatory inspections demonstrate CHT s practices resulted in numerous
documented releases and spills to the ground throughout at the property. The various
inspections, investigation reports and violations are summarized below and documented in
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10.

11.

Appendices G, I, N and P through AC.

Regional Board staff has reviewed the information included in the referenced appendices. In
summary, the appendices indicated the following:

o  Wastewater was discharged from the cooling tower located on the northeast section of the
CHT property to Norwalk Boulevard.

* Soil impacted with oil was encountered at the CHT property.

e Qil was encountered in a clarifier.

e Degreaser fires were reported.

e Soil in the immediate vicinity of the degreaser (inside the CHT building) is impacted with
PCE at a concentration of 7,514 ng/kg.

This information does not change the Regional Board’s conclusion that on-site sources of
chlorinated solvents are located at the Site. The conclusion is based on soil data from B-11
and B-22 obtained from the Site, the “approximate location of former trucking operations

area” at the Site, and the 2002 USEPA publication referenced in our response to Item No.
3

First, the 1968 blueprints ... Therefore, these trenches would provide a preferential pathway
directly from the degreasers to the northern edge of the CHT building and the southern boundary
of the Jalk Fee property, allowing the migration of chlorinated solvent vapors (Appendix D). The
CRWQCB-LAR reached much the same conclusion in its letter dated June 23, 2010 (Appendix A).

Soil, soil vapor, and groundwater data collected at the CHT site indicates the presence of at least
one on-site source beneath the existing building.

Likewise, data collected at the Site indicates the presence of at least two on-site sources, one at

the southern side close to the property boundary with CHT, and another one at the central portion
of the Site.

Second, extensive assessment has been conducted in the southeastern portion of the Jalk Fee
property and the northwestern portion of the CHT property, which has allowed for a thorough
understanding of the near surface vadose zone lithology between the two properties. Two cross-
sections were generated for the area to the west of the CHT building and surrounding Jalk
Fee well MW6, where the maximum PCE concentrations have been detected on the Jalk
Fee property (Appendix Z, Figures 5.1.1 and 5.1.2). In addition, plan view figures of the
distribution of low (clay/silt) and high permeability soils (sand) at 6, 10 and 16 feet bgs of
the CHT and Jalk Fee property boundary area show that a laterally continuous, shallow,
low permeability silt/clay layer is present under much of the CHT property (Appendix AA,
Figures 5.2.1, 5.2.2 and 5.2.3). This silt/clay layer starts to dip along the northern part of the
CHT property and continues to dip northward onto the Jalk Fee property to a depth of 15 to
16 feet bgs. Soil above the silt/clay layer on the northern CHT property and on the Jalk Fee
property is generally characterized as sand. It should be remembered that the Jalk Fee
property was unpaved and essentially an open field until 2003. Therefore, chlorinated
solvents released by CHT along the northern portion of the CHT property or directly
released onto the Jalk Fee property would infiltrate downward through the higher
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permeability surface sand until reaching the low permeability unit and then would migrate
along the northward dipping contact between the high and low permeability units onto the
Jalk Fee property.

ExxonMobil’s explanation of the migration of chlorinated solvents from the CHT site to the Site
is not adequately supported. For example, in a cross section generated by Regional Board staff,
including SVP-1 (southern part of the Site) and MW-2 (northern CHT), a silty layer dips from the
southern part of the Site to the northern part of the CHT property. This silty layer would serve as
a pathway for contaminants to migrate from the Site to CHT (Figure 3, enclosed).

The Report (Figure 5.1.2, enclosed) assumed that a silty layer on B14, extends laterally for
approximately 55 feet towards MW6 (distance between B14 and MW6, both on CHT). Then, the
silty layer would continue laterally from MW6 towards B11 (Site). This silty layer would serve as
a migration pathway for VOCs to migrate from CHT (B14 and MW6) to the Site (B11). The silty

“layer that serves as a migration pathway extends vertically on B11 from approximately 24 to 39

feet bgs.

However, ExxonMabil’s model cannot explain the vertical distribution of PCE on B11. PCE was
detected in soil samples collected at 10 and 15 feet bgs at concentration of 5,360 micrograms per
kilogram (pg/kg) and 11,000 pg/kg, respectively. However, in a soil sample collected at 35 feet
bgs, PCE was detected at 937ug/kg (Figure 4, enclosed).

