
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































compounds also have limited water solubility, do not volatilize readily, and 
have limited bioavailability. Without knowing the actual form (oxidation 
state) of the inorganic chemical, further discussion of their chemical and 
physical properties cannot be made. 

2. Under the current setting, potential human exposure routes are limited to 
direct contact with, and ingestion of, surface soils between the site asphalt and 
the road, surface soils in relatively small, unpaved areas on the site, and to 
inhalation of dust particles from this area. Complete exposure pathways at 
other areas of the site do not exist (i.e., exposure is prevented) because the 
majority of'the site is paved. 

3. Seven of the 16 P AH detected are considered carcinogenic. Some of the 
P AH also have relatively low noncarcinogenic toxicities. Of the three 
inorganic chemicals exceeding screening levels, arsenic is identified as a 
potential human carcinogen. The available federal and state slope factor and 
reference dose values for chemicals exceeding the screening criteria are 
shown in Table 2.2.5-2. A slope factor is used to estimate an upperbound 
probability of an individual developing cancer as a result of a µfetime of 
exposure to a particular level of the carcinogen. The reference dose is the 
toxicity value used to evaluate noncancerous effects. The reference dose is an 
estimate of a daily exposure to the human population including sensitive 
subgroups that are unlikely to experience an appreciable risk of deleterious 
effects during a lifetime (US EPA, 1988). Federal and state standards (i.e., 
maximum contaminant level goals and applied action levels) are not 
applicable or available for these noncancerous chemicals in soil. 

2.2.S.3 ENVIRONMENTAL TI-IREAT ASSESSMENT 

1. The California Department of Fish and Game Natural Diversity Data Base 
(NDDB) was searched for environmental resources that might be present 
within the vicinity of the site. The search area comprised the Beaumont 7.5 
minute quadrangle. Although environmental resources are identified within 
the quadrangle, none occur within two miles of the site. Therefore, none of 
these resources would likely be threatened by residues present at the site. 

R742 

2. The site is located in a partially developed, rural setting, with little or no 
native vegetation or wildlife. The area is a mix of pavement cover, buildings, 
and vacant lots. Considering the paucity of native habitat on-site, any special­
status plant or animal species found within the Beaumont quadrangle would 
likely not be found on or adjacent to the site and therefore, would not likely 
be adversely impacted. 
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TABLE 2.2.5-1 
HUMAN BBALm SCREENING ANALYSIS FOR CHEMICALS DETECTED IN son.s 

Maximum Soil Ingestion. Test 1 Results Test 1 Results 
Maximum Mnimurn Background Screening V aloes Cummt Pathway c/ Future Pathway d\ 

Sur&ce Soil Soil b/ Surface Soil 5-yr 5-yr 5-yr 
Cbcrnicals Concentration Ccmcentratian Concentnticn Chronic Child Chronic e/ Cbildf/ Chronic e/ Cbildf/ 
Detected a/ (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) 

Arsenic ND 2.3 • ND 1~000 2 - - 0.0023 1.15 
Barium 160 940 130 70,000 100 0.002286 1.6 0.01343 9.4 
Cadmium 0.4 0.4 0.1 1,000 2 0.0004 0.2 0.0004 0.2 
Chromium (Total) NAB NAB 44 7,000 10 - - - -
Cobalt NAB NAB 12 NR NR - - -- -
Copper 39 NAB 34 NR NR -- - -- -
Lead 110 3,200 16 2,000 500 0.055 0.22 1.6 6.4 
Mercury 0.11 0.12 ND 400 0.7 0.0003 0.15714 0.0003 0.1714 -Nickel NAB NAB 20 20,000 40 -- -- -- -
Vanadium NAB 60 58 9,000 10 -- -- 0.0067 6 
Zinc 260 260 69 200,000 400 0.0013 0.65 0.0013 -
TotalPAHs 31.28 14,010 1.028 10 h/ 10 h/ 3.128 3.128 1,401 1,401 
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons NA 34,000 170 NR NR - - - I -
Toluene NA 0.9 NA 400,000 700 - - -- 0.0012857 
Ethylbem.ene NA 2.1 NA 100,000 200 - - 0.00002 0.0105 
Xylcnes NA 2 NA 2,000,000 4000 -- - -- 0.0005 
Cyanide 0.1 1 NA 20,000. 40 0.000005 0.0025 0.00005 0.025 

