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1.0 SUMMARY

Stantec completed this Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the proposed project site for
power generation located at 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, California 91206 (the “Property”), on
behalf of City of Glendale Department of Water and Power (the “Client”). The work was performed in
accordance with Stantec’s proposal and terms and conditions dated September 7, 2018. The City of
Glendale Water and Power (the “User”) has been designated as the User of this report.

The Phase | ESA was conducted in conformance with USEPA Standards and Practices for AAIl, 40 CFR
Part 213 and the requirements of ASTM Designation E 1527-13, except as may have been modified by the
scope of work, and terms and conditions, requested by the Client. Any exceptions to, or deletions from,
the ASTM practice are described in Section 2.3 and 8.2.

The Property, which is proposed for construction, is comprised of a three-acre landfill gas processing facility
within the Scholl Canyon Landfill and a pipeline corridor extending approximately 2/3 mile to the west of the
landfill. The Property is located approximately one-half mile north of the 134 Freeway on Scholl Canyon
Road in the City of Glendale, Los Angeles County, California. The purpose of the proposed project
development is to beneficially utilize methane-rich renewable landfill gas (LFG) as fuel to generate
electricity (13 megawatts). In addition, 2/3 mile of natural gas pipeline will be constructed to connect the
facility to the existing Southern California Gas Company pipeline system located at the eastern end of
Scholl Canyon Drive. The Scholl Canyon Landfill is also reportedly identified as 7721 North Figueroa
Street, Los Angeles, California 90047. Surrounding properties include vacant land, landfill (active and
inactive) and residential properties.

The following items of note were identified during this ESA:

e Three above ground storage tanks (ASTs; 6,000, 4,885 and 4,561 gallons) storing diesel were
observed approximately 500 feet east of the Property. No secondary containment was observed
during site inspection. Since these ASTs are not located on the Property and no
violations/leaks/spills were reported, the ASTs are considered as an item of note for the Property
but not a REC.

e The Environmental Data Resources (EDR) database reported presence of a 1,000-gal
underground storage tank (UST) with regular unleaded gasoline used for motor vehicle fuel at the
landfill. Since no spills, leaks or violations were reported and the reported UST is not on the
Property, it is considered as an item of note for the Property but not a REC.

e Industrial hygiene issues including exposure to dust, hazardous waste and chemicals were
identified at the Property during the site inspection. Worker’'s contact exposure to the above-
mentioned issues should be addressed via administrative and/or engineering controls and personal
protective equipment (PPE).

Stantec performed this Phase | ESA in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice
E1527-13 of the Property. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in the Data

Project No.: 185804356 1.1
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Gaps section of this report. This assessment has revealed the following RECs in connection with the
Property:

During the site reconnaissance and review of regulatory agency records, Stantec noted numerous
drums and poly tanks which stored various hazardous chemicals and/or waste oil on the Property.
The storage, use and disposal of petroleum hydrocarbons and hazardous chemicals at the facility
is considered a REC. However, during the site reconnaissance, Stantec did not notice evidence of
significant leaks or spills at the Property. Stantec also observed that some drums containing
hazardous chemicals were stored on secondary containment.

The Property is a natural gas processing facility and is a part of an active landfill, and as such, there
is a possibility of release of gas emissions including methane. The landfill was historically reported
to accept some contaminated soils, and groundwater is being monitored for impacts from volatile
organic compounds (VOCs). Therefore, presence of a landfill is considered as a REC. However,
no buildings were observed on the Property during the site reconnaissance which eliminated the
current possibility of indoor air quality issues and it was reported that the landfill currently accepted
only nonhazardous waste, potentially limiting the types of hazardous gas emissions from the
landfill. Historical agency records review indicated that the Property was in compliance and any
violations/complaints reported were rectified.

The preceding summary is intended for informational purposes only. Reading of the full body of this report
is recommended.

Project No.: 185804356 1.2
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2.0 INTRODUCTION

The objective of this Phase | ESA was to perform All Appropriate Inquiry (AAl) into the past ownership and
uses of the Property consistent with good commercial or customary practice as outlined by the ASTM in
“Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Process”, Designation E1527-13. “All Appropriate Inquiry” (AAl) is the process for evaluating a property’s
environmental conditions for the purpose of qualifying for landowner liability protections under CERCLA.
following final rule of Part 312 of Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR Part 312). The purpose of
this Phase | ESA was to identify, to the extent feasible, adverse environmental conditions including
recognized environmental conditions (“RECs”) of the Property.

The ASTM E1527-13 standard indicates that the purpose of the Phase | ESA is to identify RECs, including
historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs), and controlled recognized environmental
conditions (CRECSs) that may exist at a property. The term “recognized environmental conditions” means
the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a property:

(1) Due to any release to the environment;
(2) Under conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or
(3) Under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the environment.

ASTM defines a “HREC” as a REC that has occurred in connection with the property, but has been
addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority and meets unrestricted use criteria
established by a regulatory authority, without subjecting the property to any required controls (for example,
property use restrictions, activity and use limitations, institutional controls, or engineering controls). Before
calling the past release a HREC, the environmental professional must determine whether the past release
is a REC when the current Phase | ESA is conducted (for example, if there has been a change in the
regulations). If the EP considers the past release to be a REC at the time the Phase | ESA is conducted,
the condition shall be included in the conclusions section of the report as a REC.

ASTM defines a “CREC” as a REC resulting from a past release of hazardous substances or petroleum
products that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority (for example, as
evidenced by the issuance of a no further action letter or equivalent, or meeting risk-based criteria
established by regulatory authority), but with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to
remain in place subject to the implementation of required controls (for example, property use restrictions,
activity and use limitations, institutional controls, or engineering controls).

As defined by ASTM, RECs can include hazardous substances or petroleum products present under
conditions in compliance with laws if that presence represents a material threat of future release. The
presence of hazardous substances or petroleum products is, however, not a REC if that presence is a de
minimis condition. De minimis conditions are minor occurrences of contamination that generally do not
present a material risk to human health and would not likely be subject to enforcement action if brought to
the attention of governmental agencies. ASTM also considers the potential for a business environmental
risk (BER), defined as a risk which can have a material environmental or environmentally-driven impact on

Project No.: 185804356 2.1
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the business associated with the current or planned use of the Property, not necessarily limited to those
environmental issues required to be investigated by the ASTM standard. Consideration of BERs may
involve addressing one or more ASTM non-scope considerations.

This ESA was conducted in accordance with our proposal to The City of Glendale Water and Power dated
September 7, 2018. The scope of work conducted during this Phase | ESA consisted of a visual
reconnaissance of the Property, interviews with key individuals, and review of reasonably ascertainable
documents. The scope of work did not include an assessment for environmental regulatory compliance of
any facility ever operated at the Property (past or present), or sampling and analyzing of environmental
media. Stantec was not contracted to perform any independent evaluation of the purchase or lease price
of the Property and its relationship to current fair market value. The conclusions presented in this ESA
report are professional opinions based on data described herein. The opinions are subject to the limitations
described in Section 2.3.

ASTM E1527-13 notes that the availability of record information varies from source to source. The User or
Environmental Professional is not obligated to identify, obtain, or review every possible source that might
exist with respect to a property. Instead, ASTM identifies record information that is reasonably ascertainable
from standard sources. “Reasonably ascertainable” means:

(1) Information that is publicly available;
(2) Information that is obtainable from its source within reasonable time and cost constraints; and

(3) Information that is practicably reviewable.

2.1 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The Property which is proposed for construction is comprised of the three-acre landfill gas processing
facility within the Scholl Canyon Landfill and a pipeline corridor extending 2/3 mile to the west of the landfill.
The Property is located approximately one-half mile north of the 134 Freeway on Scholl Canyon Road in
the City of Glendale, Los Angeles County, California. The purpose of the proposed project is to beneficially
utilize methane-rich renewable landfill gas (LFG) as fuel to generate electricity (13 megawatts). In addition,
2/3 mile of natural gas pipeline will be constructed to connect the facility to the existing Southern California
Gas Company pipeline system located at the eastern end of Scholl Canyon Drive. The Scholl Canyon
Landfill is also reportedly identified as 7721 North Figueroa Street, Los Angeles, California 90047.
Surrounding properties include vacant land, landfill (active and inactive) and residential properties.

2.2 SPECIAL TERMS, CONDITIONS, AND SIGNIFICANT
ASSUMPTIONS

The possible contaminants of concern considered in this assessment include those hazardous compounds
listed under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).
Other than adherence to Client specific scope of work requirements, there were no other special terms,
conditions, or significant assumptions associated with the Phase | ESA.

Project No.: 185804356 2.2
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23 EXCEPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS

This report documents work that was performed in accordance with generally accepted professional
standards at the time and location in which the services were provided. No other representations,
warranties or guarantees are made concerning the accuracy or completeness of the data or conclusions
contained within this report, including no assurance that this work has uncovered all potential and actual
liabilities and conditions associated with the identified property.

This report provides an evaluation of selected environmental conditions associated with the identified
portion of the property that was assessed at the time the work was conducted and is based on information
obtained by and/or provided to Stantec at that time. There are no assurances regarding the accuracy and
completeness of this information. All information received from the client or third parties in the preparation
of this report has been assumed by Stantec to be correct. Stantec assumes no responsibility for any
deficiency or inaccuracy in information received from others.

If a service is not expressly indicated, do not assume it has been provided. If a matter is not addressed,
do not assume that any determination has been made by Stantec in regards to it.

Conclusions made within this report consist of Stantec’s professional opinion as of the time of the writing
of this report, and are based solely on the scope of work described in the report, the limited data available
and the results of the work. They are not a certification of the property’s environmental condition.

The client did not provide or contract Stantec to provide recorded title records or search results for
environmental liens or activity and use limitations encumbering the property or in connection with the
Property. These represent data gaps; however, these data gaps are not considered significant. Based on
the information obtained during the course of this ESA and general knowledge of development at and near
the Property, the absence of this information did not affect the ability of the Environmental Professionals to
identify RECs, HRECs, CRECs, or de minimis conditions.

This report relates solely to the specific project for which Stantec was retained and the stated purpose for
which this report was prepared and shall not be used or relied upon by the client identified herein for any
variation or extension of this project, any other project or any other purpose.

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of the client identified herein and any use of or reliance
on this report by any third party is prohibited, except as may be consented to in writing by Stantec or as
required by law. The provision of any such consent is at Stantec’s sole and unfettered discretion and will
only be authorized pursuant to the conditions of Stantec’s standard form reliance letter. Stantec assumes
no responsibility for losses, damages, liabilities, or claims, howsoever arising, from third party use of this
report.

