The Gillette Cornpany ’ ' - FiteNo. $7-176
Rormer Paper Mate® Facility, Santa Monpica - ~ FPagel5
Cleanup &nd Abaternent Order No. R4-2008-0034 '

9, The Regional Board, through its Txeoutive Officer, way revise this Order ‘as additional information -
becomes available, Upon request by the Discharger, and for good catise shown, the Executive Officer +
may defer, delete or extend fhe date of compliance for any action required, of the Discharger undecthis |

Order. : ’ o ’ .

10. This Order in no way Hmits the suthority of tho Regionsl Board, a5 conthined in the California Water
Code, to require additional investigation and cleannp pertinent fo fhig project. It is the intent of this
Regional Board to jssue Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) or other Ordess pursuant to Sections
13263, 13304, and 13350 of the California Water Clods when appropriate to facilitate the cleanup and
abatoment activities, Chemical or biochernicel compounds caz not be injocted into the subsurface
until a site-specific WDR or applicable general WDR is issued by this Regional Board Additionally,
continued monitoring of the groundwater quality beneath the area of concerm after the completion of this

cleanmyp and abatemént activity may be required.

il. Section 13304 of the éalifon:ia Water Code .allows the Regional Board to recover reasoneble
expenses from yesponsible parties to oversee cleanup and abatement of untegulated discharges which
lzve adversely affected waters of the State. : . ) .

.12. Ympatrment of Drinking ‘Water Wells: Pursuant to California Water Code, Section. 13304, the
g " Discharger shall provide, or pay for, uninterrupted replacement water service, which may inchude well
‘ ] treatment, to the City of Senta ‘Monica. Replacement Water soust saeet all applicable federal, state, an ’
- ‘ “logsl drinking water standards, and have comparable quality to that waber purnped by the City of Sanfa

Morice prior to the discharge of waste. “Thas Dischasger is required to submit & water replacement of
. treatment plan and fime schedule for implementation to he Regional Board by Pecember 31, 2008,
The water replacement oF treatment plan and time schedule, both of which are subject to approval by

the Executive Officer, moust ensuce that an uminterrupted supply of water is available frors Gity of

Santa Menica water supply well SM-7, Wellhead treatment at well SM-7 may be necessary to.1epove
contamination originating from the former Paper Mate® Bacility. : o

13 Prrsuant to the California Water Code, Sectiont 13320, the Discharger may seek feview of this Order .
by filing a petition with fhe State Water Resourcés Control Board (State Board), Such = petition must
. be sent to the State Board, located i P.0. Box 100, 901 ¥ Sirest, Sacramento, Cslifornta 95812,
within 30 days of the receipt of this Order. .

' 14, Failure to cotoply wifh the terms of conditions of this Ordér may result in imposition of eivil lisbilities,

LI jmposed. either gdminisuaﬁvely by the Regional Board or judicially by-the Supesdor Court in

; . accordance with Sections 13268, 13304, 13308, and 13350, ef seq,, of the California Water Code,

[ . . andfor referral to the Aftomey General of the State of California for such action. as hefshe may deem
’ appropriate. " ) )

Date: July 25, 2008
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Attachment - A T

: ) " FIME SCHEDULE
l REQUIREMENY DUE DATE -
! o1 Develop apd Update a Site Conceptual Model
P A. | Written pregentation with graphic October 31,2008
o ‘ : {Tlastrations of contaminant release and
. disifibution scenario
\ " REQUIREMENT \ DUEDATE
. ' " Assessment of Contamination in Soil, and Groundwater of the Unsaturated and
v& .. Saturated Zones : '
| ‘Assessment repoit containing results of Yuly 15,2008 -
assessment proposed in the Angust 31, 2007 o o
document Gtled, Results of ddditional On-
Site B-Zone Groundwater Assessment and
Work Plan for Deeper On-Site Groundweter’
Assessment o
B | Work plam for additional on-site essessment T July 15, 2008
' needed based on restilts of assessment report .
1 - | ooted in A sbove, and fo complete the -
: ;| assessment of all sballow vontaminated soil
L +that will not be effectively remediated using
' |ISTT . . C
: rﬁ C .| Assessinent report contzmng results of 12 weeks following completion of ficld
' " assesspaeps proposed inthe December 20, work,
2007 document titled, Second Addendum to oo
X Work Plan for Off-Site Groundwafer Note: Iterative additionsl assessment
. : Investigation and work plan for additional reports and work plans are o be
‘ agsessment off-site.groundwater assessment | submitted following this schedule wutil
) | contaminated groundwéter plumes,
. orginating from site are adeghately
defined. '
) REQUIREMENT . . DUE DATE
3| ‘ " Gronndwater Monitoring
1 | Site-Wide Monitoring Report: Quartesly eachyeat  ©
\ : : , The first report under this CAC is due