Test 3 - Sum of current exposure screening values g/ 3 6 
Test 3 - Sum of current exposure screening values g/ 1403 1424 

1'£449'1'25.WKI (iOBOISIO) HLP 
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TABLE 2.2.S-l (CONf'D.) 
HUMAN HEALTH SCREENING ANALYSIS FOR CHEMICALS DETECTED IN son..s 

a/ Chemicals detected; for inorganic c~micah, only those det.ectcd above maximum background concentration. 
b/ Maximum soil concentration det.ectcd in surface or subsurface soil. 
c/ Current pathways involve exposure to surface soil only. 

•Test 1 • is the •single chemical/single medium exposure• t.est (Tho Department's ~EA guidance document, Appendix A, Dated 6/22/90) = 
Concentration of a chemical in a medium (e.g., soil)/screening level of the chemical in the medium. 

d/ Future pathways involve exposure to surface and subsurface soil. • 
•Test t • is the •single chemical/single medium exposure• t.est (Tho Department's PEA guidance document, Appendix A, Dated 6n2/90) = 
Concentration of a chemical in a medium (e.g., soil)/scrcening level of the chemical in. the medium. 

e/ Chronic exposure is calculated for each chemical by dividing tho maximum surface soil concentration (Column 2) or the maximum soil concentration 
(Column 3) by the chronic soil ingestion screening value (Column S). 

fl Five year child exposure is calculated for each chemical by dividing the maximum surface soil concentration (Column 2) or tho maximum soil concentration 
(Column 3) by the 5-year child soil ingestion screening value (Column S). 

g/ Additive effects (Test 3) ue calculated by adding ~ Test 1 results for all chemicals. Test 3 is used for evaluating multiple chemical/multiple 
media exposure. However, only the soil medium is considered here because releases_ to water, air, or biota were not present at the site. 

h/ Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) soil ingestion screening values were used per the agreement between the Department and the Gas Company, 
• dated August 20, 1993, entitled • Agreement Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 25355(b). • 

NA = Not Analyzed 
ND = Not Detected 
NR = Not Reported 

_NAB= Not detected above background; applies to inorganic chemicals only, 
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TABLE ~.z:.5-2 
CARCINOGENIC CLASSIFICATION AND CRITICAL TOXICITY VALUES 

Oral Slopo Chronic Oral Iahal.tnn Inhalation 
Fldor Waight of Rcfcrcnco Doao SlopoFKtor Walgbtof ltefm:m,c,o Doeo 

Cbcmkah l/(.mg/kg-1tay) Evidam:e Souico (mg/q-day) Sourco 1/(m.gfkg-day) EvJdcaco Sourco (mg/m3) 5oul'CII 

Arecmc 1.7SE+OO A IRIS 3.00E--04 IRIS a/ l.SlE-+01 A IRIS NR 
Barium - D IRIS 7.00E--02 BEAST - D HEAST S.OOE--04 BEAST 
Cadmium - Bl IRIS S,OOE--04 IRIS 6.30E+OO Bl 
Chromium (total) - A - 5.00E-03 IRIS 4.20E-+Ol A IRIS 
Cobalt 

