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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION
CLEANUP STAFF’S RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

on Tentative Order for 622-630 Jackson Street,
Fairfield, Solano County

This document provides Regional Water Board cleanup staff’s response to comments received
on the Tentative Order (TO) for final Site Cleanup Requirements (SCR) for the subject site. On
April 13, 2012, cleanup staff distributed the TO to the appropriate parties for comment. We
received comments on the TO from the following parties:

Date Commenter

05/15/12 | Regional Water Board Advisory Team

05/16/12 | Moore & Tegtmeier and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., former owners of the property at
622-630 Jackson Street — submitted by Christopher Nedeau, Esq., of Nossaman

05/16/12 | Ann Lewczyk, as personal representative of the Michael Mclnnis Revocable Trust,
and Robert Dittmer, owners of the property at 625 Jackson Street, Fairfield —
submitted by Doyle Graham, Esq., of Isola Law Group

05/16/12 | Jewel Hirsch (dba Fairfield Cleaners, located at 625 Jackson Street) — submitted by
Allison McAdam, Esg., of Hunsucker Goodstein & Nelson

The comments are summarized below together with our responses.

Regional Water Board Advisory Team

1. Comment: ldentify whether geologic conditions at this site preclude the use of
groundwater for drinking water.

Response: The Site is located in the Suisun Fairfield Valley groundwater basin. The
Tentative Order clearly notes that municipal and domestic water supply is a beneficial
use of groundwater at this site (see finding 9). We are not aware of any site-specific
information that suggests that the yield or TDS conditions stated in the State Water
Boards’ Sources of Drinking Water Policy (Resolution 88-63) would not be met.

2. Comment: The identification of this site in the Tentative Order and on Figure 1 is
inconsistent.




Response: We agree. The Tentative Order has been revised to eliminate this
inconsistency.

Moore & Tegtmeier and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.

1. Comment: We request that the Regional Water Board clarify its order regarding PCE or
PCE derivative compounds, which could not have been discharged from businesses
operating at 622-630 Jackson Street.

Response: The Tentative Order notes that, based on available information, it does not
appear that VOCs were discharged at this location. The Tentative Order specifically
requires investigation and cleanup of Stoddard solvent only. However, groundwater at
the site is contaminated with VOCs. A separate requirement for investigation of the
potential source of the VOCs has been issued under Section 13267 of the Water Code.
The requirement is posted on the GeoTracker website.

2. Comment: The Regional Water Board should not hold Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.
responsible for any alleged discharge of Stoddard solvent by Gillespie Cleaners in 1945
and 1946. Gillespie Cleaners announced in the Solano Republican newspaper it was
moving to a different location in January 1946.

Response: We disagree. Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.’s predecessor, Moore & Tegtmeier,
owned the property from around February 5, 1945 to April 20, 1972 (See Attachment 1).
Gillespie Cleaners operated during Moore & Tegtmeier’s ownership of the property in
1945 to early 1947. An advertisement appearing on page 16 of the February 6, 1947
edition of the Solano Republican newspaper announced the grand opening on February 8,
1947 of Gillespie’s new location on Texas Street at Pennsylvania Avenue (see
Attachment 2).

3. Comment: Moore & Tegtmeier purchased 622-630 Jackson Street on or about February
5, 1945. Tegtmeier Associates was not incorporated until 1971 and should not be named.

Response: We disagree; Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. should be named in the Tentative
Order. Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., a California corporation, is the successor entity to
Moore & Tegtmeier, a general partnership. Under California law, a corporation
purchasing the assets of another entity does not generally assume the seller’s liabilities
unless 1) there is an express or implied agreement of assumption, 2) the transaction
amounts to a consolidation or merger, 3) the purchasing corporation is a mere
continuation of the seller, or 4) the transfer is for the fraudulent purpose of escaping
liability for the seller’s liability. (See, e.g., Ray v. Alad (1977) 19 Cal.3d 22, 28.) Here,
Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., is the continuation of Moore & Tegtmeier. According to the
grant deed transferring the property from Moore & Tegtmeier to Tegtmeier Associates,
Inc., Moore & Tegtmeier sought permission to transfer from a partnership to a



corporation. (See Attachment 1) Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., as the continuing entity,
therefore assumed the liabilities of Moore & Tegtmeier. (See also Corp. Code § 1158
(debts, liabilities, and obligations of the converting entity continue as debts, liabilities,
and obligations of the converted corporation)).

. Comment: The evidence linking Tegtmeier Associates to the alleged discharge of
Stoddard solvent by Gillespie Cleaners in 1945 and 1946 does not justify a cleanup order
by the Regional Water Board.

Response: We disagree. Gillespie Cleaners operated at the property from about 1933 to
early 1947 (see Attachment 2) when it moved to another location. A newspaper ad from
January 1946 indicates Gillespie Cleaners was doing dry cleaning at that time. Shallow
soil and groundwater samples at the property show that Stoddard solvent was discharged
at the property. Gillespie Cleaners likely used and discharged Stoddard solvent as it was
used by dry cleaners during the period, when it was common practice to improperly
dispose of Stoddard solvent. Gillespie Cleaners was a large operation and employed as
many as 21 people before it moved elsewhere to a new 7500 square feet plant with new
state-of-the art dry cleaning equipment (see Attachment 2). A report of a study of dry
cleaners prepared by the Santa Clara Water District (2001) indicates that Stoddard
solvent was used beginning in the 1920s. Until the 1960s the use of Stoddard solvent
exceeded that of chlorinated solvents. Moreover, no other business at the property
appears to have used Stoddard solvent.

. Comment: It is unclear whether Gillespie Cleaners’ operations at 622-630 Jackson Street
overlapped with Moore & Tegtmeier’s ownership of the property.

Response: There was clearly overlap between the two. Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.’s
predecessor, Moore & Tegtmeier, owned the property during Gillespie Cleaners’
operations. It owned the property starting around February 5, 1945; Gillespie operated on
the property starting in around 1933 to early 1947. As the property owner, it permitted
the discharge under Water Code section 13304. Numerous, precedential State Water
Resources Control Board orders have held that prior landowners should be named if they
owned the site at the time of the discharge, knew or should have known of the activities
that resulted in the discharge and had the legal ability to prevent the discharge. (See e.g.
State Water Board Orders WQ 85-7, 86-15, and 92-13). Moore & Tegtmeier owned the
property at the time of the discharge from Gillespie Cleaners and, as the landlord, it knew
or should have known about the activities that resulted in the discharge and had the legal
ability to prevent it.