The locations of any utilities, buildings and structures, and property boundaries illustrated in or described
within this report, if any, including pole lines, conduits, water mains, sewers and other surface or sub-
surface utilities and structures are not guaranteed. Before starting work, the exact location of all such
utilities and structures must be confirmed by the client and Stantec assumes no liability resulting from
damage to such utilities and structures.
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The conclusions are based on the site conditions encountered by Stantec at the time the work was
performed. Accordingly, additional studies and actions may be required. As the purpose of this report is
to identify selected site conditions which may pose an environmental risk; the identification of non-
environmental risks to structures or people on the site is beyond the scope of this assessment. The findings,
observations, and conclusions expressed by Stantec in this report are not an opinion concerning the
compliance of any past or present owner or operator of the site which is the subject of this report with any
Federal, state or local law or regulation.

This report presents professional opinions and findings of a scientific and technical nature. It does not and
shall not be construed to offer a legal opinion or representations as to the requirements of, nor compliance
with, environmental laws, rules, regulations or policies of Federal, state or local governmental agencies.
RECs raised by the report should be reviewed by client legal counsel.

Stantec specifically disclaims any responsibility to update the conclusions in this report if new or different
information later becomes available or if the conditions or activities on the property subsequently change.

24 PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS

This Phase | ESA was conducted by, or under the supervision of, an individual that meets the ASTM
definition of an Environmental Professional (EP). The credentials of the EP and other key Stantec
personnel involved in conducting this Phase | ESA are provided in Appendix B.

Project No.: 185804356 2.4
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3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION

ASTM E1527-13 describes responsibilities of the User to complete certain tasks in connection with the
performance of “All Appropriate Inquiries” into the Property. The ASTM standard requires that the
Environmental Professional request information from the User on the results of those tasks because that
information can assist in the identification of RECs, CRECs, HRECs, or de minimis conditions in connection
with the Property. Towards that end, Stantec requested that the User provide the following documents and

information:
Provided
(Yes/
Description of Information No) Description and/or Key Findings
User Questionnaire and/or Interview Yes The User provided site contact information,
provided access to the Property, and
answered questions regarding intended use of
the Property.
Environmental Liens or Activity Use No The user reportedly does not possess any of
Limitations these documents
Previous Environmental Permits or No The user reportedly does not possess any of
Reports Provided by User these documents.
Purpose of the Phase | ESA Yes In support of proposed construction on the

Property.

Project No.: 185804356
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4.0 RECORDS REVIEW

The objective of consulting historical sources of information is to develop the history of the Property and
surrounding area, in order to evaluate if past uses may have resulted in RECs. Physical setting records
are evaluated to determine if the physical setting may have contributed to adverse environmental conditions
in connection with the Property. During the review of historical records, Stantec attempted to identify uses
of the Property from the present to the first developed use of the Property. Stantec’s research included the
reasonably ascertainable and useful records described in this section.

4.1 PHYSICAL SETTING

A summary of the physical setting of the Property is provided in the table below with additional details in
the following subsections

Topography: The Property has a regional topographic gradient to the
southwest.
Soil/Bedrock Data: Boring logs obtained from a nearby site approximately 2

miles northeast of the Property indicated that soils consist of
interbedded layers of silty sand, sand and sandy silt (Cardno

ERI, 2013).
Estimated Depth to Groundwater/ Based on the historical groundwater sampling conducted at
Estimated Direction of Gradient: the nearby site approximately 2 miles from the Property, the

depth to groundwater was measured at approximately 75
feet below ground surface (bgs). Groundwater flow direction
was reported to be southwest (Cardno ERI, 2013).

NOTE: Site-specific groundwater flow direction and depth can only be determined by conducting site-
specific testing, which Stantec has not conducted.

4.1.1 Property Topography and Surface Water Flow

The Property is located at an elevation of approximately 1,107 feet above mean sea level (ft msl). Based
on the topography and existing surface conditions, general surface water flow is to the southwest.

4.1.2 Regional and Property Geology

The Scholl Canyon area has narrow valleys lined with varying amounts of alluvium and colluvium. Bedrock
in this area is quartz diorite and diorite, and is highly jointed and fractured. The Canyon which lies in the
San Fernando Valley Groundwater Basin is bounded on the north and northwest by the Santa Susana
Mountains, on the north and northeast by the San Gabriel Mountains, on the east by the San Rafael Hills,
on the south by the Santa Monica Mountains and Chalk Hills, and on the west by the Simi Hills (DWR
Bulletin 118, 2004).
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The Property is underlain by granitic and metamorphic rocks including gneiss. Scholl Canyon area consists
of narrow valleys covered by varying thicknesses of alluvium and colluvium and intervening ridges. Bedrock
in this area, which is highly jointed and fractured, consists of quartz diorite and diorite.

Based on soil samples collected during site assessments activities at a nearby site approximately 2 miles
northeast of the Property (2172 North Yucca Lane) indicated that soils consist of interbedded layers of silty
sand, sand and sandy silt (Cardno ERI, 2013).

4.1.3 Regional and Property Hydrogeology

Scholl Canyon is ftributary to the San Fernando Valley, which is underlain by the San Fernando
Groundwater Basin. The surface and ground waters of this basin are used extensively for domestic,
agricultural, and industrial purposes. The water-bearing sediments consist of the lower Pleistocene Saugus
Formation, Pleistocene and Holocene age alluvium. The groundwater in this basin is mainly unconfined
with some confinement within the Saugus Formation in the western part of the basin and in the Sylmar and
Eagle Rock areas. Regional groundwater flow direction is generally reported toward the south southwest
(DWR Bulletin 118, 2004).

Based on the historical groundwater sampling conducted at the nearby site approximately two miles from
the Property, the depth to groundwater was measured at approximately 75 feet bgs. Groundwater flow
direction was reported to be southwest (Cardno ERI, 2013).

4.2 FEDERAL, STATE AND TRIBAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

A regulatory agency database search report was obtained from Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR),
a third-party environmental database search firm. A complete copy of the database search report, including
the date the report was prepared, the date the information was last updated, and the definition of databases
searched, is provided in Appendix D.

Stantec evaluated the information listed within the database relative to potential impact to the Property,
assessing the potential for impacts based in part on the physical setting. As part of this process, inferences
have been made regarding the likely groundwater flow direction at or near the Property. As described in
4.1.3, the regional groundwater flow direction is generally to the southwest. Observations about the
Property and surrounding properties made during the Property reconnaissance are provided in more detail
in section 5.

4.2.1 Listings for Property

The Property was identified in the environmental databases EMI, FINDS, AST, SWF/LF, Financial
Assurance, LOS ANGELES CO. HMS, NPDES, WDS, CIWQS, CHMIRS, HAZNET, RCRA-SQG, US AIRS,
RGA LF, ECHO, and RCRA NonGen/NLR. The Property is listed under the site names LA County
Sanitation, Glendale Water and Power, Scholl Canyon LFG Facility, Scholl Canyon Sanitary Landfill, LA
County Sanitation District, and Scholl Canyon Landfill.
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Database Listing

Description

The Property reportedly operated as Scholl Canyon Sanitary Landfill since at

RGALF least 1995 through 2012.

As of 2018, the Property was classified as a Non-Generator of hazardous
RCRA NonGen/NLR | \yaste.

The Property is registered in the FINDS database with Registry ID:
FINDS 110055841754.

An aboveground storage tank is reportedly present on the Property and owned
AST by City of Glendale Water and Power.

The Property is listed as a Permitted Solid Waste Landfill with an Active status
SWEF/LF

as of 2011. Accepted waste included construction/demolition, industrial, inert,
manure, mixed municipal, and tires. The closure date is estimated to be April
2030.

LOS ANGELES CO.
HMS

The Property is listed as Facility ID: 033066-054816 with ‘Open’ status.

The Property was listed in the database as a storage, bulking, transfer off-site

HAZNET facility of liquids with halogenated organic compounds and oxygenated solvents
as of 2017.
In January 1995, a security guard reportedly noticed a vandalism problem —
CHMIRS treated groundwater flowing from Canyon water treatment area, and treatment
stripper overflowing into the storm drain. The spill was reportedly contained.
ECHO According to the Facility Inspection Report dated August 5, 2018, the

compliance status for the Property was ‘No Violation Identified’.

Financial Assurance

The post-closure information coverage date was listed as December 2017 with
‘approved’ status. The responsible party was U.S. Bank Corporate Trust
Services.

NPDES

The Property is listed as a facility requiring National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit as of 2018. NPDES no. CAS000001.

WDS

The Property is listed as 'Other Facility — Does not fall into category of
municipal/domestic, industrial, agricultural, or solid wastes. Primary waste type
reportedly included Inert/Influent or Solid Wastes that do not contain soluble
pollutants or organic wastes and have little adverse impact on water quality.
Such wastes could cause turbidity and siltation and stormwater/stormwater
runoff was included as primary waste. The Property was considered to be a
minor threat to water quality.

CIwQs

The Property is listed with Regulatory Measure Type as Stormwater Industrial
with Terminated status as of 2014.

EMI

The Property reportedly emitted total organic hydrocarbon gases, reactive
organic gases, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur oxides, and particulate
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Database Listing Description
matters from 1995 to 2001 and from 2009 to 2014.
The Property is listed as a generator of ignitable and corrosive waste in 1994,
RCRA-SQG 1996, 1999, and 2000. No violations were reported.

The Property was listed in the State Implementation Plan for National Primary
US AIRS and Secondary Ambient Air Quality Standards consisting of compliance
monitoring from 1998 to 2017. The Property reportedly retained a Title V permit
from 2006 to 2016.

The Property in conjunction with the Scholl Canyon Inactive Landfill is also listed on the Regional Water
Quality Control Board’s GeoTracker website as an Active Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) site as
of February 22, 2019. The WDR type is ‘Landfill and the WDR Order No. is R4-2002-0022. No other
information is available.

According to Stantec’s 2016 Phase | report, the Property and adjacent Scholl Canyon Inactive Landfill were
listed on RWQCB’s GeoTracker website as a Land Disposal Site with cleanup status ‘Open — Verification
Monitoring as of 1/1/1965’. The Second Quarter 2015 Monitoring Reports stated that the landfill was
opened in 1961 and it accepted slightly contaminated soils, uncontaminated soils, green waste and asphalt
for onsite beneficial reuse for disposal in the past. As of 2015, the landfill only accepted non-hazardous
waste. The reports also stated presence of 11 groundwater monitoring wells at the active landfill and 2
groundwater monitoring wells in the vicinity of the landfill, in which sampling is conducted on a quarterly
basis. The volatile organic compounds (VOCs) detected in some of the groundwater samples collected
during the third quarter 2015 event were chloroform, acetone, ethylbenzene and toluene. The VOCs
detected in the groundwater historically include benzene, 1,2-dichlorobenzene, 1,4-dichlorobenzene,
chlorobenzene, isopropylbenzene, n-propylbenzene and sec-propylbenzene. The reports also stated that
stormwater monitoring was conducted at the landfill and per the most recent event, the monitoring
parameters that exceeded USEPA benchmarks were total suspended solids, iron and zinc. The EDR
database reported presence of a 500-gal UST with regular unleaded gasoline used for motor vehicle fuel
at the landfill. This information is no longer available on GeoTracker.