Copper - D HEAST 4.00E--02 HEASTb/ 
Lead - B2 IRIS - - - B2 IRIS 

. Mercuxy - D IRIS 3.00E--04 BEAST - - - 3.00E--04 HE.AST 
Nickd. - A - 2.00E--02 IRIS - A IRIS 
Vanadium . - - - 7.00E--03 BEAST 
Zinc - D - 3.00E--01 BEAST - D 
Aceaaphthmc - - - 6.00E--02 IRIS 
Accnaphthylaio - D IRIS 
Aathracmo - D IRIS 3.00E--01 IRIS - D IRIS 
Barzo(a)anlhraccmc 7.30E+OO B2 d S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
BaJZO(a)pyreao . 7.30E+OO B2 IRIS S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
Beazo(b )fluoraathme 7.30E+OO B2 cl S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
Bcnzo(k)fluoraathme 7.30E+OO B2 cl S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
Bcnzo(g,h.i)pcrylcao - D . IRIS S.70E--04 DTSC - D IRIS 

Chry&a1C 7,30E+OO B2 cl 5.70E-04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
DibaJZO(a,h~ 7.30E+OO B2 d S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 IRIS 
Fluoraathcne - D IRIS 4.00E--02 IRIS - D IRIS 
Fluora1e - D IRIS 4.00E--02 BEAST - D IRIS 
.lndcno(l ,2,~)pyreoe 7.30E+OO B2 cl S.70E--04 DTSC - B2 
Naphthalene - D IRIS 4.00E--02 HEAST - D IRIS 
Phcnanthrcac - D IRIS 5.70E--04 DTSC - D IRIS 
Pyre.ne - D IRIS 3.00E--02 ·IRIS - D IRIS 
Total Petroleum HydrocAtbona 
Toluene - D IRIS 2.00E--01 . IRIS - - - 4.00E--01 IRIS 
Ethylben7.eae - D IRIS 1.00E--01. IRIS - n • - 1.00E-+-00 IRIS 
Xylence 2.00E+OO D IRIS 2.00E+OO IRIS - D IRIS 
Cyanide - D IRIS 2.00E--02 IRIS - - IRIS 

PE'49T'1. WK! (JOBDISK3) RLP 

a/ The alopo factor for ancaic hi calculated from an oral unit dak of SE-5(1/ug). DTSC = Department of Toxic Substances Control 

b/ The RJD for copper WQ calculated from a value of 1.3 mg/1, cited in BEAST. A = Human carcinogen 

c/ EPA, July 10, 1992. Memo fromRo.scanneM. Lorc:zana. Bl, B2 = Probable human carcinogen 
IRIS = Iatcgrated Risk Iafonnation System, July 1993 D = Not classified 

BEAST = Health Effects Assessment Summery Tables, 1992 



2.2.6 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Southern California Gas Company (The Gas Company) performed a Preliminary 
Endangerment Assessment (PEA) for the former Beaumont Town Gas Site, located 
in Beaumont, California This site operated as a manufactured gas plant (MGP) 
between 1910 and 1927. Circa 1939 the plant was dismantled and the property was 
used as a natural gas meter and regulator station until 1974. The City of Beaumont 
purchased the 0.63-acre property in 1973 and used it as a maintenance and storage 
facility for city vehicles. The property is now used as a food and clothing 
distribution center and as a maintenance and storage yard for city vehicles. The 
majority of the property is paved. 

The objective of this PEA was to assess whether hazardous substances, which are 
commonly associated with MOP facilities, may be present at this former MGP site. 
If hazardous substances were found, then their potential treat to public health and 
the environment must be assessed. An investigation, which included review of 
historic documents, title and agency records, and the collection and analysis of 
surface and subsurface soil samples, was conducted to evaluate contamination levels 
and possible exposure pathways. 

2.2.6.1 CONCLUSIONS 

Releases of Hazardous Substances/Wastes 

A review of historical records indicates that there were no documented releases 
or problems at the site. The field investigation indicated that locally the subsurface 
soil contains levels of PAH and inorganic constituents that exceed the PEA 
screening values established by The Department. P AH compounds were detected 
in 22 of the 23 subsurface samples collected and analyzed from the six boreholes. 
The total P AH detected in 5 of these samples was above the total P AH screening 
value, and the total P AH detected in the remaining 18 samples was below the total 
P AH screening value. P AH and inorganic constituents were detected in all five 
surface samples and all five background samples. Total P AH exceeded the total 
P AH screening value in one of the five surface samples and in none of the five 
background samples. Laboratory analytical results are summarized in Table 2.2.6-1. 