July 31, 2008;

Monitoring Perlod Report Due Date
-} Tammary to March =~ . April 30°
July 51

Aprl to June
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REQUIREMENT & DUE DATE
Tuly to Septesdber ’ | October 31
Octobex to Decentber i Jaonary 31 °

A Preparefinal Deotaiied In Sitw Thermsl Augest 30, 2008.
"Froatment Rewedial Action Plan (RAP) .
j for Buildings I and I ares, inchude

2 detailed plam for remediation of any
shallow contamination that will not be
effectively addressed by ISTT, including
wropused cleanup goals ’
B | Implement RAP for Butldings Land I September 30, 2008.

[4a | Romediation of Vadose Zone Soil and Shallow Groundwater Building I 2nd ]}145

?IBH-
C Submit Remediation Progress Report for Quarteyly, each year .
Buildings I and Tl area ' The first report nnder this CAD s due |
o " Fuly 30, 2008.
Report Period , . * 1 ReportDue Date
Jarmary toMarch <, -{ Apit30™ .
Aprilto Fune * ' July 3 -
| Tuly to Septerber . October 31°
| Ootober to Decermber ) | Jaxmary 33°
D T Vadose Zone Soil and Shallow | April 30, 2009
Growndwater Remediation Systern must
be Dpexating at Buildings Land T axea

1B ,Submimemeaiaﬁonconﬁmaﬁonsm January 31,2011

: and Soil Vapor Sampliog ‘Workplan for ’
Buildings I and T for, Regional Board
Review and Approval

“F | Tmplement Remediation Confirmation Soil | April 30,2011
: and Soil Vapor Sempling Workplan for
' Buildings Y and I arcas and Subroi
Results for Regionsl Board Bvaluation

» REQUIREMENT \ Lo DUE DATE
4b ‘ Remediation of Vadose Zone Sofl Buitding XL .
A | Submit Remediation Progress Report for | Quarterly cachyeat = .
BuildingTarez - The Frat report under this CAO is due
’ - | July 31,2008, '
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FEGUTREMBNT

DOEDATE _&

Report Perlod
Japmary to March
Aypril to June
July to Septernber
October to December

P

Report Dus Date
April 30%

July 31
October 31°
Juruary 31

&1 Submit Remediation Confinmation Soil
and Soil Vapor Sampling Workplan fox
Building If avea -

Fuly 31; 2009

.C Tmplement Remodiation Confirmation Soil
' * {"and Seil Vapor Sampling Workplan for
Building Il area and Swbmit Results for
Regional Board Bvaluation

October 31, 2009

v

REGOIEMENT

DUEDATE

A | Prepare comprehensive Remediation
) Peasibility Study forall remaining on and
off-site Groundwater Contamination.

orlginsting from fhe Site

dc Develop and Tmplement Comprehensive, Plaomewide, Groundwater Remediation
{Bepeath ISTY Trented Aves and Off Site) .

June 30, 2009°

B | Prepare copaprehensive Draft RAP for al}
* { remaining on and o_ff«itpﬁromidwater

October 31, 2000, .

Prepare Final RAY $or all remaining on
and off-site Groundwates

.1 December 31, 2005‘?, :

| I

Tmplement Grounawater Remediation for
all remaining o and off-site Groundwater

December 31, 2013,

Submit Quarterly ’
ConsuuoﬁoanemzdiaﬁonRxogress
| Repoit. N :

Report Period
Temwary fo Maxch’
April o Jon€ .
Taly to September
October to December