Presence of a landfill as part of the Property is considered as a REC.
422 Listings for Nearby Sites with Potential to Impact Property

Stantec assessed data presented in the environmental agency database search report to evaluate the
potential for conditions on adjacent and nearby sites to pose a REC, CREC, or HREC for the Property. The
evaluation included an opinion of the potential for contamination by hazardous substances or petroleum
products to migrate to the Property from a nearby property, including by vapor migration or encroachment
(i.e., potential for a vapor encroachment condition [VEC]).

Distance/Direction REC?
Listed Facility Name/Address Database Listing from Property (YES / NO)
Scholl Canyon Golf and Tennis Co. | WMUDS/SWAT, Adjacent to the north of YES
Site elevation
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Distance/Direction REC?
Listed Facility Name/Address Database Listing from Property (YES / NO)

3800 East Glenoaks Blvd
Glendale, California 91206

The facility was listed as a solid waste disposal site with operational status ‘closed as of December 31,
1975’. The disposal area was reportedly 68.5 acres. The present use of the facility was Scholl Canyon
Golf Course. A 1,000-gallon super leaded product UST was present on the Property; however, the
installation date of the UST was unknown.

The historical use of the adjacent property as a landfill and continued monitoring in conjunction with the
Property is considered a REC for the Property.

The listings in the database search report are provided in Appendix C.

4.3 LOCAL/REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Stantec checked the following sources to obtain information pertaining to Property (addresses — 7721 North
Figueroa Street; 3001 Scholl Canyon Road) use and/or indications of RECs in connection with the Property:

4.3.1 Cadlifornia Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) - Chatsworth

Agency Name Finding
Contact Information
DTSC Chatsworth The agency provided records for the address: 7721 North
818-717-6521 Figueroa Street. The information is summarized below:

Response Date: April 26, 2019

¢ Monitoring reports from 1994 and 1996 indicate that
miscellaneous unacceptable wastes including paints,
cleaners, batteries were recovered at the landfill. The
wastes were reportedly disposed to the appropriate
facilities.

e Hand written notes dated October 21, 1980, mention
illegal dumping of % empty barrels of oils and
solvents at the site. Monitoring reports from 1994
prepared by the Solid Waste Management
Department for the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) also listed multiple occurrences of
illegal dumping of paints, waste oils, and fertilizers at
the facility. The recovered waste was sent to another
facility for treatment.
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4.3.2 County of Los Angeles - Department of Public Works (LADPW)

Agency Name, Contact Information

Findings

LADPW
626-458-3517

LADPW referred Stantec to their webpage
www.ladpw.org/epd/cleanla/OpenFileReview.aspx to access

public records. The online research suggested that LADPW
does not have any records related to industrial

waste/underground storage tanks/stormwater for the Property.

4.3.3 Glendale Fire Department

Agency Name, Contact Information

Findings

Glendale Fire Department
Fax: 818-241-5386
Response date: May 13, 2019

Following records are associated with the ASTs located on the
LFG facility but not on the Property -

Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure (SPCC)
Plan was created for the LFG facility in 2005 and
periodical amendments were made to the plan until
2017. Types of petroleum products used at the facility
were hydraulic fluid, transmission fluid, grease,
gasoline, diesel fuel, used oil, and waste oil. ASTs
present onsite include three 5,000-gallon diesel ASTs,
one 550-gallon transmission oil AST, one 550-gallon
engine oil AST, one 550-gallon hydraulic fluid AST,
and one 3,200-gallon waste oil AST.

Onsite waste oil AST (tank 1) passed the pressure test
conducted in August 2017 after failing in July 2017.
ASTs Tank 2,3 and 4 (transmission fluid, oil 15/40,
hydraulic fluid) passed the pressure tests in July 2017.

Inspection reports from July 2017 for Tank 1 through 4
indicated miscellaneous observations including
presence of debris in secondary containment, minor
leaks, updated documentation, no stability support for
ASTs, installation of vent cap to close the opening of
top of the tank, paint failure, chipping and corrosion.

According to AST Inspection Report from July 2018,
the site was not in operation at the time.

Records for the entire facility, including the Property:

July 16, 2018 - Notice of Intention to Abate Public
Nuisance. Notice to remove all hazardous vegetation
100 feet from buildings, 10 feet from combustion
fences, and 10 feet from roadways.
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e Structural Observations Report form from November
2016 indicated no deficiencies in the footing, stems
and walls of the Truck scale pits and pedestals.

Records for the Property:

¢ Violations of the industrial wastewater permit in 1997,
1998, 2002 were reported. According to the industrial
waste discharge permit application from 1997,
approximately 3,300 gallons of waste liquids was
reportedly discharged per day. Condensate waste
was generated during landfill gas processing
operations. The types of chemicals, solvents
contained in the waste were chlorinated, aromatic,
oxygenated and other hydrocarbons from landfill gas;
oil from gas compressors; and sulfur-containing
compounds.

e Records from the Hazardous Materials Inventory
information dated March 2013 indicated presence of
following hazardous materials onsite:

i. Diesel fuel, motor oil, waste oil mixture,
gear lubricant, petroleum naptha,
transmission fluid, aerosol paint,
antifreeze, mineral spirits, paint,
dichlorofluoromethane, used filters, landfill
gas — methane, PVC solvent cement and
primer, propane, nitrogen (compressed
gas), hydrogen (compressed gas),
methane (compressed gas), 50% caustic,
hydrochloric acid, betz-GCP-187 (a blend
of phosphate and polymer), chlorine
tablets.

4.3.4 Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles (RWQCB-LA)

Agency Name, Contact Information Findings

Laura Gallardo Records obtained are summarized below:

RWQCB - LA ¢ RWQCB-LA maintained records for the active and
Rb4- inactive landfill. Groundwater monitoring is being
publicrecords@waterboards.ca.qov conducted at the active and inactive landfill.

According to the annual stormwater reports
conducted at the landfill in 2010 and 2011, no issues
of non-compliance were observed. No indication of
unauthorized discharges was noted.

Response Date: May 9, 2019

Project No.: 185804356 4.7


mailto:Rb4-publicrecords@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:Rb4-publicrecords@waterboards.ca.gov

PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Records Review
May 16, 2019

¢ Routine inspections conducted in 2012 concluded
that the landfill was well maintained with no WDR
violations.

e According to a Stormwater report from 2010, the best
management practices (BMPs) for sediment control
included application of daily cover, dust suppression,
grading to direct surface water, silt fences, hay bales,
and check dams.

e Arequest letter by City of Glendale Water and Power
dated June 4, 2015 indicated request for approval of
Notice of Termination of Coverage under Statewide
Stormwater General Permit for WDID Number 4
191022469. According to the letter, the Scholl LFG
facility is part of a much larger landfill site with a
different WDID. The request was approved on June
23, 2015.

According to SWRQCB’s GeoTracker website, the Property
address 3001 Scholl Canyon Road is an active WDR Site
as of February 22, 2019 under the WDR Order No. R4-
2002-0022. No documents in regards to this permit were
obtained at the agency or on GeoTracker.

4.3.5 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)

Agency Name, Contact Information

Findings

SCAQMD
PublicRecordsRequests@agmd.gov
Response Date: May 7, 2019

SCAQMD stated that no Notice of Violations were associated
with the Property address 7721 North Figueroa Street.
Records obtained for the Property address included
complaints, environmental quality labs (EQLs). The records
are summarized below:

e January 2010 - Permit of Operate a landfill gas
treating system consisting of two compressors,
absorber, storage tank, knockout drum, air-cooled
chilled water unit, economizer, feed gas chiller, and
refrigeration knock-out drum. Permit No. G7093.

e July 2006 — AQMD request to provide records of
sulfur content of the landfill gas and total volume
collected met — facility in compliance.

e June 2006 — Landfill Gas Treating permit # D90377;
Status Inactive and Landfill Gas Treating permit #
F4295; Status Inactive.

Project No.: 185804356

4.8




PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Records Review
May 16, 2019

e August 1997 — Notice of improper disposal of Class |
non-friable asbestos containing material (ACM),
source Honeycutt Tear off.

e December 1996 - Permit of Operate a landfill gas
treating system consisting of two compressors,
absorber, storage tank, knockout drum, air-cooled
chilled water unit, economizer, feed gas chiller, and
refrigeration knock-out drum. Permit No. F4295

e May 1995 - Permit of Operate a landfill gas treating
system consisting of two compressors, absorber,
storage tank, knockout drum, air-cooled chilled water
unit, economizer, feed gas chiller, and refrigeration
knock-out drum. Permit No. D90377.

e October 1990 — Compliance requirements to properly
maintain and operate Air Sparge system.

43.6 DTSC - Cypress

Agency Name, Contact Information

Findings

Jone Barrio
DTSC Cypress

Jone.Barrio@dtsc.ca.gov,
Julie.Johnson@dtsc.ca.gov

Response date: April 30, 2019

DTSC Cypress reported that they did not find any records for
the Property.

4.4 HISTORICAL RECORDS REVIEW

4.4.1 Land Title Records/Deeds

Land title records, deeds, environmental liens, and activity and use limitation documentation was not
provided by the User, and public records were not searched by Stantec.

442 Aerial Photographs

Stantec reviewed historical aerial photographs provided by EDR. The general type of activity on a property
and land use changes can often be discerned from the type and layout of structures visible in the
photographs. However, specific elements of a facility's operation usually cannot be discerned from aerial
photographs alone. The following table summarizes Stantec’s observations of the reviewed historical aerial
photographs. The aerial photographs are presented in Appendix E as Historical Records.
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Year Scale Observations, Property and Adjoining Properties

1928 1"=500’ The Property and surrounding areas appear to be forestland. An
intermittent stream appears to be flowing across the southern portion of
the Property.

1938 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

1948 1"=500’ The Property and surrounding areas continue to appear as forestland.
Multiple intermittent streams appear to be flowing across the Property.

1952 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

1964 1"=500’ The Property appears undeveloped. The currently inactive landfill
appears to be developed. Scholl Canyon Road appears to be developed.
Few residential properties appear to the west of the Property.

1977 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.
1979 1"=500’ The Property appears to be operating as a landfill. Additional residential
properties appear west of the Property.

1981 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property are apparent. The adjacent
property to the northeast appears to be developing as a golf course.
Tennis courts appear 1/4 miles northeast of the Property.

1989 1"=500’ The Property appears to be developed as a landfill gas processing facility
for the landfill. A water tank and a building are observed on the northern
part of the Property.

1994 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

2002 1"=500’ The landfill portion of the Property appears to be in the current
configuration consisting of a condensate processing facility, flaring
station, gas compressors, tool shed, refrigeration exchange skid,
condensate treatment area and office area.