Specifically, chlorinated solvents were measured in soil at concentrations from south to
north of 2,517 mg/kg at 4 feet bgs at location T94-14 (a trench excavation sample located
10 feet north of the property boundary), 350.8 mg/kg at 15 feet bgs at location EX2-26 (an
excavation verification sample collected 30 feet north from the property line), and 59,800
mg/kg at 15 feet bgs at location GP-6 (a geophone sample located 45 feet north of the
property boundary) (Appendix AC). These samples all occurred in sand, and the two
samples collected at a depth of 15 feet bgs are located at the contact between the sand and
clay/silt units. Specifically, sample EX2-26 is located along a sand-clay/silt basal contact,
and the GP-6 sample from 15 feet bgs is located at a sand-clay/silt lateral contact. The
relationship between the stratigraphic contacts and the distribution of elevated chlorinated
solvent concentrations suggests that the solvent-containing soil in this area is derived from
a lateral transport mechanism. This is further supported by the soil samples collected in
the vicinity of location GP-6, which are significantly lower in total chlorinated solvent
concentrations. Specifically, the two samples collected from location GP-6 at shallower
depths (5 and 10 feet bgs) had total chlorinated solvent concentrations of 0.33 mg/kg and
0.021 mg/kg, respectively, and the soil sample collected above sample EX2-26 at 6 feet bgs
[sample EX2-26(A4)] had a total chlorinated solvent concentration of 0.715 mg/kg
(Appendix AC). This distribution pattern indicates that surface releases of chlorinated
solvents were not occurring in these areas, as surface releases would have resulted in
similar to higher concentrations of chlorinated solvents with residual saturation in the
shallower soil sample.

Not all existing data collected to date supports ExxonMobil’s explanation on the lateral migration
of chlorinated solvents from the CHT site to the Site. For example, the soil type for boring SB-
1, located at approximately 5 feet of T9A-1A was described as silt from ground surface to
approximately 25 feet bgs. The soil type for soil boring SB-3, located at approximately 15
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14.

15.

feet of GP-6 was described as silt from ground surface to approximately 39 feet bgs. The soil
type description of SB-1 and SB-3 does not support ExxonMobil’s assumption of the
presence of a sand-silt contact at approximately 15 feet bgs, that serves as a pathway for
VOCs to migrate from CHT to the Site.

Furthermore, the presence of the elevated shallow detections abutting the CHT-ExxonMobil
property line supports that chlorinated solvent release(s) occurred in the vicinity of the property
line and transport occurred to the north onto the Jalk Fee property. This transport was likely
Jacilitated by runoff firom the CHT property (including roof runoff from the CHT building), which
caused the movement of chlorinated solvents away from the property line onto the Jalk Fee
property.

Soil data indicate that there are silty/clay layers dipping from the Site to the CHT site (see
Regional Board responses to Items No. 11 and 12). Therefore, roof runoff from the CHT building
would not facilitate all contaminant migration from the CHT site to the Site.

Elevated concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons and chlorinated hydrocarbons,
however, are generally not co-located across the majority of the Jalk Fee (Appendix AD, Figure
4.6). For example, the TPH concentrations in the northern excavation areas do not contain
chlorinated solvents, whereas several of the near surface soil samples collected in the
vicinity of the property line contain both elevated TPH and chlorinated solvents. Although
the soil samples in the vicinity of the property line contain both chlorinated solvents and
TPH, the respective concentrations are generally both low, or with either PCE or TPH
significantly higher in concentration than the other constituent. These results reinforce the
site conceptual model in which chlorinated solvents from CHT released along the northern
portion of the CHT property or directly onto the Jalk Fee property infiltrated downward
through the higher permeability surface sand, until reaching the low permeability unit, and
then migrated along the northward dipping contact between the high and low permeability
units onto the Jalk Fee property.

The existing soil and analytical data do not support ExxonMobil’s site conceptual model. (See
Regional Board responses to Items No. 11 and 12.) For example, PCE was detected at a
concentration of 5,460 pg/kg (B22 at 10 feet bgs), and a concentration of 1,120 pg/kg (SVP7 at 5
feet bgs). B22 and SVP7 are located northwest of the excavation area, at approximately 140 and
90 feet north of the property boundary, respectively. These PCE concentrations at shallow depths
indicate the presence of on-site release or discharge at the Site and cannot be explained with
ExxonMobil’s site conceptual model.

Based on the evidence provided, it has been demonstrated that CHT is the source of the
chlorinated solvents observed in soil beneath the CHT, Jalk Fee and 10711 Norwalk Blvd
properties. Therefore, EMES, on behalf of ExxonMobil, requests that the CRWQCB-LAR
identify CHT as the discharger and responsible party for the chlorinated solvents identified
on the CHT, Jalk Fee and 10711 Norwalk Boulevard properties; rescind its Order dated
August 24, 2010 requiring ExxonMobil to assess and monitor the extent of chlorinated
solvents; and formally remove ExxonMobil as the named discharger and responsible party
for the chlorinated solvent.