. Comment: There is no evidence that Gillespie Cleaners discharged Stoddard solvent in
1945 and 1946.



Response: We disagree. Evidence in the record (see, for example, Attachment 2)
indicates that Gillespie Cleaners was conducting dry cleaning at the Site at least as early
as January 1946. Because Stoddard solvent was the most common dry cleaning chemical
at that time, it is likely that Gillespie Cleaners used Stoddard solvent at the site. Stoddard
solvent discovered in shallow soil and groundwater at the site indicates that this chemical
was discharged there. No business that occupied the site after Gillespie Cleaners used
Stoddard solvent. Gillespie was a large operation employing 21 people before it moved
to another location with all new equipment in 1947. An article in the Solano Republican
stated that the new plant would be the “most modern and scientifically equipped of any
cleaning works between Oakland and Sacramento,” suggesting Gillespie upgraded to
newer processes at the new plant—most likely to a PCE process from Stoddard solvent
process (see Attachment 2).

Comment: Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. does not have the financial resources to undertake
any work ordered by the Regional Water Board.

Response: This assertion is not a sufficient reason to drop Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.,
from the Tentative Order. Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.’s predecessor benefited financially
from the ownership and use of the property where the discharge of contaminants was
permitted to occur. No documentation has been provided to establish that Tegtmeier
Associates, Inc. lacks the necessary resources to comply with the proposed order. Further,
even if such documentation were provided, the Regional Water Board should still name
Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. to the Tentative Order because precedential State Water Board
orders hold that “generally speaking appropriate and responsible for a regional water
board to name all parties for which there is reasonable evidence of responsibility, even in
cases of disputed responsibility.” (State Water Board Orders WQ 85-7 and 86-16)

Comment: In the absence of proof that Gillespie Cleaners operated at 622-630 Jackson
Street during the period that Moore & Tegtmeier owned the property there should be no
cleanup ordered against this historical property owner. There is no evidence that
Gillespie Cleaners performed dry cleaning operations on site using Stoddard solvent.

Response: We disagree. Numerous advertisements for Gillespie Cleaners in the Solano
Republican newspaper throughout 1946 document that dry cleaning was being done at
the property during Tegtmeier’s predecessor’s ownership (see Attachment 2). Early in
1947 Gillespie advertised that their new facility on Texas Street was “one of the most up-
to-date plants of its kind in California”, suggesting a change from the Stoddard solvent
commonly used in the early and mid-1940s to the newer method using PCE. There are
significant concentrations of Stoddard solvent in shallow groundwater beneath the site,
reflecting a discharge of this contaminant at the site. There is no evidence to suggest that
any other business at this site used Stoddard solvent.



Ann Lewczyk, as personal representative of the Michael Mclnnis Revocable Trust, and
Robert Dittmer

1. Comment: The evidence cited by the RWQCB in the Tentative Order is insufficient to
rule out the use of PCE and/or other VOCs in the operations of Gillespie Cleaners.
RWQCB’s conclusion that newspaper advertisements regarding Gillespie’s use of “state
of the art equipment” at their new facility directly related to their change from Stoddard
solvent operations to the use of PCE is speculative. Evidence collected to date cannot
rule out the use of PCE and other VOCs by Gillespie Cleaners.

Response: We disagree. Regional Water Board staff used multiple lines of evidence to
develop the information included in the Tentative Order. Several lines of evidence
suggest that the PCE and related chemicals found in deeper groundwater and adjacent to
the sewer line originated from other sources: 1) There is an absence of PCE and its
breakdown products in shallow soil, soil gas, and groundwater samples that were
collected adjacent to the dry cleaning building; 2) Newspaper advertisements indicate a
change in dry cleaning operations; and 3) Stoddard solvent was the chemical commonly
used for dry cleaning at the time that Gillespie Cleaners occupied the 622-630 Jackson
Street property. We have issued a requirement to the named dischargers for this site
under Section 13267 of the Water Code requiring submittal of a workplan to identify the
potential source(s) of PCE and related chemicals at this property. The requirement is
posted on the GeoTracker website.

2. Comment: The RWQCB misstates that an operator of one of the printing companies that
occupied this property was deposed, rather than the owner of one of the companies. The
statement in the Tentative Order that only alcohol based solvents were used is not
supported by the limited evidence collected to date, and the RWQCB cannot rule out
Solano Printers and Fairfield Printing Company as dischargers based upon this
incomplete information and misleading statements.

Response: We disagree. The Tentative Order requires cleanup of Stoddard solvent, and
neither printing operations would have used Stoddard solvent to clean its machines
because this solvent would leave an oily residue and impair print jobs. Moreover,
whether the printing operations used alcohol or PCE and related chemicals is irrelevant;
the Tentative Order is not requiring alcohol or PCE cleanup at this point because these
chemicals were not detected in soil, soil gas, or shallow groundwater adjacent to the
building at this property. The Tentative Order has been revised to more accurately reflect
the content of the deposition cited in the comment.

3. Comment: The Tentative Order states that no operators of the Site, subsequent to the
Gillespie Cleaners’ operators, used Stoddard solvent. The evidence, cited and relied
upon by the RWQCB in support of its position to not name Solano Printers and Fairfield



Printing Company as dischargers, is misleading, incomplete and completely misstates the
testimony of this deponent.

Response: We disagree and assert that the evidence is adequate, although we have
revised the Tentative Order to more accurately reflect the content of the deposition cited
in the comment. City of Fairfield business records and the Polk Directory show that after
Gillespie Cleaners moved elsewhere, this property was later occupied by Solano Printers,
Fairfield Printing, and Singh’s Auto Service. Stoddard solvent would not have been used
to clean printing presses because it can leave an oily residue on metal parts. Singh’s
Auto Service was a retail car brokerage and did not conduct auto repair, consequently
they would not have used Stoddard solvent.

Comment: It is unclear if a statement in the Tentative Order regarding discontinuities in
sanitary sewer lines is a general statement or if it refers to sewer lines in the vicinity of
this Site. The Tentative Order should clarify this statement and identify the source of the
information for this statement.

Response: We agree. The statement refers to the sewer lines at the Site. Genesis
Engineering and Redevelopment (Genesis), on behalf of the current owners of the 625
Jackson Street property, conducted a video survey of the sewers in this area and
documented several discontinuities of the piping in Alley C adjacent to this property
(Genesis, November 8, 2009). The Tentative Order has been revised to discount the
importance of the condition of the sewer pipe and to reflect that the granular material
used for sewer trench bedding and backfill, which is more permeable than the
surrounding native soil, is likely to serve as a preferential pathway for contaminants.
Similarly, the large excavation used to install a manhole (e.g., along the sewer line in
Jackson Street) is also backfilled with permeable material.