Reptrt Due Date

Quarterly each yéar K .
The first report under this CAO is due
April 30,2011

Apxil 30° -

July 3t
October 31,
January 31

Submit Groundwater Remediation
Completion Report

Develop.based on yemediation progfess




. . S A sl e :
————y R R IOITIY0 WONOW WARVS - -
g ) N ) IOV SVAEAYd - - v i
T Losoumaoarond” L . T
gopeooteug -, . -
“pRunoM oo T -
SRR T
I :
,....zdﬁw...w-.»&«., Lo 9K 7
: fﬂ.wmﬁwa&w
s ..J.\..%ﬂtﬁ.....wﬁ.,. W.M., S g
: %%ﬁmﬂ, CRd
S S : %, NV.HVIWW.W\WW.'WW Wa&f«m«mwﬂ TR v DAL, .. e o -
7 7 3 »&..mnb. s A A% X . - oL e .
- - .
Y >
13
. L ) 2 &5 2, ..... - ........ .. :. .4...4 u.. Ty 3 =4 £ 4...0...,. m % -
. ; SIS W A SISy 78 RS 3| ot e g
RN e e ;L
"R\ DY A. x ...;.M(o\wﬂi‘ : 3 e Ty M.u Mmm\? R
e -




ANSRAZAS S |

<2 NESNNN DXNDI3

. . . . ) ?Fmiiﬁaé%ﬁi
P M VINHOAIYO VOINOW YANYS : :
- e . ALTMOVS 2LYNESdYd YAWHOd . Lopesot s -
0RGONM RIFEVINN LOSFONd v : . sz _aa/a._ém/ \y
. uejd 2US ougdumdond ¥4 v ] .
) anzom't

051

0

O e
008

I ONIGHNE

MNYL 30d

ALMEAON,
_1smUIEvLS

SIAL 200 SESYAS 4O NOUYDO? WNOIO

MiSHIn S0 NOIY20T ¥IWE0S

» yashauQacdt
NOILYOOY HRANDY

1ONIgUNS




-

" RS
?ﬂﬂﬂnﬁ»&nﬁbﬁi&t P

: 5 = g JsapunoR Hipdasy semsmeses

.

2t

o T

i

3332
Ve

v
& ..wm.

o5 o P Al .%ﬂvﬁ R ¢4 wﬂw..wpwﬂ g
PR St v’ - Ny

2 o 00
WGyt ome WL

e
O 6

=

P

s

<

s
.

n% 2EnTe

R O T W 2 2

»




o . dvﬂg S. VOREETY
u._..u._.ﬁnonvus:g %lu‘ . AV AVIRUT S

e ettt e

e =



M TR

—
AUV
. -y kg L d
TSRS NN ORI R SHIVEEE . oot
$aneniiRinel ST G e
o - A = <.
R o [ i 0T e
.oty s H ;. 2T
[or) e BRI DO s E R el
= JNon e Y . e A
L e ™ ] AVRBATT s Ty Sl -

o R - \ S
w—r | wein T

P

L/ e .
2l m

t

et timans 4 et e

-2




[SnpaRes Stss aag AT VSO

i
e




mevonn
. ——avy,

we et

RN RATGR -
PIRNEIT AR TR

GeaSynice Conxoltants §

CPERATIONS HESUBRRG T

= fel
e

$.
A

.o

AP

.



Exhibit B



Former Papermate Facilify, Santa Monica, California

. Summary of Environmental Investigations

1.

In 1986, Converse Bnvironmental West discovered that one pnderground storage
tank (*UST”) located near the northeast cotner of Building II (“1-10") and two
USTs on the north side of Building II (“T-11 and T-127) failed leak tests. Asa
result Tri/Con Engineering conducted an investigation of both areas- and
discovered 1,1, i-trichloroethane (“1,1,1-TCA"), trichloroethane (“TCE”),
tetrachloroethene (“PCE”), methyl ethyl ketone (*MEK”), methylene chloride and
1,1-dichloroethene (*1,1-DCE") in soil near take T-10. (GeoSyntec, 2005, pA40).
Remedial action taken as a result of these findings is described in paragraph 4 of
the next section of this document. .