Ms. Marla Madden -8- July 22, 2016
ExxonMobil Environmental Services Co.
SCP No. 0203

The Regional Board acknowledges that CHT is a source of chlorinated solvents found at
the CHT site, and contaminant plumes in groundwater found at both properties (CHT, and
the Site) may have commingled. However, data collected and submitted to date (including,
but not limited to, the contaminant fate and transport, and configuration of the plumes in
soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater) have not indicated that the sources of chlorinated
solvents in soil and groundwater found beneath the Site and suspected beneath the 10711
Norwalk Boulevard property properties, solely originated at or from the CHT site. To the
contrary, the data demonstrates that there is an on-site discharge/release of chlorinated
solvents that is independent of the chlorinated solvents on the CHT site.

In summary, based on existing soil matrix and soil vapor data collected at the Site and in the
immediate vicinity including the northern portion of the CHT property, the Regional Board
continues to hold that ExxonMobil has discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged
waste that could affect the quality of waters of the state. Therefore, the Regional Board is not
rescinding its Order dated August 24, 2010, and the December 21, 2011 amendment to the Order,
requiring ExxonMobil Environmental Services to adequately define the vertical and lateral extent
of VOCs in soil matrix, soil vapor, and groundwater, originating from or encountered at the Site.
Pursuant to the Order, you are required to continue soil matrix, soil gas and groundwater
investigations to define the vertical and lateral extent of contamination originating from the Site.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Luis Changkuon, Project Manager, at (213) 576-6667
or luis.changkuon@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

M U rqu/\
Samuel Unger, P.E. )
Executive Officer

Enclosures: Figure 1: Site Map
Figure 2: Map of the Former Jalk Fee site
Figure 3: Cross section SVP1 — MW2
Figure 5.1.2
Figure 4: Soil concentrations on cross section 5.1.2

cc: Mr. James Anderson, Cardno ERI
Mr. John Maple
Ms. Michelle F. Smith
Mr. Thomas Clark, Coast Aluminum and Architectural, Inc.
Mr. William Macnider, CSI Electric Contractors
Mr. James Stull, Continental Heat Treating
Mr. Michael Francis, Demetriou, Del Guercio, Springer & Francis, LLP
Ms. Ashley Arthur/Mr. Howard Schwimmer, Rexford Industrial Realty, LP
Mr. Jeremy Jungreis, Rutan & Tucker, LLP
Mr. Rick Fero, Fero Environmental Engineering, Inc.
Mr. Wayne Praskins, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Gene Lucero, Omega Chemical Site Potentially Responsible Parties Organized Group
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DOCUMENT PREPARED

ON RECYCLED PAPER

PROOF OF SERVICE
I, Rhonda M. Cole, declare:

I am a citizen of the United States and employed in Los Angeles County, California. I am
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled action. My business address
is 555 South Flower Street, Forty-First Floor, Los Angeles, California 90071. On December 19,
2016, 1 served a copy of the within document(s): PETITION FOR REVIEW AND REQUEST
FOR HEARING AND STAY

D by transmitting via facsimile the document(s) listed above to the fax number(s) set
forth below on this date before 5:00 p.m.

Izl by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage thereon
fully prepaid, in the United States mail at Los Angeles, California addressed as set
forth below.

|:| by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed Federal Express envelope and

affixing a pre-paid air bill, and causing the envelope to be delivered to a Federal
Express agent for delivery.

D by personally delivering the document(s) listed above to the person(s) at the
address(es) set forth below.

by transmitting via e-mail or other electronic transmission the document(s) listed
above to the person(s) at the e-mail address(es) set forth below.

By Email
State Water Resources Control Board

waterqualitypetitions@waterboards.ca.gov

By Email and U.S. Mail
Samuel Unger, Executive Officer

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013
Samuel.Unger@waterboards.ca.gov

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence
for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same
day with postage thereon fully prepaid 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.

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

-1-
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Executed on December 19, 2016, at Los Am\\mi\\\

Rhonda M. Cole
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NORTON ROSE FULBRIGHT US LLP
ELIZABETH M. WEAVER

LAUREN A. SHOOR (BAR NO. 280788)
555 South Flower Street

Forty-First Floor

Los Angeles, California 90071

Telephone:  (213) 892-9200

Facsimile: (213) 892-9494
elizabeth.weaver@nortonrosefulbright.com
lauren.shoor@nortonrosefulbright.com

Attorneys for Respondent
EXXONMOBIL OIL CORPORATION

BEFORE THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

Case No.
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF
DECLARATION OF LEN RACIOPPI IN
FORMER EXXONMOBIL JALK FEE SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING AND
PROPERTY STAY
California Regional Water Quality Control [Concurrently filed with Petition for Review
Board, Los Angeles Region and Request for Stay]
(Cal. Water Code § 13320; Cal. Code Regs. tit.
23 § 2050 et seq.)