Threat to Public Health or the Environment 

At this site, the potential for exposure to either the P AH or the arsenic is 
extremely limited because the majority or the site is paved, and the areas of exposed 
soil are very smaU. As long as the site is paved, the P AH will not likely pose any 
threat to public health or the environment. 

Human beings are not exposed to PAHs from the site on a daily, continuous 
basis because: 1) the site is fenced, 2) the majority of the site is paved, as shown in 
Figure 2.2.4-1, 3) workers at the H.E.L.P. distribution center on site work inside 
buildings and then only for a limited amount of time each day, and 4) visitors to the 
site (mostly people who use the H.E.L.P. distribution center services) are present 
for only brief periods or time. 
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Arsenic, a human carcinogen, was detected only in one sample and the 
concentration exceeded the screening level. The primary contaminant of concern is 
P AH. Of the 28 surface and subsurface samples analyzed for P AH, the total P AH 
screening value was exceeded in 6 samples; the remaining 22 samples did not exceed 
the total P AH screening value. Soils contaminated with P AH were detected in all 
but one of the borehole samples analyzed. Most of the high P AH concentrations 
were from the one-foot bgs samples. One location has high P AH concentrations 
from one foot bgs to twenty feet bgs. All five of the surface samples contained 
detectable amounts of P AH. Thus, P AH distribution is primarily limited to the 
near-surface soil and in an area with suspected lampblack pits. 

P AH are ubiquitous in urban environments. For the background samples, four 
out of five samples were above the total P AH screening value. The potential human 
exposure routes from residues in the soil are limited to direct contact with or 
ingestion of soil, or inhalation of dust particles from the surface soil. 

Emergency Removal Actions 

The occurrence of PAH and inorganic constituents are confined to the site and 
are covered with an asphalt cap. Therefore, the site does not pose any immediate 
threat to either public health or the environment. Emergency removal actions are 
not warranted. 

Further Specific Information or Actions 

Provided that the site is left undisturbed, a threat to public health or the 
environment is unlikely. Therefore, no further action is necessary. Further 
investigation or analyses may be required if the asphalt cap is removed or disturbed. 

2.2.6.2 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following recommendations are based on the results of this Preliminary 
Endangerment Assessment. 

(1) No emergency removal action is required. 

(2) No further action is warranted at this time because the majority or the site is 
currently covered by an asphalt cap and buildings. Further investigation will 
be conducted according to site priorities and the terms mutually agreed to 
between the Department and The Gas Company as specified in Exhibit 2, 
Scope or Work, Schedule, or the Agreement dated August 20, 1993. 

(3) If the asphalt cap or the buildings at the site are removed at any time in the 
future, then a reassessment of public health or environmental threat is 
recommended. 
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Table 2.2.6-1 
Su~ of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon Analysis by EPA Method 8310 and Title 26 

- Metal Concentrations Detected 
Former Beaumont, MGP Site, California 

Noncarcinogenic . Carcinogenic AllPAH 
P AH I,.evels· PAH Levels Levels Barium 

(ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) 

Subsurface soils 

Range I 0,0005 - 4,100 0.0005 - 440 0.0005 - 4,100 37 - 940 

Average 180.0 36.7 97.7 152.8 

# Samples above 
detection limit 

21 19 22 12 

# Samples below 
detection limit 

2 4 1 0 

Surface soils 

Range 0.02 - 14 0.0057 - 3.9 0.0057 - 14 43 - 160 

Average 1.34 0.49 0 .90 70.4 

ti Samples above 
detection limit 

5 5 5 5 

# Samples below 
detection limit 

0 0 0 0 

Background surface 
soils in the vicinity 
of the site 

Range 0.002 - 0.35 0.0007 - 0.13 0.0007 - 0.35 38- 130 

Average 0.07 0,04 0.05 66 

# Samples above 
detection limit 

5 4 5 5 

ti Samples below 0 1 0 0 
detection limit 

Range in background 0.145 - 3131 0.169. - 2081 --·-·- ----
U.S. surface soils 

1 Toxicological Profile for Polycyclic Aromatic.Hydrocarbons, Agency for Tallie Substances and Disease 
Registry, U.S. Public Health Service, December 1990, 