In 1986, Converse Environmental West performed an investigation of USTs T-1
through T-6, T-17 and T-18 located on fhe south side of Building L Petroleum
hydrocarbons were foond in one soil boring nesr tanks T-17 and TOL8 at &
concenfration of approximately 1,400 paris per million. The presence of the
petroleum compounds was attributed to the discovery of creosote-soaked railroad -
ties af a depth of three feet below ground surface, (B&E, 1989, pp.2-15 to 2-16).
Remedial action taken as a result of these findings is described in paragraph 5 of
the next section of this document. Yo lefters dated Augost 18, 1993 and August
18, 1994, the City of Sania Monica approved closure of tanks T-17 and T-18 and
tanks T+1 through T-6, respectively (City of Santa Monica, 1993, City of Santa
Monice, 1994). :

Between 1986 and 1990, Ecology & Environment (“B&BE”) performed sevesal
investigations of the Site under contract to the U.S. BPA and concluded that the
Site was eligible for placement on the National Priorities List (B&E, 1989, p6-2)
put & “low priority” (GeoSyntec, 2005, p. 5). In 1990, Converse Environmental

West concluded that there was 1o basis on which to consider the Site eligible for '
Hazard Ranking System scoring (Converse, 1990, p. 43).

In Pebruary 1992, Converse Fnvironmental West subsnitted a report for the.
environmental assessment of former. plating operations in Building I The
agsessment discovered elevated nickel concentrations and low concentrations of
cyanide in one boring Jocated next to the southern wall of Building 1. Converse
concluded that no further assessment was ‘necessary, and in April 1992 the City of
Santa Monjca concurred with Converse’s conclusions. (GeoSyntec, 2005, pp. 27-
28). Nonetheless, Gillette excavated soil in this area, as described in puragraph 8
of the next section of this document.

In May 1993, broken piping was discovered under USTs T+7, -8, -9 and -10 at the
east end of Building I Volatile organic. compound (“VOC™)-impacted soil was
identified beneath and adjacent to these tanks. Tri/Con Engineering performed an
investigation of the area surrounding these tanks in 1994 fo further delineate this
soil contamination. (GeoSyntec, 2005, pp.40-41). Remedial action taken as a
result of these findings is described in paragraph 7 of the next section of this

Doc. #563512 V.1
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doocument. The Regional Water Quality Control Board (“RWQCB”) approved the
discontinuation of remedial activities in this area in August 1998 (GeoSyntec,
2005, pp. 40-41). ’

From Awugust through October 2000, GeoSyntec conducted a baseline
environmental assessmexnt at the Site as part of a potential divestiture of the
Papermate business (GeoSyntec, 2001, p. 1; GeoSymtec, 2005, p.b). That
assessment identified detections of VOCs in soil, soil vapor and groundwater that -
Gillette'rcpoxted to the RWQCB in a December 2000 letter (GeoSyntes, 2001, p.

1 and 13-16). : _

In Decemaber 2000, Gillette also notified the RWQCE of plans to perform fimrther
characterization of site conditions, and in April 2001 Gillette submitted the Work
Plan for Expanded Site Assessment (GeoSyntec, 2001, p. 1).

V Prom February through March 2002, GeoSyntec implemented the expanded site

assessment to further charactesize the extent of VOCs in the subsurface at the

 Gite. This study confirmed that soil gas and soil in the vicinity of Building I were

impacted by VOCs, {GeoSyntec, 2006b, p. 30).

GeoSyntec impleroented 2 quarterly groundwater monitoring program. in March
2002 (GeoSyntec, 2004, p. 14). In 2005, this program was revised to inclede
additional analytes (GeoSyntec, 2006b, p. 7).

GeoSyntec conducted a Phase 1l investigation of both the uppenmost groundwater
depth interval (approximately 40 to 70 foet below ground surface [bgs], the “A
zong'”) and a deeper groundwater depth interval (approximately 85 to 110 feet
bgs, or “B zone”) from July fo August 2003, Seven new monitoring wells were
installed at the Site. (GeoSyntec, 2004, p, 23). The investigation found
maxizaum concentrations of PCE of 31,000 micrograms per liter (“pg/L7) in the
A zone and 13,000 pg/L in the B zone, GeoSyntec concluded that the congruence
of the A. zone and B zone distributions of PRC suggested vertical migration of

© dissolved PCE in groundwater at the Site. (GeoSyntec, 2004, p. 47).