Comment: To date, no sampling has been conducted within or below the location of the
actual building where it is suspected that dry cleaning operations occurred. As such, the
RWQCB should require that these dischargers conduct a similar investigation as what has
been required for Fairfield Cleaners. Any Order issued with respect to this Site should
require the installation of borings within the current building, at the approximate location
of the Gillespie Dry Cleaning Building, in order to confirm or deny the presence of VOCs
in shallow soil, soil gas and groundwater.

Response: We generally agree. We have issued a letter to the dischargers under Section
13267 of the Water Code requiring submittal of a workplan to identify the potential
source(s) of PCE and related chemicals at this property. We anticipate that the scope of
work required to meet this requirement will address these concerns. The requirement is
posted on the GeoTracker website.



6. Comment: The Tentative Order requires that groundwater samples from new wells
installed at this site be analyzed by EPA Method 8015, which will not detect VOCs that
are likely to be present near the building at this site. The dischargers at this site should be
required to perform EPA Method 8260 analysis on groundwater samples and
chromatograms should be included with all lab reports.

Response: We agree. We have issued a letter to the dischargers under Section 13267 of
the Water Code requiring submittal of a workplan to identify the potential source(s) of
PCE and related chemicals at this property. The requirement is posted on the GeoTracker
website. We anticipate that this workplan will specify analysis of any soil, soil gas, and
groundwater samples collected using EPA Method 8260. The Self-Monitoring Program
has been revised to require inclusion of chromatographs with all reports of laboratory
results.

Jewel Hirsch

1. Comment: Well MW-12 is not downgradient of 625 Jackson Street, but instead
downgradient of 622-630 Jackson Street. Concentrations of PCE detected in monitoring
wells MW-12 and MW-15 indicate PCE was discharged at the 622-630 Jackson Street

property.

Response: We disagree. See our responses to Jewel Hirsch’s comments #6, #9, #10, and
#14 in the Cleanup Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative Order for 625
Jackson Street, which Response to Comments are incorporated herein. Groundwater
elevation data shown on Figures 4 and 5 were included in the first quarter 2012
groundwater monitoring report prepared by Genesis Engineering and Redevelopment
(Genesis), dated March 28, 2012. These data indicate that well MW-12 is downgradient
of the 625 Jackson Street, 622-630 Jackson Street, and 712 Madison Street properties.
These data are consistent with nine years of groundwater monitoring data for this area
reported by Genesis. We disagree that PCE reported in groundwater samples from wells
MW-12 and MW-15 indicate that PCE was discharged at the 622-630 Jackson Street
property. Shallow soil and groundwater samples collected adjacent to the building at
622-630 Jackson Street do not contain reportable concentrations of PCE or breakdown
products. This is consistent with information obtained from the City of Fairfield’s
business records and other sources that it is unlikely that PCE was discharged to soil and
groundwater at this Site.

The subsurface materials in this area are highly heterogeneous; therefore permeability is
not uniform. The interpretations depicted in Figures 2, 3, and 5 that were included with
your comments do not adequately to consider some of the variables that are likely to

influence subsurface contaminant transport in downtown Fairfield. Factors that need to
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be further considered include: 1) the contaminant release mechanism(s); 2) the spacing
and locations of the monitoring wells; 3) the depth of the well screens and the
permeability of the material they are screened in; 4) the relative degree of hydraulic
communication between wells; 5) the presence of preferred contaminant migration
pathways; 6) the rate of contaminant discharge; 7) the time over which the contaminant
discharge occurred; and 8) the amount of time since the contaminant discharge ceased.

We know from hydrogeological reports submitted by Genesis Engineering and
Redevelopment (Genesis) that the subsurface material in this area is highly variable and
that the monitoring wells that they have installed are screened at different depths in
materials of varying permeability. Genesis noted in their site conceptual model
(November 4, 2011, p.4), “...most lenses [of coarser grained sediment — i.e., more
permeable] cannot be traced to adjacent borings... .” Such inability to trace lenses from
one well to the next is not uncommon in settings such as described in Finding 5 of the
Tentative Order. It is unclear if the concentrations of contaminants in groundwater
samples from the wells nearest 625 Jackson Street are actually representative of the
contaminants discharged at this property because it is uncertain what their relationship is
to the contaminant release mechanism(s). It is also unclear if data from these wells are
representative of actual subsurface conditions because of where the wells are located, the
material in which the wells are screened, or the depth and length of the screened interval.
The conclusions implied in this comment and the interpretations shown in Figures 2, 3,
and 5 omit important considerations, and are based upon assumptions that are incomplete
or incorrect.

Comment: There is little or no site-specific information about chemicals used at
Gillespie Cleaners. Site data indicate that PCE was used during operations at 622-630
Jackson Street, and a release at 625 Jackson Street cannot be the cause.

Response: We disagree. Multiple lines of evidence suggest that PCE was not used at
Gillespie Cleaners or at other businesses that occupied this property. The laboratory
report cited does not identify a source of the PCE detected in a groundwater sample
collected at a depth of approximately 22.5 feet below ground surface at 622-630 Jackson
Street. Neither shallow soil nor groundwater samples collected adjacent to the building
contained reportable concentrations of PCE or breakdown products. These data suggest
an offsite source of contamination, which may include 625 Jackson Street.

Comment: The single deposition related to this property did not relate to the operations
of Fairfield Printing. The site data developed immediately downgradient of 622-630
Jackson Street is indicative of a release of PCE at that property.

Response: We agree with the first part of this comment regarding the deposition, and the
Tentative Order has been revised to more accurately reflect deposition testimony. We



disagree with the second part of the comment. The shallow soil, soil gas, and
groundwater samples “developed immediately downgradient of 622-630 Jackson Street”
were collected adjacent to a sewer line that is located in adjoining Alley C. The granular
base layer and backfill of the sewer line are more permeable than the surrounding native
soil and are likely to serve as a preferential migration pathway for contaminants in
groundwater. As explained in the response to comment #9 below, comparing the
contaminant concentrations using the existing monitoring wells does not provide a direct
link to the source of the discharge.

Comment: Contrary to the text of the Tentative Order, the sanitary sewer line that serves
625 Jackson Street does not also serve 622-630 Jackson Street.

Response: Comment noted. The Tentative Order has been revised to reflect this
information.