2005 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

2009 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

2012 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

2016 1"=500’ No significant changes to the Property and its vicinity are apparent.

Name of aerial photograph source: The EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package (Appendix E)

443 City Directories

Stantec retained a third party to research available reverse city directories for the Property, in approximately
five-year intervals. The City Directory is presented in Appendix E as Historical Records. The following is a
general summary of Stantec’s review of the city directory listings:
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Subject Property Year Listed Occupants
Property — 3001 Scholl Canyon 2014 Landfill Scholl Canyon/Sanitation Dist LA County
Road 2010 Sanitation Dist LA County

Name of city directories and source: The EDR City Directory Abstract (Appendix E)

444 Historical Fire Insurance Maps

Fire insurance maps were developed for use by insurance companies to depict facilities, properties, and
their uses for many locations throughout the United States. These maps, which have been periodically
updated since the late 19th century, provide information on the history of prior land use and are useful in
assessing whether there may be potential environmental contamination on or near the Property.

Stantec contracted with a third party to search for copies of historical fire insurance maps covering the
subject and immediately adjacent properties. No maps were available for the Property or adjacent
properties. The Sanborn® Map Search Report is presented in Appendix E as Historical Records.

445 Historical Topographic Maps

Stantec reviewed historical topographic maps to help identify past Property usage and areas of potential
environmental concern.

The United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-Minute Topographic Map of Pasadena Quadrangle (scale
1:24,000), 7.5- Minute Topographic Map of Altadena Quadrangle (scale 1:24,000), 7.5- Minute Topographic
Map of Glendale Quadrangle (scale 1:24,000), and 15- Minute Topographic Map of Los Angeles
Quadrangle (scale 1:62,500) were reviewed to identify local and regional physiographic features in the
vicinity of the Property (see Figure 1). Based on the review of this data, the Property is located at an
elevation of approximately 1,107 ft msl and the general topographic gradient is to the southwest.

No RECs were noted during our review of the topographic maps. Copies of the historical maps are provided
in Appendix E as Historical Records. The following table summarizes the maps reviewed and our
observations.

Year Scale Observations, Property and Adjoining Properties
1894, 1:62,500 No details regarding specific development of the Property and its
1896, vicinity were observed.
1900
1928 1:24:000 Two intermittent streams are depicted as flowing across the north and

south of the Property. The Glendale and Los Angles city boundary is
located approximately 1/4t mile south of the Property.

1940 1:24,000 A portion was of the Property and its vicinity to the northwest was
unmapped. No details regarding specific development of the Property
and vicinity were observed.

1953 1:24,000 The Property and vicinity were depicted as forestland. A Debris Dam

is depicted adjacent to the southwest corner of the Property. A water

tank was observed approximately ¥4 mile south of the Property and
Project No.: 185804356 411




PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Records Review
May 16, 2019

Year Scale Observations, Property and Adjoining Properties
two other water tanks were observed approximately %2 mile northwest

of the Property. Eagle Rock Reservoir is observed approximately %2
mile southeast of the Property.

1966 1:24,000 The Property was depicted to be Scholl Canyon Park and partially a
forestland. No additional details regarding specific development of the
Property vicinity were observed.

1972 1:24,000 No additional details regarding specific development of the Property
and its vicinity were observed.

1988 1:24,000 No additional details regarding specific development of the Property
and its vicinity were observed.

1995 1:24,000 The Property is no longer depicted to be forestland and is depicted as
vacant land.

2012 1:24,000 No additional details regarding specific development of the Property

and its vicinity were observed.
Name of maps and source: The EDR Historical Topographic Map Report (Appendix E)

4.4.6 Other Historical Sources

Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas & Geothermal Resources

Stantec reviewed the Department of Conservation, Division of Qil, Gas & Geothermal Resources (DOGGR)
online well finder database to determine the number and status of historical oil and gas wells on the Property
and in the surrounding areas. There were no wells reported in the vicinity of the Property.
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5.0

SITE RECONNAISSANCE

A visit to the Property and its vicinity was conducted by Mr. Scott Edblad on April 29, 2019. Access to the
Property was provided by the on-site Sanitation District Engineer Marty. Figure 2 provides information about
the Property and adjoining properties and the location of potential areas of environmental concern.
Photographs collected during the Property visit are included in Appendix A.

5.1 SITE RECONNAISSANCE METHODOLOGY

The Site reconnaissance focused on observation of current conditions and observable indications of past
uses and conditions that may indicate the presence of a REC. The Property reconnaissance was
conducted on foot and Stantec utilized the following methodology to observe the Property:

o Traverse the outer Property boundary.

o Traverse transects across the Property.

e Traverse the periphery of all structures on the Property.

o Visually observe accessible interior areas expected to be used by occupants or the public,
maintenance and repair areas, utility areas, and a representative sample of occupied spaces.

Weather conditions during the visit to the Property were clear and sunny. There were no weather-related
Property access restrictions encountered during the reconnaissance visit.

5.2 GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Property and Area The Property is located in an urban development. Surrounding properties
Description: include combination of vacant land and residential properties.
Property Operations: The Property is a natural gas processing facility and is a part of an active

landfill which currently accepts non-hazardous solid waste.

Structures, Roads, Other
Improvements:

The structures present on the Property include multiple trailers, two high
voltage buildings, flaring station, condensate processing facility, and
refrigeration exchange skid area. The surface is covered partly by
asphalt and partly unpaved.

Property Size (acres):

3.0

Estimated % of Property
Covered by

Buildings and/or Pavement:

10

Observed Current Property
Use/Operations:

Landfill gas processing facility.
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Observed Evidence of Past
Property Use(s):

None observed.

Potable Water Source:

Glendale Water and Power.

Electric Utility:

Glendale Water and Power.

53

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

The following table summarizes Stantec’s observations during the Property reconnaissance.

Observations

Description/Location

Hazardous Substances and
Petroleum Products as Defined by
CERCLA 42 U.S.C. § 9601(14):

Hazardous substances observed on the Property included waste
oil, antifreeze, hydrochloric acid, compressor oil, and diesel. All
substances appeared to be stored appropriately.

Drums (> 5 gallons):

Miscellaneous drums storage, southeast of the Property (with or
without secondary containment):
e 8x55-gal magnasol
e 2x55-gal magnafloc
o 5x55-gal pacemaker oil
e 55-gal aluminum chloride
e 2x55-gal antifreeze, cleaning solvent
o 55-gal sorbent waste storage drum
o 55-gal oil storage drums
e 16-gal hydrochloric acid storage drum

Strong, Pungent, or Noxious Odors:

None detected.

Pools of Liquid:

None observed.

Unidentified Substance Containers:

None observed.

PCB-Containing Equipment:

Undetermined. Transformers were observed on the south
portion of the Property.

Other Observed Evidence of
Hazardous Substances or Petroleum
Products:

None observed.

54

INTERIOR OBSERVATIONS

The site is a landfill outdoors and no interior observations were needed.
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5.5

EXTERIOR OBSERVATIONS

Stantec made the following observations during the site reconnaissance of exterior areas of the Property
and/or identified the following information during the interview or records review portions of the assessment:

Observations

Description

On-site Pits, Ponds, or Lagoons:

None observed.

Stained Soil or Pavement:

No major staining observed. Cracks in asphalt roads/parking lot
were observed throughout the Property.

Stressed Vegetation:

None observed.

Waste Streams and Waste Collection
Areas:

A dedicated waste storage area was observed along the
southern part of the Property.

Solid Waste Disposal:

A solid waste disposal area was observed on the southwest part
of the Property.

Potential Areas of Fill Placement:

No mounds, piles or depressions suggesting the placement of fill
material were observed on the Property.

Wastewater: The Property has a wastewater discharge permit to discharge
into the municipal wastewater system.

Stormwater: Stormwater drains were observed on the Property; however, no
evidence of contamination was observed.

Wells: No wells were observed.

Septic Systems:

No visible evidence of the existence of a septic system was
observed.

Other Exterior Observations:

None observed.

5.6 UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS/STRUCTURES

Existing No visible evidence (fill pipes, vent pipes, dispensers, surface patches), which would

USTs: indicate the presence of USTs, was discovered during the site reconnaissance.

Former No visible evidence (fill pipes, vent pipes, dispensers, surface patches), reports, or

USTs: other evidence of the former presence of USTs was discovered during this Phase |
ESA. However, according the EDR database a 1,000-gallon super leaded product
UST was reported to be present on the Property.

Other None observed.

Underground

Structures:
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5.7 ABOVEGROUND STORAGE TANKS
Existing Condensate processing facility:
ASTs: e 300-gal mixing (poly tank)
e 2x300-gal caustic soda (poly tank)
e 1,000-gal mixing (poly tank)
e 3x10,000-gal condensate (poly tank)
e 2,500-gal magnasol (poly tank)
e 2,500-gal magnafloc (poly tank)
e 3x500-gal condensate (poly tank)
e 55-gal condensate (poly tank)
e 55-gal drum (unknown)
e 2x11,000-gal carbon tanks
Refrigeration Exchange fluid area:
e 55-gal hydrogen sulfide (poly tank)
e 800-gal hydrogen sulfide (poly tank)
e 1,100-gal sulfatrol (poly tank)
e 55-gal pure carbon (vapor phase)
e 40-gal oil/ condensate (poly tank)
Gas Compressor Area:
e 4x80-gal used oil (poly tank)
e 4x16 feet® metal cube storing oil
e 100 gal, 1,000-gal oil storage drums and poly tanks
Three diesel ASTs with no secondary containment (6,000-gal, 4,885-gal and 4,561-
gal) were observed approximately 500 feet east from the Property. According to
historical aerial photographs, the ASTs were present at this location since at least
1983.
Former No visible evidence (fill pipes, vent pipes, dispensers, surface stains), reports, or other
ASTs: evidence of the former presence of ASTs was discovered during this Phase | ESA.
58  ADJOINING PROPERTIES
5.8.1 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties

As viewed from the Property and/or from public rights-of-way, Stantec made the following observations
about use and activities on adjoining properties:

NORTH

Scholl Canyon Golf Course

Project No.: 185804356
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SOUTH Highway 134

EAST Landfill, vacant land and residential properties further east

WEST Lower Scholl Canyon Park
58.2 Observed Evidence of Past Uses of Adjoining Properties
Observations of adjoining properties providing indications of past use and activities, if any, are described
below.

NORTH None observed.

SOUTH None observed.

EAST None observed.

WEST None observed.
58.3 Pits, Ponds or Lagoons on Adjoining Properties

As viewed from the Property and/or from public rights-of-way, Stantec made the following observations
about the presence of pits, ponds and lagoons on adjoining properties:

NORTH None observed.
SOUTH None observed.
EAST None observed.
WEST None observed.