Between Rebmary end August 2005, GeoSyntec performed  additional
investigation of the vadose (unsaturated) zone o further characterize the VOC
contamination near Building 1 The study confirmed that the soil and soil gas in
the vicinity of Building I were impacted by VOCs, with the highest
concentrations of PCE detected near the former degreaser. {GeoSyntec, 20064, p.
29). : :

From April to Novernber 2006, GeoSyntec conducted firther investigation of the
vadose zone, A-zone groundwater and B-zone groundwater. This investigation
found the following:

Doc. #583512 v.1
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15.

a. There were no significant fmpacts to subsurface soil at the Site other than
the previousiy«discovered YOC impeacts (GeoSyntec, 2006b, p. 20).

b. . ThehighestPCE concentrations (>1,000 pg/L) in soil vapor were found in

* areas surrounding the former vapor degreaser. The distribution of PCE,

TCE and ofher related chemieals in soil vapor appesred to be Tocated

beneath the manufacturing area in Building I, extending to just north of

the property boundary, the entire east-west length of Building I and the

western portion of Building T, and up to the property line to the south.
(GeoSyntec, 2006b, pp. 25-26).

c Hydropunch and monitoring well sampling of the groundwater suggested
that the presence Of VOCs in groundwatex near the northern propetty
boundary appeared fo be confinuous with the presence: of VOCs in
groundwater beneath Building I (GeoSyntec, 2006b, p. 27). Both A-zone
groundwater and B-zone groundwater were shown to be impacted by
VOCs, with & maximum PCR concentration of 21,000 pe/L in the A zone

and 11,000 pg/L in the B zoné. (GeoSyntec, 20060, Thls. 4-3, 4-4).

d. Additionel soil vapor saropling conducted to the south of the Site beneath
Otlympic Boulevard confirmed that significant concentrations of PCE and
other related VOCs in the vadose zono do not extend beyond the southern
property line. (GeoSyniec, 2007, pp. 6-7).

Investigation ‘of B-zone and desper groundwater Was conducted by Geomafrix
between March and Mey 2007. Geomattix, 20070, p. 2). PCE concentrations in
groundwatet ranged from 49 fo 16,000 pg/L and TCR concentrations ranged
from 4.5 to 6,000 pg/L. VOO concentrations were found primarily beneath -
Building I and were found to be relatively low under Building I The
investigation concluded that deeper groupdwater  assessment was needed to
delineate, the vertical extent of VOC impacts in groundwater al the Site.
(Geomalxix, 20070, p.12)- '

In July 2007, Geowatrix petformed 2 supplémental soil vapor assessment of
tocalized VOC impacts in a small area on the western end of the Higgins
Property. (GZA, 2007¢, p. 2., '

From July to August 2007, Geomatrix conducted & coordinated groundwater
mopitoring event in order to assess groundwater levels and VOC concentrations
in groundwater in the vicinity of the Gite. A total of 73 monitoring wells at five
parficipating sites in fhe area were included in the event, which included
measurement of grovndwater tevels and collection and analysis of groundwater
samnples. (Geomatrix, 2007e, pp. 2-3). Results from thig extensive sampling
provided useful information regarding the location and movement of groundwater
in the area, The work also provided valuable information regarding the quality of
groundwater. Test results indicate that groundwater along the Olympic Boulevard

Doc, #563512 v.1
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corridor contains varying tevels of VOCs and that several different sources ey
be responsible for this contamination. The sources of the contamination are being
or will be investigated by the Californiz Environmental Protection Agency.
(RWQCB, 2008, pp. 1-2).

Tn December 2007, Geomatrix submitted an assessment of geologic faulting in the
vicinity of the Sife and discussed its potential influence on groundwater flow.
The teport concluded that faults or other geologic hetero geneities in the area may
influence groundwater levels and flow. The specific locations and characteristios
of these features, and their influence on groundwater flow, are pncertain and not
well constrained by available data. (Geomatrix, 20074, pp. 26-30).