Comment: The Tentative Order would require Mrs. Hirsch to investigate up-gradient
and cross-gradient groundwater conditions and clean up groundwater which was
impacted by sources other than Fairfield Cleaners.

Response: We disagree. See our responses to Jewel Hirsch’s comments #19, and #20 in
the Cleanup Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative Order for 625 Jackson
Street, incorporated herein by this reference. Our view of Figure 2 (Ground Zero
Analysis, Inc., 05/11/12) is that it provides an overly simplified interpretation of
groundwater monitoring results because important hydrogeological characteristics are
overlooked or omitted. For example, nine years of groundwater monitoring data
submitted to the Regional Water Board by Genesis on behalf of the current owners of 625
Jackson Street, shows that well MW-16 is directly downgradient from 625 Jackson Street
and cross-gradient from 622-630 Jackson Street. In Figure 2 the laboratory results for
samples from MW-16 are erroneously included within a contaminant plume presumably
associated only with 622-630 Jackson Street. This interpretation essentially minimizes
the VOC plume associated with 625 Jackson Street while maximizing the extent of the
plume associated with 622-630 Jackson Street. The complex subsurface geology in this
area and monitoring data developed by Genesis indicate that contaminant transport as
depicted in Figure 2 is improbable.

Comment: The sanitary sewer line under Alley C that serves the 625 Jackson Street
property empties into the main sewer under Jackson Street and does not flow across
Jackson Street as stated in the Tentative Order.

Response: We agree. See our response to Jewel Hirsch’s comment #8 (incorporated
herein by this reference) in the Cleanup Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative
Order for 625 Jackson Street. A map of the sanitary sewer along Alley C near Jackson
Street shows that the sewer lines in Alley C connect with the main near the centerline of
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Jackson Street. Though flow in the pipe from one side of the street to the other is
unlikely, granular base material and backfill around the pipe and manhole are likely to
serve as a preferential migration pathway for contaminants in groundwater to cross
Jackson Street and continue eastward along Alley C. Based on groundwater elevation
data collected since 2003, the sewer pipe is below the water table.

Comment: High concentrations of PCE detected in wells MW-12 and MW-15 indicate
that PCE was discharged at the 622 Jackson Street property. There is limited knowledge
of the operations at 622-630 Jackson Street, but based on the operations of dry cleaners,
printers, and auto shops, it would not be unusual that PCE was used and discharged at
this property.

Response: We disagree. See our response to Jewel Hirsch’s comment #9 (incorporated
herein by this reference) in the Cleanup Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative
Order for 6215 Jackson Street. Based on the complex subsurface geology and nine years
of quarterly groundwater monitoring reports submitted to the Regional Water Board by
Genesis on behalf of the current owners of the 625 Jackson Street property, both well
MW-12 and well MW-15 are also downgradient of 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison
Street. These wells are also downgradient of the sanitary sewer line beneath Alley C.
Granular base and backfill material along the sewer pipe is likely to serve as a
preferential migration pathway for contaminants in groundwater. As stated in the
Tentative Order, the absence of PCE and its breakdown products in shallow soil and
groundwater samples collected adjacent to the building at 622-630 Jackson Street,
together with City business records and local newspaper ads, provide multiple lines of
evidence that suggest that PCE was not discharged at this property. We know, for
example, that Singh’s Car Service was a retail car broker that did not conduct auto repair,
and therefore did not use chlorinated solvents. Also, if VOCs were used to clean printing
presses at 622-630 Jackson Street, the volume of solvent used would be orders of
magnitude lower than would be used at a dry cleaning facility. Typically a solvent-
soaked rag used to clean printing equipment would be containerized and disposed offsite
as trash, minimizing the chance of contact with onsite soil or groundwater.

Comment: The Regional Board relies on false assumptions regarding operations at
Solano Printers and Fairfield Printing, along with false information regarding
construction of the sewer line in Alley C to wrongly conclude that PCE was not
discharged at the 622-630 Jackson Street site. Groundwater samples collected from a
depth of 22.5 feet below ground surface at this property contained 670 mg/L PCE.
Laboratory reports for groundwater samples from wells MW-12 and MW-15 indicate a
source of PCE which could not be associated with operations or potential releases from
Fairfield Cleaners. Wells MW-12 and MW-15 are downgradient of the 622-630 Jackson
Street property, not Fairfield Cleaners.
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10.

Response: We disagree. Based on the complex subsurface geology and groundwater
gradient information provided in successive monitoring reports submitted to the Regional
Water Board by Genesis over a period of nine years, both well MW-12 and well MW-15
are downgradient of both the 625 Jackson Street property and the sanitary sewer line in
Alley C. The granular base material and backfill around the sewer pipe are likely to
serve as a preferential migration pathway for contaminants in groundwater. We disagree
that laboratory reports for groundwater samples from wells MW-12 and MW-15 indicate
a source of PCE that is north of these wells. We also disagree that PCE reported in these
samples cannot be associated with 625 Jackson Street. The analytical data cannot discern
a source, they merely indicate the presence of the chemical.

Comment: The concentrations of PCE and related contaminants in wells MW-12 and
MW-15 are lower than those in wells directly downgradient of 625 Jackson Street. This
distribution of contaminants together with the construction of the Alley C sewer suggests
that the 622-630 Jackson Street property is the source of the contaminations, rather than
the 625 Jackson Street property. Figures 2, 3, and 5 (Ground Zero Analysis) demonstrate
the contribution of contaminants from the 622-630 Jackson Street property based on
currently available data.

Response: We disagree. See our response to Jewel Hirsch’s comment #9 in the Cleanup
Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative Order for 6215 Jackson Street. This
comment presumes that the subsurface materials in the area of these properties are
uniform and that the permeability of these materials is uniform throughout. The
interpretations depicted in Figures 2, 3, and 5 do not appear to consider most variables
that influence contaminant transport in groundwater in this area

See also our response to Jewel Hirsch’s comment #1 above.

Comment: Contamination detected in wells MW-8, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, and 21 should
be associated with the 622-630 Jackson Street property rather than with 625 Jackson
Street.