ND= None-Detected 
NA= Not Applicable 

Arsenic Vanadium 
(ppm) (ppm) 

2.3 14 - 60 

2.3 40 

1 ·- 12 

20 0 

.ND 16 - 25 

NA 20.8 

0 5 

5 0 

ND 16 - 58 

NA 31.6 

0 5 

5 0 

---- ----

P£449Tl5 ,WKI (lOBDISK3) TPB/bll 
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PAGE 755 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 06/01/88 
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE STORAGE CONTAINER INFORMATION FOR RIVERSIDE COUNTY 

CONTAINER TYPES: 1 2~3 4 5 
(1=FAR14 fl'AlTOR VEHICLE FUEL TANKS,. 2=ALL OTHER PRODUCT TANKS, i=AAtrf TAN<S, 4=SlM'S, 5=Pm, PONDS, LAGOONS I OTHERS) 

I OWNER 
CITY OF BE"l.JtOHT 
550 EAST 6TH STREET, P.O. B<'X 

II FACILITY . 

CITY Of BEAlM>NT PlaIC WORKS 
296 SOUTH.CM..IFORNIA 
BEAlJIIONT CA 92223 

CROSS. ·sTREEY : 
3RD. STREET 

III 24-HR~ CONTACT PERSON/ TELEPHONE 
DAY: POLICE DISPATCHER 

BEAlJ10NT CA 92223 

MAILING ADDRESS 
T~$HIP/RANGE/$ECTION 

550 EAST 6TH STREET, P.O. BOX 
BEM.t10NT CA 92223 

(845) 116-1 NIGHT: SAME 

DEALER/FOREMAN/SUPERVISOR 
TELEPHONE 

JOHN O. SWOOA 

(714) 845-1171 

( ) 

iH't OF BUSINESS 
NO. OF CONTAINERS 

CITY 

2 

********,... OliiiNER ASSIGNED CONTAINER Nl.M:IER: 5 ********** STATE BOARD ASSIGNED CONTAINER ID N..tl3ER: CXXX:XX,38735001 ********* 

IV .DE.SCJUP.Tlatt . ···-· . . 
A. CONTAINER TYPE : TAN< E. REPAIRS : LN<N IF YES IIIEN : 
B. MANJFACT\ltER/YR OF MFG: 
C •. YE.Alt.INSTILLED.... : UNK 
D. CAPACITY (GALLONS) : 5,00) 

I F. CURRENTLY USED : YES IF P«>, YEAR Of LAST USE: 
G. STORES . . . :. PROOUCT . . . . . . . 
h. f«>TOR VEHICLE FUEL/WASTE OIL: YES CONTAINS: REGULAR 

IS CON.TAINER LOCAIEtLOft A .FARN : NO 

V CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION 
A. ThlCKNE.SS: _... . . . . 
o. MATERIAL: lN<NOWN 
E. LINING : lN<NOWN 

e. VAULTlNG; NON-VAlA,.TED C. WAL.LING; ~~ 

F • . WJW>e.lNG._ ;_J~ 

VI PIPING 
. _. ~---M!O.V~~- PlPl~ ; _ . . . . .. . . . B. IH>ERGR~O PIPING : SUCTION 

C. REPAIRS: ll«N IF YES, YEAR OF '10ST RECENT REPAIR: 

. VU .\..ENU)£T.£CTJON. __ ... 
STOCK INVENTORY 

VlU CHEMICAL COff"OSlTIQN Of SU8STANCESCURRENTlY STORED IN CONTAINER 
12032 REGU...AR MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL 
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PAGE 756 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 06/01/88 
HAZARDOUS SI.IJSTANCE STORAGE CONTAINER INFORMATION FOR RIVERSIDE COUNTY 