Geomatrix is curtently conducting an investigation to assess deeper groundwater
below the B zone at the Site to further delineate the vertical extent of groundwater
impacts. (Geomalrix, 2007¢). Tn April 2008, Geomatrix began off-site drilling to
characterize the lateral and vertical extent of impacts 0 off-site groundwater
(information provided by Gillette). )

~ Summary of Remedial Activities

In September 1982, City of Santa Monica inspectors documented leaking waste . .

oil druras and stained soil in fhe hazardous materials/waste storage area on the

© gouth side of Building L The resulting remedial action included the removal of

the drums, excavation of impacted soil, paving of the confainment area and the
instaliation of eight USTs for the storage of oil and waste oil. (E&RE, 1989, p.2-
15; GeoSyntec, 2005, p-33). ) ‘

Tn May 1982, City of Santa Momica workers discovered ink chunks in the sewer at
manholes located at 1707 Stewart Street and at the intersection of Stewart Street
and Nebraska Avenue. The ik reportedly was discharged from the old clarifier
and into the City sewer during sts emoval and installation of the new clatifier.
The ink precipitate did not mix with the fluids in the sewer line end was collected

. for disposal off-site. (B&E, 1989, 0. 2-12; Converse, 1990, p. 12; GeoSyntec,

2005, . 44).

Tn November 1983, a Building II sewer line Jeaked and released sewage and
water-based ink. The land and approximately 55 tons of soil containing trace
concentrations of raw sewage and water soluble ink were excavated and disposed
of off-site. (R&E, 1989; p. 9-15; GeoSyntec, 2005, p. 44). '

As a result of the investigation that followed the failed leak test of three USTs in
1986 described earlier, tank. %-10 was removed in September 1987 along with 41
cubic yards of affected soil. The City of Senta Monica subsequently approved
reinstallation of the repaired tank, (Converse, 1990 p. 16; GeoSyntec, 2005, p.
40). '

Doc. #563512 V.1
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As & result of the discovery of petroleum hydrocarbons on the south side of
Building I described earlier, an eightby-ten foot pit was excavated down to 2
depth of five feet in the aree around the boring with detectable concentrations in
1986. Samples from the bottom of the excavation had no detsctable petroleumn
hydrocarbons. After the remediation was complete, the excavation was backfilled
and covered with cement. (B&E, 1989, pp. 2-15 to 2-16).

In May 1993, Converse Enviropmental West discovered pefroleum hydrocarbon~
jmpacted soil during the removal of USTs T-1 through T-6 on the south side of

. Buildingl. Asa result, the excavation to remove the tanks was expanded and an
© addition 101 toms of jmpacted soil was removed and disposed of off-site.

(GeoSyntes, 2005, pp- 35-34). In September 1993, Convetse drilled four soil .
borings in the vicinity of these tarks and discovered petroleum Thydrocarbons at
concentrations up to 250 milligrams per kilogram (“mg/kg”). As & result,
Converse conducted a bucket auger soil removal program and excavated.

. approximately 20 tons of impacted soil based on & cleanup level of 100 mgke

total recoversble petroleum Tiydrocarbons (“TRPH™ and fotal petroieun
hydrocarbons (“TPH") approved by the City of Santa Monica. The City pranfed
closure of the former USTs T-1 through T-6 in August 1994. {City of Santa
Monica 1994). : o

" In February 1995, Tﬁ]Con Engineering installed 2 soil vapor extraction (“SVE”)

system in the vicinity of former USTs T-7 through T-10 east of Building Il to -
address the VOC impacts fo soil identified in May 1993 described carlier. The
gystem was operated until May 1996. In September 1996, Txi/Con conducted
post-remediation confirmation sampling which found non-detect levels of VOCs

 .in soil at all sampled depths. The RWQCB approved discontinuing use of the
 SVB system. in August 1998, (GeoSyntec, 2005, pp. 40-41). :

Althoﬁgh the City of Santa Monica concutred thet no forther assessment of the
plating area in Building I was needed in April 1992 (GeoSyntec, 2005, pp. 27-28),

'3

Converse Bnvironmental West excavated approximately 4.6 cubic yards of soil to’
a depth of 5 feel near ‘boring BH-2, for which soil semples had elevated levels of -
pickel and low conoentrations of cyanide, in December 2001, None of the
confirmation samples contained metals concentrations greater than those found in
fhe background soil samples. (GeoSyniec, 2005, p. 28}. :

In February 2005, GeoSyntec installed and pilot-tested six soil vapor éxtractibn
wells in fhe area near Building I to provide input paramefers necessaLy 10
facilitate design of an SVE remedial gystem. (GeoSynies, 20062, p.1).

fo March 2006, the RWQCB approved the use of high—vacutum soil vapor

extraction as an appropiiate remedial technology to address vadose zone
contamination at the Site. (GAZ, 2007s,p.1).