5.9 OBSERVED PHYSICAL SETTING

Area:

Topography of the The Property and surrounding areas have a general topographic gradient
Property and Surrounding | of southwest.
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6.0 INTERVIEWS

Stantec conducted interviews with the following individuals:

Name and contact information Relationship to Property Key findings:
Marty On-site Sanitation District Mr. Marty indicated that there
Engineer had not been any updates or

major events at the facility since
the prior site visit in 2016 for the
Phase | ESA. He also indicated

that there were less portions of

the landfill operating in 2019.
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7.0 EVALUATION

This section provides a summary overview of or Findings, Opinions, and Conclusions.

7.1 FINDINGS AND OPINIONS

Information gathered from interviews, reviews of existing data review, and a property inspection was
evaluated to determine if RECs are present in connection with the Property. Based on this information,
Stantec made the following findings and developed the following opinions.

Finding 1:

Opinion 1:
Finding 2:
Opinion 2:
Finding 3:
Opinion 3:

Finding 4:

Opinion 4:

Numerous drums and poly tanks containing various hazardous chemicals and/or waste oil
were observed on the Property.

Storage, use and disposal of petroleum hydrocarbons and hazardous chemicals at the
facility is considered a REC. However, during the site reconnaissance, Stantec did not
observe evidence of significant leaks or spills at the Property. Stantec also observed some
drums containing hazardous chemicals which were stored on secondary containment.

The Property is a natural gas processing facility and is a part of an active landfill and as
such, there is a possibility of release of gas emissions including methane. The landfill was
historically reported to accept some contaminated soils, and groundwater is being
monitored for impacts from VOCs.

Presence of a landfill as part of the Property is considered a REC. However, no buildings
were observed on the Property during the site reconnaissance which eliminated the current
possibility of indoor air quality issues and it was reported that the landfill currently accepted
only nonhazardous waste, potentially limiting the types of hazardous gas emissions from
the landfill. Historical agency records review indicated that the Property was in compliance
and any violations/complaints reported were rectified.

Three ASTs (6,000-gal, 4,885-gal and 4,561-gal) storing diesel were observed
approximately 500 feet east from the Property. No secondary containment was observed.

Since these ASTs are not on the Property and no violations were reported, the ASTs are
considered as an item of note for the Property but not a REC.

The EDR database reported presence of a 1,000-gal UST with regular unleaded gasoline
used for motor vehicle fuel at the landfill.

Since no spills, leaks or violations were reported and the reported UST is not on the
Property, it is considered as an item of note for the Property but not a REC.
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7.2 DATA GAPS

The federal AAl rule [40 CFR 312.10(a)] and ASTM E1527-13 identify a “data gap” as the lack or inability
to obtain information required by the standards and practices of the rule despite good faith efforts by the
Environmental Professional or the User.

Any data gaps resulting from the Phase | ESA described in this report are listed and discussed below.

Gap Discussion

Deletions or Exceptions from
Scope of Work Referenced in None.
Section 1.4:

Weather-Related Restrictions To | None.
Site Reconnaissance:

Facility Access Restrictions to None.
Site Reconnaissance:

Other Site Reconnaissance None.
Restrictions:

Data Gaps From Environmental None.
Records Review:

Data Gaps From Historical None.
Records Review:

Data Gaps From Interviews: None.
Other Data Gaps: None.

7.3 CONCLUSIONS

We have performed a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM Practice E1527-13 of 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, California 91206, the
Property. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 7.2 of this report.

The following items of note were identified during this ESA:

e Three ASTs (6,000, 4,885 and 4,561 gallons) storing diesel were observed approximately 500 feet
east of the Property. No secondary containment was observed during site inspection. Since these
ASTs are not located on the Property and no violations/leaks/spills were reported, the ASTs are
considered as an item of note for the Property but not a REC.

e The EDR database reported presence of a 1,000-gal UST with regular unleaded gasoline used for
motor vehicle fuel at the landfill. Since no spills, leaks or violations were reported and the reported
UST is not on the Property, it is considered as an item of note for the Property but not a REC.
Project No.: 185804356 7.2
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Industrial hygiene issues including exposure to dust, hazardous waste and chemicals were
identified at the Property during the site inspection. Worker's contact exposure to the above-
mentioned issues should be addressed via administrative and/or engineering controls and PPE.

This assessment has revealed the following evidence of recognized environmental conditions in connection
with the Property:

During the site reconnaissance and review of regulatory agency records, Stantec noted numerous
drums and poly tanks which stored various hazardous chemicals and/or waste oil on the Property.
The storage, use and disposal of petroleum hydrocarbons and hazardous chemicals at the facility
is considered a REC. However, during the site reconnaissance, Stantec did not notice evidence of
significant leaks or spills at the Property. Stantec also observed that some drums containing
hazardous chemicals were stored on secondary containment.

The Property is a natural gas processing facility and is a part of an active landfill, and as such, there
is a possibility of release of gas emissions including methane. The landfill was historically reported
to accept some contaminated soils, and groundwater is being monitored for impacts from VOCs.
Therefore, presence of a landfill is considered as a REC. However, no buildings were observed
on the Property during the site reconnaissance which eliminated the current possibility of indoor air
quality issues and it was reported that the landfill currently accepted only nonhazardous waste,
potentially limiting the types of hazardous gas emissions from the landfill. Historical agency records
review indicated that the Property was in compliance and any violations/complaints reported were
rectified.
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8.0 NON-SCOPE CONSIDERATIONS

No ASTM E1527-13 non-scope services were performed as part of this Phase | ESA with the following
exceptions:

8.1 LEAD-BASED PAINT

Concern for lead-based paint (LBP) is primarily related to residential structures. The EPA’s Final Rule on
Disclosure of Lead-Based Paint in Housing (40 CFR Part 745) defines LBP as paint or other surface
coatings that contain lead equal to or in excess of 1.0 milligram per square centimeter or 0.5 percent by
weight.

The risk of lead toxicity in LBP varies based upon the condition of the paint and the year of its application.
The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has identified the following risk factors:

e The age of the dwelling as follows: maximum risk is from paint applied before 1950.
e There is severe risk from paint applied before 1960.

e There is moderate risk from deteriorated paint applied before 1970.

e There is slight risk from the paint that is intact but applied before 1977.

¢ The condition of the painted surfaces.

e The presence of children and certain types of households in the building.

e Previously reported cases of lead poisoning in the building or area.

Samples of suspect LBP were collected for laboratory analysis of lead and was submitted to the Client in a
separate report in 2015.

Conclusions of the 2015 report:

None of the paint sampled meets the definition of LBP. However, the gray paint associated with the small
compressor contains concentrations of lead that would require compliance with applicable portions of
OSHA 29 CFR 1926.62 (Lead — Safety and Health Regulations for Construction) and DOSH 8 CCR Section
1532.1 (Lead in Construction Standard), (Stantec 2015).

8.2 ASBESTOS

Asbestos can be found in many applications, including sprayed-on or blanket-type insulation, pipe wraps,
mastics, floor and ceiling tiles, wallboard, mortar, roofing materials, and a variety of other materials
commonly used in construction. The greatest asbestos-related human health risks are associated with
friable asbestos, which is ACM that can be reduced to powder by hand pressure. Friable asbestos can
become airborne and be inhaled, and has been associated with specific types of respiratory disease. The
manufacturing and use of asbestos in most building products was curtailed during the late 1970s. Stantec

Project No.: 185804356 8.1



PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Non-Scope Considerations
May 16, 2019

makes no warranty as to the possible existence or absence of inaccessible materials or to their evaluation
with respect to asbestos content.

Samples of suspect ACM were collected for laboratory analysis of asbestos and was submitted to the Client
in a separate report in 2015.

Conclusions of the report:

Based on the findings of this survey, no asbestos-containing materials were identified. No additional
assessment/survey appears warranted at this time. It should be noted however that the asbestos survey
was limited to accessible materials only and did not include underground utilities. Historically, certain
concealed materials may be present within equipment (e.g. electrical wire wrapping, insulation materials,
etc.) that contain asbestos, and some underground utility piping has been known to contain asbestos (e.g.,
Transite pipe). If demolition of the Property includes removal of on-site portions of underground utilities
(storm drains, sewer, domestic water laterals, etc.), evaluation of the asbestos content of these components
must be performed prior to the removal process. Suspect materials identified in these locations are
assumed positive for asbestos until sampling and analysis indicates otherwise. If during the course of a
renovation/demolition project suspect ACMs are discovered that are not included within this report, those
materials are to be assumed positive for asbestos unless additional sampling, analysis and/or assessment
indicates otherwise (Stantec, 2015).

8.3 POLYCHLORINATED BIPHEYNYLS (PCBS) IN CAULK

PCBs belong to a broad family of man-made organic chemicals known as chlorinated hydrocarbons. The
commercial production of PCBs started in the late 1920s until their manufacture was banned in 1979
because of the possible carcinogenic risk to human health and to the environment. PCBs have a range of
toxicity and vary in consistency from thin, light-colored liquids to yellow or black waxy solids. Due to their
non-flammability, chemical stability, high boiling point, and electrical insulating properties, PCBs were used
in hundreds of industrial and commercial applications including electrical, heat transfer, and hydraulic
equipment; as plasticizers in paints, plastics, and rubber products; in pigments, dyes, and carbonless copy
paper; and many other industrial applications. The PCBs used in these products were chemical mixtures
made up of a variety of individual chlorinated biphenyl components, known as congeners. Most commercial
PCB mixtures are known in the United States by their industrial trade names. The most common trade
name is Aroclor.

Prior to the 1979 ban, PCBs entered the environment during their manufacture and use in the United States.
Although no longer commercially produced in the United States, PCBs may be present in products and
materials such as caulk produced before the 1979 PCB ban. Today PCBs associated with building
demolition or renovation projects can still be released into the environment from illegal or improper dumping
of PCB wastes; disposal of PCB-containing consumer products into municipal or other landfills not designed
to handle hazardous waste and through improper containment during removal.

Since no buildings were present on the Property during site reconnaissance, further assessment of PCBs
in caulk does not appear to be warranted.
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8.4 INDOOR AIR QUALITY

Due to lack of buildings, no issues regarding air quality were noted.
8.5 RADON

Radon is a colorless, tasteless radioactive gas with an EPA-specified action level of 4.0 PicoCuries per liter
of air (pCi/L) for residential properties. Radon gas has a very short half-life of 3.8 days. The health risk
potential of radon is primarily associated with its rate of accumulation within confined areas near or in the
ground, such as basements, where vapors can readily transfer to indoor air from the ground through
foundation cracks or other pathways. Large, adequately ventilated rooms generally present limited risk for
radon exposure. The radon concentrations in buildings and homes depend on many factors, including soil
types, temperature, barometric pressure, and building construction (EPA, 1993).

Stantec reviewed regional data published by the EPA (http://www.epa.gov/radon/zonemap.html) on
average indoor radon concentrations in the vicinity of the Property.