Response: We disagree. See our response to Jewel Hirsch’s comment #10 (incorporated
herein by this reference) in the Cleanup Staff’s Response to Comments on the Tentative
Order for 625 Jackson Street. Monitoring data submitted by Genesis indicate that the
wells enumerated in the comment are downgradient of the 625 Jackson Street property,
as shown on Figure 4 of the Genesis first quarter 2012 monitoring report dated, March
28, 2012. The low concentrations of VOCs reported in groundwater samples from well
MW-8 appear to represent the northern margin of a contaminant plume that, based on
nine years of groundwater monitoring data for this area developed by Genesis, is
downgradient of 625 Jackson Street. VVOC contamination has not been reported in
groundwater samples collected from well MW-13.
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$22.00 U, 5. I, H STANMFES CANCELLED
TEED
For value received Nellle Jewstt, of the CAity of Vallajo, County of
Salanas, State of California; Anna Fleming of tha Uity and County of San Francisco, btate of Calir-
ernia; and Gatherins Marians, of the Citr of Fairriela, G ) Srate or talirornle,
GRANT to|G. R. MOOHEJ of Solame County, California, and HOMER I. TEGTMEIER |of the County of San
" Mates, Statam of caiifornia, all thut réal property situate in the Town of Fai rfiald, Counhy-of
. Salano, Steos ar Calirornie, described as follows;
Commanoing &t the Northwesterly comer off Lot 1 tn Black 37,| Yawn of
' Falrrleld, .run.ning thence Eaaterly mliong the Morth o 1y lilne ofe=mid . 1onG. Ieet; thence at :
T right angle~ Suuth-rly 100 reet; thesce et rigii angles Eastarly 26,50 foet $o the easterly lina
ik o Purcel No. 2 oonverad to Francis C. XoImnls, by Dsed dat.ad ¥eroh 15, 1929 and recorded Marsh 16
o 1929 i.n Book 297ef Oi‘fioial Records, Page 2057 thence southerly along sefd Westerly lins, 50 raet to
L& alley "thenos Washerly alonc; the Northerly line of said alley, 66 50 ‘Test; thence Fortherly alpng
'the Weaterly line- of’ said Lot 1 150 fest ta the paint of - besinning. Baipg a portlan a2f Lots L &nd
2 1n Block 37, as tHe sams are shown on the Offlclal Map af the Teown of Fairfield, which Map is op
ti1e in t.he ‘Reoorderis’ Qrrice of Bolano caunty, Galirornia.
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STATE 0§ GALIPONNIA,
Younty ol Solana BH,
Un-thie 256h duy of Janusry, in the yser one thausgand alne hundrud and
farty riva, bafore me, Rollend L. Pope, a lotary Public tn and ror =ld Lolano dounty, roaidlng
there..Ln, dulv cownissioned and sworn, pesrsonally appeared Moses A. lasp also known us ‘foses Aardn
Lung known to me tTo be the psrson whose nams $9 aubsoribed to fhe within inctrument, and acknowledped
to me that ha exseutad ths same. ’
IN ONTEN 8% WLiLEOS, I have hersunto soi my hesd and afrired ay Grrlelel berl,
in said County ; Jolano, the day and year In this Gerbiticate rirst wbavwe wroittea.
R oAiD L. #0PE (Sesl)
Raotery Iublie in and rsr =ald Jounty or Solano
dtate or yalifornia
Hecordad ab the quest of Paft & “Wright a% 25 uin paabt 12 o'elock £ M. Febd §, 1940,
L. B, BUSKRIKGH.M, IL.URDER

#1130
Copled-HK
Coolpar ad-

$1.00

- POGYER OF ATTORNEY

KNGW ALL LEN bY THESE PRESKHNTL: Thet, I, JUMN G. WaLTON & leral realdent

&-Grant -Sti~-Vellejor-Stete-orf—Gatkltornia; ~Unftad- Statuyr o f-werise—now din-tvhe-wilitary-ggritee--
¢, {Army ssrial Wo. 39147106) in the Army or tile United utetes, and acticipetlng that A may

, hava made, conssitued und wppoldnd,

, whose address is 645 Gren

5, aad for

Wy n8we, placs, and atead, and I'or my use apd beneriuv, a us my 8¢t and

I 5o EOUBUE wilh: pelswis jolebly Intorenled wiih amysell ¥nervin in toe

all or amy of the followinp acts, deeds, and tings, theg/is o say:
{1} To buy, receive, lease, accept, or otherwise ac

re, Quis clalm, or otharwlse encumber or -1ispas

daiag or exacuting »

ta sell, canvey,
of'y or to eldnuract ar

mortgage, hypothscate, pl

ever &nd ~heredosver sit-
ated, be 1t real, persgonel, orgixed, or any custody, passessian, Inuer or ripht thereln or per-
taining theretos, upon such terms &g my sald attarney shell think progér; (2} to take, hold, pasoess,
Lnvest, lease, or let, or otherwise'ganage &ny or all of my rsal, rsonal, or mixed progerty, or any
mt.araat therein; to eject, remave, or\relieve tenanta or other pérsans Irow, und resover pogsssslon
; &, sush property by all lawful neans; d to mailntain, protecy/ preserve, insurs, remove, store,
transport&eia%aiiécg%gtlx_j}.rld o djélt:.{‘:m,ro]ém o \{e %‘éﬁ,qﬁ“ﬁsi’? a. R%gltén%hg% Oaﬂ; 1% make, do, end
trensact all and avary k fnd a business O whet nature or kina soever, includinr 1 all accounta,
1egaciaa, bequests, interssis, dlvidends, annuldles, demsfids, delis, taxes, and obligetlons, which
my aow oar heveaftar be due, owlng, or.payable by\me vrp/to se; (4} To maks, indorss, aceceph,
ressive, slgn, seal, execute, fdknowledge, and dell deeds, essignments, agreemcntc, certiricates,
hy pthecations, checks, notes, bonds, vouchers, regefpts, and sueh other instrumeats in writing of
! whatevar kind end nature as way be necessary, comvenleny, or praper in ths presises; (5} To depoai.t
and withdraw for the purposes harsof, ia aibthe my sald N u
.l both our names, Ln or rrom any banking inst ution, any fuhis, negosviable paper, or moneys wh].ch may
{ opme Inta my sald attorney's hands as si?zahborney or whiclNI now or hersafter may have on deposit
; or be entitled to; {6) To inmstitute, prbseoute, derend, oo nise, arlbtrate, and dispose of legal,
f a(iuitable, or mdministrative hearings/ actions, suits, attachmehps, arrests, distressas, or other
1 proceedings, or otherwise engege inAitigatlon in sonnection with\she premises; (7} To ect as oy
{atturney or proxy in respect to sdy atocks, shares, bands, or other invastments, righta, or interesta,
I may now ar hereaftar hald; To angage and dismlse agents, cpunsel, and mplsyaas and to appaint
amd remove &t pleasure any sud.étituce fop, or agent or my said attarmeyy in respect to ell or apy of
.the matters or thirm hereip mentioned and upsn sush terms 83 my attorney “ghall thiak Tit; {(3) To
oxsoute youchers im my befalr ror any end all sllewsnoes and relmbursementiproperly payabls ta me ;
by ‘the Tnlted Statea, fncluding but dat restrict.d to allowenoes and reimburswments for transporcation
of &epan®ents or f ahipment af hausehold effscts eg autharized by law or Army esulationa. and to
rucelve, inderse{ end oollect thae pnoeeds of ohscks payabls to the arder of the uddgrsigned drawn on
the Treagurer o the United Shﬂt-s, {10} To preparc, execuie, and hle inoome and other taxr returas,
md ‘thal.. gnvarnma,ﬂtal roporta, sppllnatiou.a requesta end ﬂacu.menx. {11} To teke possasslan, and’
the remaval and ahlpm.ant oi‘ any cr mr praperty rr.'om any posat, werehouss, depot, dock, or or.har .