Doc. #563512 v.1
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In May 2006, GZA. submitted a conceptual design for the high-vacuum SVE
system intended to address vadose zone impacts at the Site. (GZA, 2006, p. 1
The RWQCB approved this design teport in July 2006. (RWQCB, 2006, p. 1).

In September 2006, Geomaitiz submitted an Engineering Bvaluation/Cost
Analysis Report for an interim remedial measure (IRM™) for “hot spots” of
VOCs in the A-zone groundwater at the Site. Geomatrix recommended the use of
in-situ thermal trestment (“ISTT). {Geomatrix, 2006, pp. 54-55).

From February to March 2007, GZA conducted additional SVE pilot-testing 1

supplement dafa aeeded for the design of the contemplated SVE and ISTT
systems af the gite. -(GZA, 20072, p. 1). ‘

Tn March 2007, Geomaftix conducted hydraulic testing to obtain data needed for
the design of the ISTT system. '(Geomattix, 20072, p. 2). ,

In June 2007, GZA submitted a design report for a single-well SVE system to
remediate a localized vadose zone VOC impact on the Higgins Property. (GZ4,
2007b, pp. 1-2). From September to October 2007, GZA. installed the exiraction
well near the western side of Building II and extended lateral piping to Building
1iT on the Hines Property, vihere the SVE freatment system was installed, (GZA,
2007c, pp. 2-3). The system is currently in operation. -

Upon further considerafion and discussions with Gillette, the RWQCB in
December 2007 approved the use of ISTT as the final remedy for the vadose zone
at the Site as well as the A-zone groundwater IRM. (RWQCB, 2007). Gillette is
currently in the process. of selecting a vendor for the remedial work, (fnformation
provided by Gilletie).
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1993, Letter to Gillette ¢! Underground storage tank closure st 1681 26" Street,
Santa Monica, California, August 18.

City of Santa Monica Environmental Programs Division (City of Santa Monice),
1004, Leiter to Gilletie re: Underground storage tank closure at 1681 26™ Street,
Santa Monica, California, August, 18, §

Converse Bavironmental West, 1991. Review of Field Investigation Team Site
Tnvestigation Report, CERCLA. Ligting Site Tnspection Report, Santa Monic
Manufacturing Center, Sanfa Monica, California, October 7. )
Roology & Buvironment, Inc., 1988, CERCLA Site Inspection, The Gillette
Company/Papermate Division; Santa Monica Manufacturing Center, 1681 26%
Sireef, Santa Monica, California, May 31,

Reology & Environment, Tnc., 1989, CERCLA Listing Site Inspection, The
Giltette Company/Papemmate Division, Santa Monica Manufacturing Center, 1681
6™ Street, Santa Monics, California, October 16, :

Geomatrix Consultants, Ino. 2006. Engineéring Bvaluation/Cost Analysis
Report, Former Papermate Facility, 1681 26" Street, Santa Monica, Celifornia,
September 22. L

Geomatrix Consultants, Inc., 2007a. Hydravlic Testing Report, Former
Papermate Facility, 1681 o6™ Street, Santa Monica, California, May 31. ‘

Geomatrix Consuliants, Inc., 2007b. Results of Additional On-Site B-Zone
Groundwater Assessment and Work Plan for Deeper On-Site Groundwater
Assessment, Former Papermate Facility, 1681 260 Qtreet, Santa Monica, -
California, Augnst 31, ’ '

Geomatrix Consaltants, Tnc., 2007c, Second Addendum to Work Plen for OFf-
Site Groundwster investigation, Former Papermate Facility, 1681 26 Street,
Santa Monica, California, December 20

Geomatrix Consultants, Inc., 20074, Review and Assessment of Faulting and its
Potential Influence on Groundwater Flow, Former Papermate Facility, 1681 26%
Street, Santa Monica, California, December 20.

~ Geomalrix Consultants, Tno., 2007e. Coordinated Groundwater Monitoring
Bvent, Vicinity of Olympic Boulevard, Santa Monica and Los Angeles,
California, December 21.
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GeoSyntec Consultants, Tnc,, 2001, Work Plan for Expanded Site Assessment,
The Gillette Company’s Former Santa Monica Manufacturing Center (“SMMC"),
Santa Monica, California, April.