EPA Radon Zones (w/Average Measured Indoor Radon concentrations)

Zone 1 — High Zone 2 — Moderate Zone 3 — Low
(>4.0 pCi/L) (2 to 4 pCilL) (<2 pCilL)
Yes

Normally-occupied sub grade areas (i.e. basement apartments, offices, stores, etc.)?

No buildings present on the Property.

The Property is located in Zone 2 and is considered to have moderate potential for radon. To determine
Property-specific radon levels a radon survey would have to be conducted. However, because the Property
does not have any buildings, further investigation of indoor radon issues does not appear to be warranted.

8.6 BIOLOGICAL AGENTS AND MOLD

Mold is ubiquitous in the environment. To grow and flourish, mold requires moisture and an organic food
source. As such, mold may thrive in areas of water leaks or condensation such as in HVAC systems, roof
leaks, sprinkler systems, coolers, refrigeration units, sinks, bathrooms, showers, etc.

A limited visual assessment for evidence of mold-like substances or conditions conducive to mold growth
was completed by Stantec as part of the Phase | ESA. Stantec’s assessment was limited to observation of
readily visible, accessible areas for evidence of water damage or persistent moisture. Any observations
made were within the limits of Stantec’s typical site reconnaissance. Unless otherwise specified, no specific
efforts beyond that routine inspection were made to identify areas or conditions at high risk for having mold
present.
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No areas of persistent moisture or water damage were observed within the construction trailer on the
Property.

8.7 INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE

Industrial hygiene is defined by the American Board of Industrial Hygiene as “...the science of protecting
and enhancing the health and safety of people at work and in their communities. Health and safety hazards
cover a wide range of chemical, physical, biological and ergonomic stressors”. Information review and
observations found no reports or evidence of hazards within the Property that caused worker iliness.

Observations for potential industrial hygiene hazards were made by a Phase | Assessor during the limited
site visit, and that should not be construed as a substitute for a study conducted by a Certified Industrial
Hygienist (CIH). Unless otherwise specified, no specific efforts beyond a routine site visit were made to
identify industrial hygiene issues.

Industrial hygiene issues including exposure to dust, hazardous waste and chemicals were identified at the
Property during the site inspection. Worker’s contact exposure to the above-mentioned issues should be
addressed via administrative and/or engineering controls and PPE. However, Stantec makes no warranty
as to the possible existence or absence of hazards at the Property.

8.8 HEALTH AND SAFETY

The topic of Health and Safety can cover a broad range of physical, chemical, behavioral, and ergonomic
situations. Information review and observations found no reports or evidence of hazards within the Property
that cause health or safety issues. Unless otherwise specified, no specific efforts beyond the routine site
visit were made to identify potential health or safety issues.

No specific Health and Safety issues were visually identified at the Property during the site inspection.
However, Stantec makes no warranty as to the possible existence or absence of Health and Safety issues
at the Property.

8.9 LEAD IN DRINKING WATER

Stantec researched available data from the local water supplier to the area; no sampling for lead in tap
water was conducted for this Phase | ESA. The City of Glendale tests their water system for the presence
of lead and other contaminants. The City of Glendale reported their most recent measurement for lead in
drinking water was conducted in 2017. The lead concentrations (90" percentile) in the City’s water sources
were reported to non-detect for lead, within state guidelines. A copy of the 2017 Water Quality Report can
be found on the agency’s website at: https://www.glendaleca.gov/home/showdocument?id=45729.

8.10 REGULATORY COMPLIANCE

Regulatory Compliance is the adherence to laws, regulations, guidelines, and specifications relevant to
specific business activities, which can vary widely depending on the operations conducted. A regulatory
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compliance audit is beyond the scope of work for a Phase | ESA. Information review and observations
found no reports or evidence of regulatory non-compliance. Observations for potential non-compliance
issues were made by a Phase | Assessor in a limited site visit, and that should not be construed as a
substitute for a focused regulatory compliance audit conducted by compliance experts.

No regulatory compliance issues were visually identified at the Property during the site inspection.
However, Stantec makes no warranty as to the possible existence or absence of regulatory compliance at
the Property.

8.11 FLOOD ZONES

According to the Physical Setting summary portion of the EDR report, the Property is not located within a
500-year or 100-year flood plain. The nearest Surface Water is the Eagle Rock Reservoir, located south
of the Property.

8.12  SEA LEVEL RISE

To evaluate if a property will be impacted by a rise in global sea levels, Stantec accessed National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Sea Level Rise (SLR) and Coastal Flooding Impacts tool available
at https://coast.noaa.gov/slr/.

According to the online tool available from NOAA, the Property is not shown in a projected 1'/2’ sea level
rise zone.

8.13  WETLANDS

Wetlands cannot be definitively identified through visual observation alone. Defensible wetland
delineations require taxonomic classification of property vegetation, an investigation into the surface and
subsurface hydrology of the property, and identification of hydric soils. This level of delineation is outside
of the scope or work for this assessment. However, Stantec reviewed US Fish and Wildlife Service National
Wetland Inventory maps and readily available USDA Soil Survey reports. Information from these sources
is summarized below.

Potential Wetlands Observed on None Observed
Property:

New Development Planned for Property: Yes

Wetland Inventory Maps

Map Quadrangle Name Pasadena

Wetlands Depicted on Property: None depicted

Wetlands Depicted on Adjoining None depicted
Properties
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Soil Survey Data
Soil Survey Report Name and Date: STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Hydric Soils Depicted in Property None Depicted
Vicinity:

Based on the above documents and the field observations, a wetland does not appear to be present at the
Property.

8.14 ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Ecological resources can be defined as a source or supply of ecological importance from which benefit is
produced or required by living organisms for sustainable, normal growth and survival. Defensible evaluation
of ecological resources is outside the scope of this Phase | ESA, as a defensible ecological survey would
require taxonomic classification by skilled professionals, such as biologists. Unless otherwise specified, no
specific efforts beyond that routine site visit were made to identify ecological resources. If impacts to
jurisdictional features including streams and/or wetlands could occur, a biological survey may be needed
to evaluate and quantify the impacts to ecological resources identified.

Ecological resources are discussed in a separate report.

8.15 ENDANGERED SPECIES

Endangered species are discussed in a separate report.

8.16 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES

According to the National Preservation Institute, the term "cultural resource" is not defined in the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) or any other Federal law. However, there are several laws that consider
"resources" that are "cultural" in character.

NEPA's concern is with the "human environment," defined as including the natural and physical (e.g., built)
environment and the relationships of people to that environment. A thorough environmental analysis under
NEPA is outside the scope for this Phase | ESA but should systematically address the "human" — social
and cultural — aspects of the environment as well as those that are more "natural”. In addition, a NEPA
analysis should address the relationships between natural and cultural resources. Culturally valued aspects
of the environment generally include historic properties, other culturally valued pieces of real property,
cultural use of the biophysical environment, and such "intangible" sociocultural attributes as social
cohesion, social institutions, lifeways, religious practices, and other cultural institutions. These impacts are
usually analyzed either as impacts on "cultural resources," or as "social impacts," or as both — but many
such impacts actually fall into the cracks between the "cultural resource" and "social impact" categories as
usually defined.

Unless otherwise specified, no specific efforts beyond the routine site visit were made to identify resources
of cultural or historic significance.
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No cultural or historic resources were visually identified at the Property during the site inspection. However,
Stantec makes no warranty as to the possible existence or absence cultural or historic significance at the
Property.

8.17 PESTICIDES

No documentation of commercial on-site use of agricultural chemicals (e.g., pesticides, insecticides,
fertilizers or herbicides) was discovered during this ESA. Stantec did not identify any apparent agricultural
chemical processing areas, such as crop dusting airfields, bulk mixing areas; or repacking, transfer, or
agricultural chemical storage areas in the aerial photographs that were reviewed during this ESA.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity Q Stantec

Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206
Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

Photo #1  View of the ropertyparkig t and plpelne.

Photo #2  View of the Property pipeline from northwest.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity Q Stantec
Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

e

A
Alftue: 14897
Daturn: WES-84
Azimulih/Bearing: 282° N78W 5013mils (True)
Elewation Angls: +15.3°

Horizon Angls: +26.3° -

Photo #3  View of the hazardous materials storage area located southern part of the Property.

Mﬂme{Mnn. : , 2019, ’ " = = );
Position: +034.154889° / -118.190057° ool 3 =
Altitude: 1490f : "

Datuim: WES-84

Azimuth/Bearing: 305° N55W B5422mils (True)
Elevation Angle: +15.2°
Herizen Angle: +26.2°

Photo #4  Another view of the hazardous materials storage area.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity @ Stantec
Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

Date & Time: idon, Apr 29, 2019, 09:2
Pesitions +084.154749° / =118.19023
Alftude: 14896
DBatumn: WES-84

| Azimuth/Bearing: 263° SE3W 4676mils (True) g
Elevation Angle: +17.1° .
Horizon Angle: +25.7° -,
Zoom: 1X B
sehell eyn g

T

Photo #5  View of the landfill (not part of the Property) looking east.

Alfitude: 1 .
Datum: WES-84 9
 Azimuth/Besring: 265° NT5W
"Elevation Angle: +17.4°
Harizon Angle: +25.4°
%ghb‘

Zoorm: Ui

-

Photo #6  View of the landfill (ot part of the Property) looking east-northeat. -
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity Q Stantec
Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

Date & Time: Mon, Apr 29, 2019, 0
Positions +084.154855° / -118.188848°
Alifttude: 18121t - y
Datum: WES-84 ' e
Azimuth/Bearing: 266° S86W 4729mils (True)

Elevation Angle: +17.1°

‘Horizon Angle: +25.9°

Zoom: 1X

schall cyn o

Photo #7  View of the maintenance/equipment yard of the landfill (hot part of the Property).

Herizen Angle: +2%7° -
Zoom: 1X -i &

scholl gy 4G

Photo #8  View of the three ASTs located in the maintenance/equipment yard to the east of the Property.

Page 4 of 9



Photographs of the Property and Vicinity Q Stantec
Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

Photo #9  View of the Property looking north.

Date & Time: Meon, Apr 29, 2019, 09:22:40 POT
Position: +034.153845° / -118.191281°
Altitude: 1‘56'31

4871 mils (True)

Photo #10 View of the flaring station observed on theProperty to the south.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity

Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206
Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

,Eaﬂ ‘ef'_‘&m _srn. 2019,09:1936P0T T
Pesition: +034. ® /-118.193131°

fifude: 14117 3 -
Dbum. WE5-84 o

uth/Beaging: 096° SB4E 1707mils (True)
Elevation Angle: +13.3°
Horizon Angle; +25.8°
Zoom: 1X -
scholleyn

Photo #11 View from the Property looking southeast.