C1=FARM MOTOR VEH1CL£ FUEL TANKS, 2=ALL OTHirJ~6~~TTf~i,
1icitif5

TAN<S, 4nSttFS, 5•PITS, PONDS, LAGOONS I OTHERS) 
•••••••••• OWNER ASSI~ED CONTAINER Nl.JillER: 6 ********** STATE BOARD ASSIGNED CONTAINER IO NI.JeER: OCXXJ0038735002 ********* 

IV DESCRIPTION 
A. CONTAINER TYPE : TAN< E. REPAIRS : l.t«N IF YES WHEN : 
B. MANJFAcnJRER/YR Of MFG: 
C. YEAR INSTAL.LEO : lN< 

I F. CURRENTLY USED : YES IF t«>, YEAR OF LAST USE: 
G. STORES : PROOUCT 

D. CAPACITY (GALLONS) : 1,000 H. ft)TOR VEHICLE FUEL/WASTE OIL: YES CONTAINS: DIESEL 

IS CONTAINER LOCATED ON A FARM : NO 

V CONTAlNER CONSTRUCTION 
A. THICKNESS: B. VAULTING: NON-VAULTED C. WALLING: LN<NOWN 
O. MATERIAL.: ~ 
E. LINING : lN<NCM4 
f. WRN>f>ING : lN<NCM4 

VI PIPING 
A. ABOVEGROlt40 PIPING: B. lMOERGR~O PIPING: SUCTION 
C. REPAIRS: LNCN lf YES,. YEAR Of K>ST ~£CENT REPAIR: 

VII LEAK DETECTION 
STOCK INVENTORY 

VIII CHEMICAL C()flf)()SITION OF SI.IISTANCES CURRENTLY STORED IN CONTAINER 
12034 DIESEL K>TOR VEHICLE FUEL 
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Dan Skopec 
Acting Secretary 

Cal/EPA 

May 30, 2006 

Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director 
5796 Corporate Avenue 

Cypress, California 90630 

Ms. ,1aribeth Webber 
Southern California Gas Company 
555 est 5th Street 
Los Angeles, California 90013-1011 

Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 

FORMER BEAUMONT MANUFACTURED GAS PLANT SITE, BEAUMONT, 
SUPPLEMENTAL REMOVAL ACTION COMPLETION AND SITE CERTIFICATION 

Dear Ms. Webber: 

The epartment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) reviewed the Supplemental 
Removal Action Completion Report for the former Beaumont Manufactured Gas Plant 
site, and on March 16, 2006 sent comments which were addressed in a letter dated 
April 11, 2006 from Tetra Tech. 

On February 14, 2005, DTSC approved a final removal action completion report for 
the si e. However, since contamination remained under California Avenue above 
resi • ential levels, it was determined that a deed restriction would be necessary for 
that portion of the site. Subsequently, it was ascertained that the City of Beaumont 
would be excavating the remaining contaminated portion of the site to install a new 
sewer line. Southern C lifornia G mp ny r in t with th City f Beaumont 
to en ure that all soil contaminated above unrestricted levels would be excavated. 
This xcavation was completed and the results were presented in the Supplemental 
Removal Action Completion Report dated January 11 , 2006. 

The g al, upon completion of the removal action, was to ensure that the property can be 
used for unrestricted uses. To achieve this goal, confirmation samples were collected 
following excavation activities and soil samples were analyzed for carcinogenic 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (CPAHs). The removal action resulted in restoration 
of th site to background conditions, making the site suitable for unrestricted land uses. 