i
H
|
I
{
i
!

vt pams ar @y nome o fol

1ouuhar, reoeipt' 'nhipping t.icket, oertirieata, or other iue.trumsnt necessary or convenlent for suoh

i.
]-
b
|
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Computed on value 2f property As shown et ad ya
in application to Corporation Cenmissicner for AppaQuez2 “ _
permission to trensfer from partnership to © _FIc, REEORDS P
| corporation. T« ST e g : :‘:“"’gl,z*;,
e e mrepE e GRANT DEED 5 :
fi- 'B."%ragen, Attornéy at Law A Gt e

Tor a valugbie consigsration, Tecelp. d which is hereby =

acknowledged, MOORE & IEGTMEIER, 2 partnerehin, hereby gramt to’

IECIMETER ASSUCIATEZ, INC., & corporation organized wnder the laws . -
of the State of California, the following described real property

in the Geouniy of Snlano, Stote of California:z

Parcel No. 1: All that real property girunated in the City of
) Fairrield, Sovlanu County Irrigation District, Coumey ef
: Solano, State of California, described az Lollows!

[t -l

Reginning at a point on the Easterly line of that certain
parcel of land conveyed to +he State of Califormia by dead
recorded Merch 8, 1525 in ook 28, page 403, Inslruwent

Ho. 1018, Official Racords of Solene County, California, said
puint of beglouliny bescing . 0* i8' £. a distanee of 1315.20
Fest from the Northwest corner of that certaln 1.00 acye parcel
conveysd tn Filbart Zumpano et ux by Jdeed recorded January /,
1952 in ‘Book 607, page 20, Iustrument Ne, 234, Otticial Records =
of Soleno County, Caiiforniaj thence from said point of
beginning and proceeding N. 0% 18" E. alonp the East line of
said parcel comveyed te the State of California a distance of .
100.00 feet to the Scutiwest cormer of thet certain parcel of . . =
iand conveyed to Golda R. Moore et al by deed recomded .

Septewhar 8, 1954 in Book 703, page 343, Instrumemt No. 13827, -
Qfficial Records of Solano County, Caliiornia; B- 89° 38! E.
along the South lime of said parcel conveyed to Moore et al 2
distonce of 371.01 feet to a point on the West line of Locke-
Paddon Colomy No. 7 as the same is shown on that certain wmap
filed for Tecord in the Otiice of the Courty Recorder of Sclzno -
County, Califorpia February 15, 1913 in Book 4 of Maps, page 18; . .
hence 8. 0° 107 307 ¥, aldng the West ldne of esid TLacke=-Paddon ’ y
Colony Mo. 7 a distance of 100.00 £eat to a point; thenmca lesving
fhe Vest line of said Locke-Paddon Colony Ho. 7 W, 89° 58' W. a
digtance of 170.97 faer to the point of beginning,

L6

Being a portion of that certaln tract of land conveyed to

Helge R. Begerstrom and Vernie V. Sepersliuw by dewd recorded
June 2, 1952 in Book 624, page 86, Instruwent Wo. 7597, Official
Rarmidl of Spiano Ouusty. Caiifornia, and comtalniag 9.83 ecves of
.- : land. : :

Parcel o. 2: All that real property situated in the Gity of
Fairiield, Solano Cownty Irrigation District, Couacy of Solamns,
_ Gtate of (alifernie, dezrribed as follows:

- - Daginning a2t a point om the Tasterly line of thal cekialn pai:c:el of
: land conveyed to the State of California by deed recorded March 8,
1929 in Book 28, page 409, Instrument Xo. 3038, Official Records of

= . Al

. _ . nd T4 282

i

"D;scription: Solano,CA Document - Book Page (up to 138
Fl = 3 .1 45. H
oeders 5y Conmane. ‘g 1p _ ) 1745.262 Page: 1 of 4.,..._
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Solapo County, California, said point of beginmirg hearing

e . . ; -
W. 0% 73" E. 2 distance of 1419.20 feat from the Kortiwest
cornaer of that certain 1.00 zors paves? conveved to FiThecol
Zumpanc et 1x hy deed wecorded Januavy 7, 1852 1, Book 507

- - fe
page 20, Tustrument No. 234, OfFfi Records of Solzan County,
California; thence from said point of beginmisg N. 0° 18° Z, ~
along the East line of the land conveyed to the State Highway

as above mentioned s distance of 220.57 feet td a point im the -
center of a Public Road; thence M. 89° 38" E..along the centax
of eaid Publie Boad a distance of 371,11 feet to the Northwest
corner af Lot 1 as the same 1s shown on that certzin wap entitcled
Map of Locke-Paddon Colony No. 7" filed fn the Dffice of the

. Suunly Recorder of Solano County, California February 15, 1913

in Book & of Mape, page 18; theace £. 0° 19' 30" W, along the
West line of sald Locke-Paddon Colony No. 7 a distance of 220.67
feet to a point; thence leaving the West line of s2id Locke-
Paddon Colony He. 7 5. 89" 58' W. 2 distance of 371.01 feet to the
polnt. ol beginning. -

=1

Being a portian of that certain tract of land coaveyed to Helge
B. Seperstrom and Vernie V. Segexstyom by deed recorded June 2,
1952 in Book A24, pagn 88, Instrument Ho, 7597, Dfficial Records
of Solanc Coumty, Czliforniz, and containing 1.58 scres or land,
wore oF lass.. ’

Parcel Wo. 3: Ail that real property situated in the City of
Eajigrieia, County of Sclano, State of California, descrvibed as
foliows:

Commencing at the Northwesterly corner off Lot 1 in Bloek 37
Town of Falrfield, running thence Eastezly ZioHE thé NOLLherly
line of said Lot 1, forty feet} thence at right angles Southerly
100 feet; thence at right angles Easterly 26.50 feet to the
easterly line of Parcel No. 2 conveyed to Francis €. McInnis, by
Daad dated March 15, 192% and recorded March 16, 1529 in Book 29
of Officlal Records, page 205; rthence southerly along said
Westerly line, 50 feat to an alley; thence Westerly along the
Northerly line of said zlley, 65.30 fast; thence Northeriy along
the westerly liue of said Lot 1, 150 feet to the poini of
beginning. Being a portion of Lots 1 and 2 in Block 37, as the
same are shown on the QEfictal Map of the Town of Fairficld, whickh
Mep is on file in the Recorder's Office of Solano County,
California. - -

Exoopting from the ahnwe desoribed propstcy thal certsin poreel
of land conveyed to Francis O. McInnis by Heed dated February 25,

1930 and recorded im Book 531 of GEficial Recorde. page 385.

Parcel Wa. 4; ATl that real nraperty sitnated in rha ity of
Fairfield, County of Solano, State of Califommiz, deseribed as
followa: -

Tot Ten (10) in Block Thirty-seven (37) as the save ig shown on
that certain map entitled: "Map of Fairfield in Solsng Comnty”,
made on May 4, 1855 by Em A. &'Hemecourt, County Jurveyor in

Solaro Comnty, whiczh wap was filed fox rscord iz the O0fEice of

+lun
tha
Recorder of Bolans County, California, on Mgy 16, 1839 in Rook 1

of Maps, Page 46.

-~ At 1 . Y
T SPOME § T RASLKS

Description: Solano,c;n Document - Book Page (up to 1988) 1745.262 Page: 2 of 4
Order: lv Comment: B . -
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988 Market Strast, 6ch Floor

MAll! Tax Staterents to: TECTMEIER ABSQGTATES, INC.

il

g

il

Qrd;r: 1v Comment:

. San ‘Fraucisco, a.,

Barcel Ho. 5; ALl that vea]
Lrrigarion uistrict, Counly u
deseribed ags follows:
Beginning at a point in center nf County Road Ne. 561, also
known as Old State Highway U.8. 40 as the same existed prior to
tha yezsy 1949, =aid pnint being North 0° 22' 30" East 394.4
faet from the 1/4 section corner on the Sowth line of Saction 12,
T. 5 N., R. 2W., M.D.D.& M., said point of beginning also being
al the Snurhwest corner of that certain 9,999 acre pareel of &
land described in deed from Roma E. Engell and husband, to G. R.
Moors, &t al, dated September 29, 194% and vecorded QOctober 6,
1949 in Book £56 of Official Records, Page 372, Instrment No.
10507; wunaing thence from sald poiut of begioning,W. §9° 47°

30" Rast aud along the South line of said 9,999 acre parcel of
land as aforesaid, z distence of 600.00 feet to the Socutheast
corner thersof; themce 8&nuth 0° 227 307 Weast a distance of

594.4 feet, more ox less, to the South line of the Southeast 1/4
of said Seetion 12, T. 5 M., R, 2 W,; thence West and along said
Sonth iipe, & distance of 600 feel, more or lzgs, to the l%—’;
section cormer of the South linme of said Section 1Z; thenmce
Horth 0° 22' 30" East, along the center linz of County Road

No. 361, a distance of 534.4 feet to the point of beginning;
eontaining 8.2 acres of land, more oxr less. -

Parcel Wo. 6: A1l that real property situsted in the Scolano
Irrigation District, County of Solanc, State of California, descrile
as follows: . '

Beginning at 2 point in the center of County Road We. 561, also
ipown as 0id State Highway U. 5, 40, as the same existed prior
to the vear 1949, sald point being North 0° 227 30" Easr,
1320.40 Feat frem the 1/4 Sectimn Commer on the South line of
Section 12, Township 5 Worth, Range 2'Wz=zrsti M. D. B. &M,, gaid
point of begioning being algo North 89° 37' 30" West, 50 80 feet
and South 0% 22' 30" Wast 5358.95 £eect from a § x 6 concrete
monument marking station 148 + 34./6 on the Southeasterly iime of
the California State Highway (¥reeway Section X-3ol.-7-C), and
from said point of beginoing proceeding thonce aleng the cantsr
of County Road Mo. 361, $outh 0° 22' 30" West 726.00 feet to a
point; thenes leaving seid road North 89° 47' 30" Eaer, 600.00
feak +n 2 point; theoce North §° 22' 30" Esst 726.00 feet to 2
oint; chemce Souih 83° 47° 30" Usst 500.00 feat to the point of -
g&gim‘ting; gontaining 7.999 aczesz of land, more or Jess, of which-
0.833 acres lie within the boundaries of County Read No. 561, all
a portion of that certain parcel of land conveyed to Romz E. Engell
by deed recorded Julw 3, 1941 in Book 242, page 2%, instrumeas
No. 6203, 0fficial Records of Solano County and lying in the
Southeast 1/4 of Secticn 12, Township 5 North, Range 2 West,
M. I. B. & ¥., Sclano County, Califormia. ;

-~ .
Tated- /M B T T

MODRE & TEGTMEIER /.---f"'

e i 2

s

: P ST AT
T s faee o .. BYs ] ;",&"Z{‘" :./".- _.ré’ E ‘”“’5: P
BY: LY G e B = a4
Jobn Tegtmeieax iomer 1. Tegtmeier
o . Partmer - o  Partper
g L . BY: (oA d e ciad
BY: g, ol ) ettt LGLERn Tegrmezer
. dJoan Tegtmeler . i Pamtper
. Buncan Partner :

Description: Solano,CA Document - Book Page (up to 1988) 1745.262 Page: 3 of 4
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Solano Republican
January 23, 1947

| Ben Gillfiple, expects to 1}
Wm be givl. mt() ﬂjeir ( nde new: flrenrool
n away in a dition to man#v building recently tompleted at the
rizes for high| scores made in{corndr of fexas: and Penngyl- | Ba
ﬁth whist and| pedro. Refreal&-— Vandm ‘Avenlie in Fairfield about