Photo #12 View of the chemical storage treatment area located south of the Property.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity

Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206 Q Stantec

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

Datum: WES-84 : ' i .
Azimuth/Bearing: 234° S54W 4140mils (True) e :
Elevation Angls: +16,7° P
Horizon Angle: +25.2°
Zoom: 1X

L cyn

Photo #14 View ofte southern part of the Propety Iooking northwest.
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity Q Stantec
Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206

Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

"X

Photo #15 View of the used oil containers and emergency spill containers located south of the Property (no
secondary containment noted).
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Photographs of the Property and Vicinity

Property Address: 3001 Scholl Canyon Road, Glendale, CA 91206
Photographer: Scott Edblad, Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
Date: 04/29/2019

m: WES-86
dmuthy/Bearin

ing: 020° N20E 0356émils (True)
+17.2°

Photo #18 View of the construction trailer present on the Property to the southeast corner.
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Phase |

Engineering Project Specialist

Anuya has four years of experience in the
environmental industry, including project and task
management; Phase | and Phase Il environmental site
assessment and remediations; hazardous material
assessments; remedial investigations; remedial
evaluations and installations; soil, soil vapor, and air
sampling; water sampling (wastewater, groundwater,
and surface water); National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA)/California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);
and workplans, proposals, and reports. Her site
assessment report background includes Phase Is for
complex sites including power plants, medical
buildings, gas stations, etc. Her remediation
background includes operating soil vapor extraction
(SVE) with granular activated carbon; thermal catalytic
oxidizer; and ozone sparge systems designed to
target petroleum hydrocarbon and volatile organic
compound impacts to groundwater, subsurface soil,
and soil vapor. Anuya’s site assessment background
includes drilling, well abandonment and
redevelopment, soil and water sampling, soil vapor
sampling and indoor air/intrusion (Summa canisters
and tedlars). Her regulatory compliance and
NEPA/CEQA document preparation includes
evaluating air quality, greenhouse gas emissions,
traffic/transportation, energy, utilities, and recreational
project impacts. Anuya has technical knowledge of
quantifying emissions for linear (i.e. pipelines and
roadways) projects using CalEEMod emission model.

EDUCATION

BS, Civil Engineering, University of Mumbai, Mumbai,
India, 2008

BS, Environmental Engineering, Old Dominion University,
Norfolk, Virginia, 2010

OSHA 40-Hour Health & Safety Certification
HAZWOPER Standard 29 CFR 1910.120(e),
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 2010

OSHA 8-Hour Supervisor Health & Safety Certification
HAZWOPER Standard, 29 CFR 1910.120, Thousand
Oaks, California, 2011

CPR/AED/First Aid, Thousand Oaks, California, 2012

OSHA 8-Hour Refresher Course Health & Safety
Certification HAZWOPER Standard, 29 CFR 1910.120,
Thousand Oaks, California, 2014

CPR/AED/First Aid Refresher Course, Thousand Oaks,
California, 2013

MEMBERSHIPS
Member, American Society of Civil Engineers
PROJECT EXPERIENCE

ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENTS PHASE
1,11, 1

Miscellaneous sites | Los Angeles, Riverside, Orange, and
Ventura Counties, California | Project Engineer

Anuya performed a limited visual site investigation, Phase
I and Il Environmental Site Assessments and site
characterization assessments for several clients, including
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (divesture
properties in Bishop, Proposed Trunkline in Los Angeles),
City of Glendale (Grayson Power Plant and Schon
Canyon Landfill) , medical groups, major retail tire
facilities, residential developers, commercial developers,
and banks. Properties included multi-story occupied and
vacant buildings, vacant lots, industrial and residential
properties, and automotive maintenance facilities.

ENVIRONMENTAL SITE REMEDIATION

Soil, Soil Vapor, and Groundwater Remediation | Los
Angeles and Orange Counties, CA | Project Engineer

Anuya helped with permitting and operation and
maintenance of soil vapor extraction, air sparge, and
ozone injection systems to remediate impacted soil, soil
vapor, and groundwater for property development
companies (commercial) and an Orange County city.
Sites included volatile organic compounds, chlorinated
solvents, and hydrocarbon impacts.

Soil, Soil Vapor, and Groundwater Remediation Systems
Operations and Maintenance | Los Angeles and Orange
Counties, CA | Staff Engineer

Anuya conducted operation and maintenance activities on
soil vapor extraction and ozone injection systems. She
conducted daily/weekly field monitoring, air sampling, and
monthly data collection to maintain air quality permits
compliance.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) | Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties, California | Project
Engineer

Anuya performed soil sampling at various locations,
including Lebec and Ojai maintenance yards and |-101
freeway in Ventura and Los Angeles Counties. She
evaluated the soil for total petroleum hydrocarbons,
volatile organic compounds, and metals.



Former Retail Petroleum Station Assessment and
Remediation | Yorba Linda, California | Staff Engineer

Anuya is currently helping manage permitting,
installation, and operation and maintenance of a soil
vapor extraction and ozone sparge remediation system to
redevelop a former retail petroleum station. The site is
impacted with petroleum hydrocarbons and volatile
organic compounds in subsurface soils, soil vapor, and
groundwater. She is documenting weekly operation and
maintaining thermal catalytic oxidizer granular activated
carbon SVE and ozone sparge remediation system;
permitting (City of Yorba Linda, WDR, and Air Quality
Management District); collecting monthly soil vapor
samples; collecting quarterly groundwater samples; and
preparing quarterly groundwater and operation and
maintenance reports and yearly progress reports
submitted to the Orange County Health Care Agency and
the City of Yorba Linda.

Soil and Soil Vapor Remediation | Harbor City, California
| Staff Engineer

Anuya conducted weekly operation and maintenance of
the soil vapor extraction system and collected soil vapor
samples at a dry cleaner facility. The site consisted of
volatile organic compounds, chlorinated solvents, and
hydrocarbon-impacted properties. Anuya prepared
quarterly operation and maintenance reports.

Target Store Assessment and Remediation | Anaheim,
California | Staff Engineer

Anuya helped technically execute the remediation of a
multi-million dollar project at a former Target Store
facility. Source areas included an automotive service
station and dry cleaner business that formerly operated
at the property. Remediation activities included
underground storage tank removal, soil excavation, and
soil vapor extraction. Anuya composed quarterly
groundwater and operation and maintenance reports;
conducted weekly/daily operation and maintenance of the
soil vapor extraction system with carbon vessels; and
collected soil vapor samples monthly. This site received a
no further action letter and was closed by the lead
regulatory agency.

OIL & GAS

Tesoro (Former BP ARCO) Gas Station Workplan
Reports | Project Engineer

Anuya prepared workplans and well abandonment
reports for various gas station sites to expedite the
remediation process and proceed towards closure.

Positional Letter Report, Tesoro (Former BP ARCO) Line
216 | Inglewood, California | Project Engineer

Anuya helped prepare a Positional Letter Report that
recommended an approach, strategy, and response to a
letter issued by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board. The letter addressed environmental
conditions reportedly identified along the Natural Gas
Pipeline 216, located on Hollywood Park Racecourse in
Inglewood, California.

Air Quality Study, Vintage Development Project | Kern
County, California | Project Engineer

Anuya helped prepare a Positional Letter Report that
recommended an approach, strategy, and response to a
letter issued by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board. The letter addressed environmental
conditions reportedly identified along the Natural Gas
Pipeline 216, located on Hollywood Park Racecourse in
Inglewood, California.

Vinvale Terminal Groundwater Monitoring and
Remediation | Southgate, California | Project Engineer

The project site is one of the largest fueling distribution
terminals on the west coast with daily simultaneous
operations. Anuya participates in the groundwater
monitoring and sampling activities on a quarterly basis.

Underground Storage Tank Removal, Tesoro Refining
and Marketing | Marina Del Ray, Newbury Park, Long
Beach, and Santa Barbara, California | Staff Engineer

Anuya provided technical support and field support to
remove and excavate an underground storage tanks at
various Tesoro service stations in Marina Del Rey,
Newbury Park, Long Beach, and Santa Barbara. The
project removed the tank, monitored air quality in
accordance with Rule 1166 Air Monitoring, collected a soil
sample during UST removal/upgrades, segregated
impacted soil, and backfilled the excavation pit.

BASELINE STUDIES

Occidental of Elk Hills Carbon Dioxide Enhanced Oil
Recovery and Sequestration Project | Kern Counties,
California | Engineering Associate

Anuya helped repair an equivalent document to an
Environmental Impact Report with several technical
studies to construct and operate a carbon dioxide (CO2)
enhanced oil recovery (EOR) system at a 48,000-acre
active oil field. The environmental document met the
content and format requirements of the California Energy
Commission, Department of Oil Gas and Geothermal
Resources; and Kern County Planning and Community
Development Department. Anuya evaluated potential
environmental impacts created by the construction and
operation of the CO2 EOR system (specifically for
population), and if warranted, provided mitigation
measures to address identified impacts.

Chevron-Branded Facility | Bakersfield, California | Project
Engineer

Anuya prepared a Baseline Site Summary Report for a
Chevron-Branded Facility. She prepared the summary in
accordance with established Chevron Environmental
Management Company (CEMC) guidelines for Property
Transfer: Health, Environmental, and Safety Due
Diligence Guidelines for Property Transfer for Service
Stations.

MULTI-UNIT / FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

ProUCL software for statistical calculations and analysis
to support Expert Report | Los Angeles, California |
Project Engineer

As part of statistical calculations, Anuya evaluated the
analytical data to establish the type of distributional
assumptions that best fit the data. To make this
determination, Anuya utilized the ProUCL 5.0 software



program provided by the USEPA and provided the upper
confidence limit of the mean to help determine
contribution of the site and the neighboring site to toxic
metals contamination. The program allowed normality or
lognormality data testing using the Shapiro-Wilk W test.



Senior Project Manager/National Account Manager

CEQA LEAD

StephAnnie has 25 years of professional experience
in environmental consulting. She has been involved in
all aspects of regional and site-specific environmental,
geohydrologic, and geotechnical investigations; she
has also participated on CERCLA/SARA, and RCRA
regulated projects. Within the last 15 years,
StephAnnie’s environmental consulting focus
comprises projects involving land uses subject to
discretionary agency approvals and public
environmental review. She provides environmental
services and leads and supports diverse teams that
include project managers, biologists, environmental
scientists, and planners, throughout the planning and
implementation phases on projects. She works on
issues analyses, project permitting, preparation of
required environmental documents and supporting
technical studies, and mitigation compliance.
StephAnnie has experience with commercial,
industrial, oil and gas, recreation, renewable energy,
residential, transportation, and water.