Based on the previous analysis conducted at the Site, CPAHs were the main chemicals 
of concern. In the Removal Action Workplan dated March 20, 2003, the target clean-up 
cone ntration f r th PAH s set at 0 ,9 milli rarn p r ki l gram (m /Kg) of B(a)P 
equivalent concentration. The cleanup standard for soil of 0.9 mg/kg of B(a)P meets the 

@ Printed on Recycled Paper 



Ms. Marib th Webber 
May 30, 2006 
Pac e 2 

risk riteria for residential occupancy. A total of approximately 15,000 tons of 
contaminated soil was removed and disposed at offsite facilities. Contaminated soils, 
exce ding 0.9 mg/Kg of B(a)P, were transported to TPS Technologies, Inc. in Adelanto, 
Cali ornia for treatment and recycling. 

Bas d on DTSC's approval of the Supplemental Removal Action Completion Report 
dated January 11, 2006, and subsequent information provided by Tetra Tech on 
April 11, 2006 DTSC hereby certifies that the removal goals specified in the Removal 
Action Workplan have been successfully implemented and that no further action is 
required. As with any site, if future conditions become known at the site that present a 
threat to human health or the environment, DTSC reserves the right to take appropriate 
response action to mitigate such conditions. 

Please note that the owner of the Site (present, past or future owner), is responsible for 
notif ing DTSC of any evidence of contamination discovered during site development, 
including discolored soil, or other potentially contaminated material. 

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mr. Greg Holmes at 
(714) 484-5461, or me at (714) 484-5459. 

Sin erely, 

Thomas M. Cota, Chief 
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office 

cc: Dr. Kimi Klein 
Hum n and Ecol gic I Risk Divi ion 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Mr. Gary Root, Director 
Riverside County Department of Environmental Health 
4065 County Circle Drive 
Riverside, California 92503 

Mr. John Wilder 
City of Beaumont 
130 South Main Street 
City of Lake Elsinore, California 92530 



Ms. Maribeth Webber 
Ma 30, 2006 
Pa e 3 

cc: Mr. E. Essi Esmalli 
ENV America, Inc. 
16 Technology Drive, Suite154 
Jrvine, California 92618 

/ Mr.Greg Holmes 
Unit Chief 
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office 

Mr. Kamron Saremi 
Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Santa Ana Region 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500 
Riverside, California 92501 

Mr. Tim Blackburn 
18916 Seaton Avenue 
Perris, California 92570 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL 

QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE

Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) prepared by Michael Baker reflect the most 

current interpretations of industry standards, which are in accordance with the ASTM 
International (ASTM) E 1527-21 Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments.  

 

KEY PERSONNEL 

This Phase I ESA was overseen by Kristen Bogue, Environmental Professional, who conducted 
quality assurance/quality control and document preparation. Document research, records 
gathering, and Site reconnaissance was conducted by Dennis Dinh and Kristen Bogue.  

Kristen Bogue 

Environmental Professional 

Ms. Bogue graduated from the University of California, Irvine, with a degree in Environmental 

Analysis and Design. Mr. Bogue’s professional environmental experience of nine years includes 
the management, review, and preparation of hazardous material assessments, which include: 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessments, Initial Site Assessments for the California Department 
of Transportation (Caltrans), Preliminary Hazardous Material Assessments, Existing Hazardous 
Material Conditions Assessments, and Environmental Baseline Surveys for the Department of the 

Navy for sites located throughout California, Arizona, and New Mexico. As an environmental 
analyst, Ms. Bogue is also involved with preparation of Environmental Documentation 

compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)/National Environmental 
Protection Act (NEPA), Visual Impact Assessments (VIAs), field studies, as well as various 
technical studies in support of CEQA and NEPA. In the past nine years Ms. Bogue has personally 

evaluated over 250 real properties in California. 
 

Dennis Dinh

Environmental Analyst

Mr. Dinh graduated from University of California, Irvine, with a degree in Environmental Science 
and Policy.  Mr. Dinh provides assistance in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for 
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public and private sector clients under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  As an environmental analyst at Michael Baker, Mr. Dinh’s primary 

responsibilities include the preparation of environmental documents (Initial Studies, Negative Declarations, 

Environmental Impact Reports, and Environmental Assessments), and technical studies, including Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessments, for various environmental planning projects located throughout 

California.   

 

 