; -served during the F‘ebmpry 15 t, it was mnozaned '
vening an dthe public is invit this week by Mr. Gillespie, Work
Pm of ix;stallén | the netessary equiy— ‘
ceeds the card party | ment and fiktures 'is pow. pro-;
dll go toward |payment otp gye gressing afd when complefed | 182
aw belfry for Fai.rﬂeldCag- “will have one f.thﬁ
wlie Church, } . erp and up-to es-

ct its ki:nd m ‘the
ndian Teams Meet

€M FRETVTFRBRQ S

built | F '
pf' €0 crete and basalite t is a by
. Vacay lle Friday| seeimeo o onme 15 a
' ay proxixpately ?500 square eﬁt of ag
mit% and B toam pams will enzag}e addigp thel cle‘n i?? depg;:nef:: | a
ie Vacaville Bulldogs, in the | buildin at the redr is 20 by 40| tic
eca‘xrxd league game of the year feet in sdimensi s and is equip~ vii
acaville, R | ped. wi}th- he |latest automatic | to
The B teams will play the | cleanin hinery . with| three |~} 1l'co
z;st game of the night starting | automafic dryers and é&dm Th ,va
7:30 o'alock. |Joe Nunes, Ted |ing mac , N
ugers Manuel Perez, Willy Osa-{ . Special eqj] Y ent has bgen in- ,al
1, and Ed Lippstreu will prob- | stalled In he new pl it for be
ly be on thd starting lmeup cleanlng , curtains end other | 1 ‘1“‘5
r the Indian braves. These cag+ househald g ods. On the top ﬁgﬁr B i 1 By

8 controlled the points in last|of fhe - buﬂng s the fini

eek's game against Benicia. To | room where) ithe “latest in ﬁhish
1allenge these tough five Vaca. | ing equipmefit hes been injtal
Le‘has Burtor), Papin, Bruegy| Gillesple Kps- alsé -ingiailbd

an, Nulk, and Contreras to send | new ﬁx&epr ?‘ vault in his m@ wr o 4
to the fray. card for storage of |turs, | Tt d

plwt
After . the 1
ijo v
the coiirt sgal

int, Armijo’s

m Wi Ar
a5t, Di‘v\:% ;
agill, but s

¢ subject

firs} game the Ary
L takg OL :v,_:-;-:.'e,,a

i these positi 41
b |ehande withaut | and othe
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' u ﬁve Vacai

In the league jopener last
y night, the Yacavillel m
t to the Rio Vista Rams| af
o Vista and the Bulldog varsity
ped the fcore  against -

!lea th Olmw

4 joint health |program wﬂl be
rilable tq the ¢ntire adult pop-
ition of this ﬁnmmunity abso-
ely free on

bruary 7, at
h001 through the eooperation,
the Solano Cqunty Tuberculo-
Association' and the Depart-
nt of Public| Health, it Was
wunced this weel,

Winiature ch t X-rays w ich
I be read by |a leading @a
ia chest pecialist will lbe

S. McLeﬂn of he local heal th

. s pointed out
it tuberculosfs| and venereal
eases are bath | contagious and
t both of these| diseases in the

5t Benlela. To | r

Friday - evening, ]
‘ilfe Armijo High

Fairfield; G
been In - by
past 14 year
of the iSo
son street,
onhe of [the :
lishmerijts '
county,|

aki| gma;

ing in
in his de
give t peq
nity a|plan
none better
And Jast

cleanin Pla :

a new| set
out m 'rrily

Theatre ﬁﬂi Jack-
d' decided t0 build

L7
est cleaning. estab~ J/ ‘

. be found. . In
ccess of theicl€an.

axpand and ta
le of this ¢

efwhieh thergis.'

state.

it not, lea: t ‘the new
is equipped with
chimes that ring

ach hour, half and |

alter Bickgo of | 'I

the new b&ild‘lng

findation just a year

"The |Sol
welcomles
subscriber

Reef, ¥. Bai

H, Barker,

| H. ; Dupker, ||

erer . R,A

‘Cham r
armong | the |

subgeribers

“iﬂ 19’4

With ne
ty 7

Mtedattgmr

<
il

o

oo e

T JOWPY R

o

w%%g E? SF FESSEUEIFEEYL
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' Cleaners, just

Free

The new pl:ant 01
tompleted

corner of ’I‘exas street and Penn-

ly $48 (190 the new' modem fur
storage and cled in -plant i3 one
up: te plants of
| ahtqrma Walter |
Bidkford Napa contractor con-
structed the b 'dmg

Members of |the plagt with
' Mrs. Melva Earll in charge, will

be on hand tolshow the public | g

the various professes clothmg is
put through fo tlzorough job
of sterilizing anéi -cleaning: -
Pau] Plannette, manager of the
new plant will| also be present
to show the prubhc about and
answer_ all questions, The ‘plant.
will be open fo mspectlon from
8:00 <. m., to 6:00 p. m, Operation |
“of the plant will commence next

- Monday.
The new . plant, an all fire- '

proof two- story bmldmg _covers
approximately 7500 square feet of
space and is modern in  every
regmet

- 8pecial equxpment has been in-
stalled in the new plant ‘for the
cleaning of rugs, ¢urtains and
other -household goods, and a.
vault has been built in for stor-
age of valuable tura

™ {xfmy

B

2 4

.

the Glllesgie 1
at ﬁle of

he .apen for public inst)ecﬁon Ry
Samrday, it was announced to--

1

}wa mmred "in a,

‘ Three persons w

f two aubcmohlles
ﬁght miles . north

Co;raner Cyril Mc 0111 ld Wed-|

negdBYc )

ner, and Mar rat Goldjie
Meﬁers, 43, both {of
They were riding in a car
by ‘Mrs. Meyers.
Injured ‘seriously
- Boyd Fountain, 23,
Du;go,n' woman and:
‘Mrs, Irene Jiles, 49.
The - accident ogc rred at 9*30
p: m., Tuesday whfﬁn the death
car, traveling noxthlcra$hed into

the car drlven by Mrs. Fountajn

' was : ‘Mrs.

hef mother,

traveling sotith. The coroner s of.

fice stated the dende :fdg is be-
'lieved to have caus d; the crash
‘obspuring - the view {E‘of the hlgh-
way.

ber : of Cammerce ‘b \
18. ched in both i.%itﬁ ;

istance

. a method
vm-minded perso
is: bragram without thes

‘. prominent

|| by the scout

‘communities. ‘1‘{§¢ _@hamr ‘
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Lions Club Wi
in ‘the J.
window in [F
76, sponsored
Foreign Warf will sponsor .

laylin Larson’s Sf
ery store in Buisun, Both displ;

will feature ] andicraft wor ¥

equipment.
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