CERTIFICATIONS & TRAINING

CPR/AED/First Aid Certification, Red Cross, Thousand
Oaks, California, 2018

CEQA Workshop, California Environmental Quality Act,
Los Angeles, California, 2014, 2017

Defensive Driving Training, Internal, Thousand Oaks,
California, 2014, 2017

Basic Water Rescue Certification, American Red Cross,
Newbury Park, California, 2010

Loss Prevention System Training Certification, Chevron,
Thousand Oaks, California, 2010

29 CFR 1910.120, 8-Hour HAZWOPER Refresher
Certification, OSHA, Thousand Oaks, California, 2019
29 CFR 1910.252, Fire Safety/Fire Watch Training,
Agency, Thousand Oaks, California, 2009

29 CFR 1910.120, 8-Hour HAZWOPER Supervisor's
Certification, OSHA, Thousand Oaks, California, 2001
29 CFR 1910.146, Confined Space Certification, South
Gate, California, 2001

29 CFR 1910.120, 40-Hour HAZWOPER Certification,
OHSA, Ventura, California, 1998

Drug Intervention Services of America Certification, Los
Angeles, California, 2005

Refinery Safety Overview Certification, Los Angeles,
California, 2005

3 Stantec

PROJECT EXPERIENCE
AIRPORTS & AVIATION

Compliance Audits and Historical Evaluations of Seven
Municipal Airports | Southern California, Washington, and
Pennsylvania | 2010 | Environmental Support

StephAnnie served as a member of a project team
preparing fast-tracked compliance audits and historical
evaluations of seven municipal airports throughout
southern California, Washington, and Pennsylvania. The
project involved agency file and database research,
historical document research, site facility audits to
determine compliance status with appropriate regulations,
and generation of summary reports aimed at limited future
liability for the new operators at the airports.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS

Environmental Impact Reports and Memorandums of
Understanding* | Various, California | Environmental
Specialist

StephAnnie has prepared EIRs and provided
memorandum of understandings (MOU) project
assistance with regulatory issues and permits pertaining
to mining in groundwater and reclamation after mining.
She has worked with U.S. Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife, U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and several city
planning commissions and supervisor boards throughout
California. All of her findings were interpreted to the client
and proper remediation and reclamation was
recommended.

Tier 1 Release Assessment Investigation and Report |
Santa Monica, California | 2010 | Environmental Specialist

This project involved a Tier 1 release assessment
investigation of a municipal drinking water well field
impacted with MTBE. All work was completed under a
Unilateral Administrative Order issued jointly by the Los
Angeles RWQCB and USEPA. StephAnnie provided
oversight of the installation of more than 242 soil borings
and 14 groundwater monitoring wells totaling
approximately 23,000 linear feet of drilling. She utilized
innovative sampling techniques including SimulprobeTM
and EncoreTM sampling devices to collect depth-discrete
soil and groundwater samples, and participated in the
generation of a detailed Tier 1 Release Assessment
Report that totaled 136 volumes. The report included
interpretation of subsurface hydrogeology utilizing
geophysical logs, lithologic logs, and detailed geologic
cross-sections.

* denotes projects completed with other firms



ENVIRONMENTAL SITE REMEDIATION

Multiple ConocoPhillips Sites | Southern California | 2010
| Project Manager

StephAnnie co-managed and conducted ISOC modified
Fenton’s Reagent Injections for multiple ConocoPhillips
sites through injection of hydrogen peroxide (H202) and
chelated iron catalyst (EDTA) directly into the subsurface.
Together, the chelated iron catalyst and hydrogen
peroxide induce the generation of reactive hydroxyl
radicals, creating strong oxidants. The injected and
generated oxidants then react with the COCs in the
subsurface. The generated radicals react with COCs to
produce non-toxic by-products such as carbon dioxide
and water. StephAnnie effectively remediated the
dissolved-phase petroleum hydrocarbon plume at all
sites and has significantly reduced the primary COCs.

100 Environmental Groundwater Regulatory Compliance
| Southern California | 2010 | Project Manager

StephAnnie managed environmental groundwater
regulatory compliance issues for more than 100 retail
gasoline stations, dry cleaner facilities, multiple refineries,
tank farms, and terminals throughout southern California
via micro purge, quickie bail, and vacuum enhanced
purging techniques, as well as removal of liquid phase
hydrocarbons. Her responsibilities included the
coordination of subcontractors and management of
multiple staff personnel in performing subsurface
groundwater assessment investigations, management of
environmental related fieldwork, and making certain that
regulatory compliance issues were adhered to.
StephAnnie’s additional responsibilities included
collection and analyses of samples for a variety of
constituents including petroleum hydrocarbons,
chlorinated solvents, and natural attenuation parameters,
submitting technical reports within agency deadlines, and
interfacing with regulatory and client personnel.

HEALTH AND SAFETY MANAGEMENT

Office Safety and Environment Coordinator (OSEC) |
Thousand Oaks, California | Ongoing | Office Safety and
Environment Coordinator

StephAnnie is currently appointed as the Office Safety
and Environment Coordinator (OSEC) for the Thousand
Oaks Office. Her responsibilities include health and
safety office and field audits, knowledge and training of
OSHA regulation (for office, field, and subcontractors),
organization of medical surveillance, 40-hour
HAZWOPER, 8-hour Refresher, 8-hour Supervisor, CPR
and First Aid courses, training of all staff and
subcontractors for client specific health and safety
policies and procedures, and preparation of emergency
response plans for office and field.

Program Safety Manager, US West | Western United
States | Program Safety Manager

StephAnnie is currently appointed as the Program Safety
Manager for the US West Plains Pipeline Projects. Her
responsibilities include training of staff and
subcontractors for client’s specific health and safety
policies, health and safety field audits, knowledge and
training of OSHA regulation and procedures, completing,
reviewing, and/or approving Health and Safety Plans,

and providing client data/statistics for ISNetworld®
Compliance.

Safety Steward, Southern California | California | Safety
Manager

StephAnnie managed safety for environmental
groundwater and remediation regulatory compliance
issues, for more than 100 retail gasoline stations, dry
cleaner facilities, multiple refineries, tank farms, and
terminals throughout southern California. Her
responsibilities include training of staff and subcontractors
for client specific health and safety policies, health and
safety field audits, knowledge and training of OSHA
regulation and procedures, completing, reviewing, and/or
approving Health and Safety Plans, and providing client
data/statistics of compliance.

POWER TRANSMISSION & DISTRIBUTION

Clearvista Wind Project Environmental Impact Report |
County of Kern, California | 2010 | Environmental
Specialist

StephAnnie served as a member of the project team
preparing EIR for the proposed Clearvista Energy Wind
Project, a 40-MW capacity wind farm, located in Kern
County, east of the City of Tehachapi, in the Tehachapi
Valley. The proposed project required a zone change from
A (Exclusive Agriculture) to A WE (Exclusive Agriculture
Wind Energy Combining).

RENEWABLE ENERGY

Scholl Canyon Landfill Power Project | Glendale,
California | Environmental Task Manager

StephAnnie is serving as the assistant environmental task
manager responsible for preparing technical studies and
CEQA documentation for this project including the
generation of 12-megawatts of electrical generating
capacity from the combustion of landfill gas at the Scholl
Canyon Landfill. The environmental analysis included an
air quality and greenhouse gas emissions study, biological
resources study, cultural resources study, Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment, geotechnical study, lead
and asbestos survey, noise study and preparation of an IS
and MND.

SKIC 20 Solar Project | Kern County, California

StephAnnie supported field staff for a solar project, which
included pre-construction biological surveys, development
and provision of worker environmental awareness
training, and biological monitoring during construction.

SKIC 10 Solar Project, Kern County, California

StephAnnie supported field staff for a solar project, which
included pre-construction biological surveys, development
and provision of worker environmental awareness
training, and biological monitoring during construction.

Clearvista Wind Project Environmental Impact Report |
County of Kern, California

StephAnnie assisted with the preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report on behalf of Kern County for
Clearvista Energy Wind Project, a 40-MW capacity wind
farm, located in Kern County, east of the City of
Tehachapi, in the Tehachapi Valley. Specifically, Ms.

* denotes projects completed with other firms



Roberts assisted with preparation of the public services
and alternatives evaluation sections of the EIR.

SKIC 10 Solar Project | Kern County, California

StephAnnie supported field staff for a solar project, which
included pre-construction biological surveys,
development and provision of worker environmental
awareness training, and biological monitoring during
construction.

Oldman 2 Wind Farm, Pincher Creek | Alberta, Canada |
Project Specialist

StephAnnie assisted with this project that involves
obtaining California Energy Commission certification of
this Canadian wind energy project in accordance with
California’s Renewables Portfolio Standard Eligibility
program. Specifically, she assisted with preparing a data
gap and sequencing analysis between the Canadian and
California environmental requirements and helped
develop a plan to obtain California certification on behalf
of the renewable energy producer.

MINING

Environmental Impact Reports and Memorandums of
Understanding* | Various, California

StephAnnie assisted with the preparation of EIRs and
coordinated the completion of MOUs for project
assistance with regulatory issues and permits pertaining
to mining in groundwater & reclamation after mining for a
variety of projects. She worked with U.S. Fish and Game,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and
several city planning commissions and supervisor boards
throughout California. All findings were interpreted to the
client and proper reclamation was recommended.

LGT/Ditch Creek Goldmine Project, Noise Assessments |
Salmon, Idaho

StephAnnie conducted a noise study for a proposed
goldmine in Idaho. The scope of work included desktop
and field study to identify applicable regulatory
requirements, identify sensitive receptors, collect ambient
noise measurements, and establish baseline conditions.
and noise constraints that could affect the project.

SPILL RESPONSE

Well Blowout Spill Response Support, Emergency
Response | Bakken Region, North Dakota | Assistant
Safety Officer

StephAnnie served as the assistant safety officer
advising incident command during response to an oil well
blowout in the Bakken region of North Dakota. The spill
was one of the largest in the history of North Dakota and
occurred during the winter. StephAnnie was responsible
for safety observations, incident and near miss
investigations/reporting, trending, daily safety messages,
presentations to section chiefs and contractor personnel,
and implementing a safety improvement program.

Refugio Beach Oil Spill | Santa Barbara County,
California

StephAnnie managed emergency response services
provided to Plains Pipeline, L.P. to support the Refugio
Beach QOil Spill in Santa Barbara, California. She led over

60 personnel and provided various professional services
including shoreline cleanup assessment techniques,
remedial excavation oversight, biological resources
monitoring, cultural resources monitoring, civil
engineering, geotechnical engineering, erosion control,
habitat restoration planning & implementation, waste
management, and compliance with multi-agency
emergency permitting conditions. The emergency
response operations were conducted over a 100-day
period. StephAnnie wrote the regulatory compliance
report on behalf of Plains Pipeline, L.P. for submittal to the
US Coast Guard and EPA. StephAnnie also supported the
Natural Resources Damage Assessment Case
Management Team representing Plains Pipeline, L.P.

Marine Shipping Oil Spill Drill, Long Beach, California
(Technical Services)

StephAnnie represented the Responsible Party and
served in the Environmental Unit of the Planning Section
under Unified Command during a federal and state
evaluated marine fuel oil spill affecting marine waters o