I, Len Racioppi, declare:

1. I am the Project Development Manager for ExxonMobil Environmental Services
Company, which is an affiliated company providing environmental services to ExxonMobil Oil
Corporation, Petitioner (“ExxonMobil”). The following facts are within my personal knowledge
and, if called to testify to the matters stated herein, I could and would competently do so.

2. There will be substantial harm to ExxonMobil if a stay is not granted. Since the
State Board has up to 90 days to review an action upon a petition, ExxonMobil will suffer
substantial harm by having to expend resources to develop work plans and implement work for
which it has no liability. Specifically, ExxonMobil will be required to (1) conduct indoor air

sampling and risk assessment at two on-site buildings and one off-site building during the winter

36482465.1

DECLARATION OF LEN RACIOPP] IN SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW AND REQUEST FOR HEARING AND STAY
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of 2016-2017, (2) prepare an additional site assessment work plan by January 30, 2017, and (3)
submit public participation information (technical report) by February 15, 2017. Each of these
would need to be completed before the State Board is required to act on ExxonMobil’s petition.
A preliminary estimate by ExxonMobil’s environmental consultant, Cardno, indicates that,
completing the work in the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports could cost up to
$50,000.

3. There will be no substantial harm to other interested persons or to the public if the
requested stay is granted. The length of time that has passed between each of the Regional
Board’s efforts with regard to the Jalk Fee property demonstrates that the Board does not view
this site as presenting near-term risks. For example, ExxonMobil submitted a report to the
Regional Board in March 2015 requesting that it be relieved of responsibility under the Regional
Board’s California Water Code section 13267 order and that Continental Heat Treating be made
the discharger of record for the Jalk Fee property.! The Regional Board responded to that report
in July 2016.2 ExxonMobil acknowledges that the issues of identifying the appropriate discharger
for Jalk Fee have been in dispute during this time period and that the Regional Board and
ExxonMobil have both been working in good faith to resolve the relevant question of
responsibility for chlorinated solvents during the time in question and not seeking delay.
ExxonMobil believes that by granting a stay and undertaking review of its petition, the process
will result in only a short delay that will not harm interested persons or the public, but will allow
the fair resolution of the question of which party is the appropriate discharger who should be
asked to address chlorinated solvents at the Jalk Fee property.

4. As detailed in the Petition for Review and Request for Hearing and Stay, filed
concurrently with this declaration, there are substantial questions or law and fact regarding the
Regional Board’s issuance of the Requirement for Submittal of Technical Reports to ExxonMobil

that justify the issuance of a stay.

! See Cardno’s Request to Name Continent Heat Treating as Discharger, Former ExxonMobil Jalk Fee Property
(March 25, 2015).

? See Letter to Ms. Marla Madden from LA-RWQCB, Response to “Request to Name Continental Heat Treating as
Discharger” (July 22, 2016).

-2-
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DOCUMENT PREPAREL
ON RECYCLED PAPER

O 0 N O W B~ W N

NN N NN NN N e e e e e e e e e e
NN W AW NN O NN N W N~ O

28

2

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

Executed this 19th day of December, 2016 in Houston, Texas

Lo R

LEN RACIOPPI W

-3-
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PROOF OF SERVICE
I, Rhonda M. Cole, declare:

I am a citizen of the United States and employed in Los Angeles County, California. Iam
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled action. My business address
is 555 South Flower Street, Forty-First Floor, Los Angeles, California 90071. On December 19,
2016, I served a copy of the within document(s): DECLARATION OF LEN RACIOPPI IN
SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR REVIEW AND REQUEST FOR HEARING AND STAY

D by transmitting via facsimile the document(s) listed above to the fax number(s) set
forth below on this date before 5:00 p.m.

|z| by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage thereon
fully prepaid, in the United States mail at Los Angeles, California addressed as set
forth below.

|:| by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed Federal Express envelope and

affixing a pre-paid air bill, and causing the envelope to be delivered to a Federal
Express agent for delivery.

D by personally delivering the document(s) listed above to the person(s) at the
address(es) set forth below.

by transmitting via e-mail or other electronic transmission the document(s) listed
above to the person(s) at the e-mail address(es) set forth below.

By Email
State Water Resources Control Board

waterqualitypetitions@waterboards.ca.gov

By Email and U.S. Mail
Samuel Unger, Executive Officer

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Samuel.Unger@waterboards.ca.gov

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence
for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same
day with postage thereon fully prepaid 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.

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

-1-

PROOF OF SERVICE
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