GeoSynteo Consultants Ino,, 2004. Phase II Site Tnvestigation Report, Papermate
Pacility, 1681 6™ Street, Santa Monica, California, June 16.

GeoSyntec Consultanis, Tnc., 2005, Source {dentification and Soil Assessment

. Work Plan, Papermate Facility, 1681 26" Street, Santa Monjca, California,

December 22.

GeoSyntec Consultants, Inc., 2006a. Results of Vadose Zone Characterization
and SVE Pilot Testing in the Vicinity of Building 1 and Revised Work Plan for

Remedy Emplementation, Former Papermste Facility, 1681 26" Street, Santa
Monica, California, January 23. '

GeoSyntec  Consultants, Tnc., 2006b. Site Investigation Report, Former
Papermate Racility, 1681 g™ Street, Santa Monica, California, October 30,

GeoSyntec Consultants, Tne., 2007, Site Tavestigation Report Addendum: Report
of Soil Vapor Sampling Beneath Olympic Boulevard, Former Papermate Facility,
1681 267 Street, Santa Monica, California, Januvary 8.

G7ZA. GeoBnvironmentsl, Inc., 7006. Conceptual Seil Vapor Exteaction Systemn
Design Report, Former Papermate Facility, 1681 26 Street, Santa Monica,
Californis, May.

GZA Geo Environmantai,‘mc., 20072, Soil Vapor Bxtraction Pilot Test Summary
Report, Formex Papermate Facility, 1681 26" Street, Santa Monica, California,
May. ' .

GZA GeoEnvironmental, Inc., 2007b. 'Higgins ?roperty Design Report, Former

 Papermate Facility, Higgins Trusts Property, 1740 Stewart Street, Santa Monica,

California, June 1.

GZA GeoBnvironmental, Tnc., 2007¢. SVE Systemn Construction Summary,
Equipment Specifications and Operations Plan, Higgins Trusts Property, Formet
Papermate FPacility, Santa Monica, California, September 27.

Mayer, Kevin C., 2008, Letter to Peter J. Raftery, Engineering Geologist,
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region, April 14,

United States Envi;omnental Protection Agency, Region IX, 1996. Aesial
Photographic Analysis, Santa Monjca Croundwater Area, Santa Monica,
California, February. .
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July 6, 2006
VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

Peter J. Raftery, C.Hg.

Englneeting Geologist .

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region :

320 W. 4th Strest, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

Subject Potential Chemical Release Sources in the Olymplc Boulevard Industrial Corsidor,
Former Papermate Facility, 1681 26th Street, Santa Monica, California
{File No. 97-176, SLIC No. 130E, Site 1D No. 2043C00)

Deat Peter:

Per the request of Dr. Rebecca Chou, enclosed is a summary of information regarding potential
chemical release sources in the Olymple Boulevard industrial Corrider. GeoSyntec Consultarits
(“GeoSyntec”) prepared this document on behalf of The Gilleite Company ("Gillefte”). This
submitial consists of three tables and one figure. If you wish, this submittal can be updated as
additional inforration becomes available.

The information presented in the enclosures was obtalned from publicly available documents,

- which are cited in the tables. GeoSyntec has reported the information as it was presented in the
original documents, without making any interpretations regarding the data. The locations of the
facliiies listed in the tables are identified on the enclosed figure.

Please call Franklyn Legall or me If you have any questions or need addiﬁonal information.

u -
//9’/ et P

aphen A. Johnson, P.E.
Director '

Enclosures

# e Rebecca Chou, Ph.D., P.E, RWQCB
Frankiyn Legall, Ph.D., The Gillette Company
Michae! McGuire, P.E., GeoSyntec Consuliants
Cralg Stewart, C.E.G., C.Hg., Geomatrix Consultants
Kevin Lofius, Esq., The Gillette Company

335 Bryant Street, 2% Floor, Palo Alto, CA 94301
main 650.473.4200 fax 650.473.4251 www.lecg.com



/

Peter J. Raftery, C.Hg.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
July 6, 2006 : ‘
Page 2

Kevin C: Mayer, Esq., Steptoe & Johnison LLP
James G. Derouin, Esq., Steptoe & Johnson Lpe
Peter A. Nyquist, Esq. {for the Stah! Trust)

David G. Dundas, Esq. (for the Higgins Trusts)
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