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A Brief Introduction

This Project-Specific WQMP Template for the Santa Ana Region has been prepared to help guide you in
documenting compliance for your project. Because this document has been designed to specifically
document compliance, you will need to utilize the WQMP Guidance Document as your “how-to” manual
to help guide you through this process. Both the Template and Guidance Document go hand-in-hand,
and will help facilitate a well prepared Project-Specific WQMP. Below is a flowchart for the layout of this
Template that will provide the steps required to document compliance.




OWNER'’S CERTIFICATION

This Project-Specific Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) has been prepared for First Industrial Realty Trust
by Albert A. Webb Associates for the First Day Street Logistics project.

This WQMP is intended to comply with the requirements of City of Moreno Valley for Ordinance No. 827 which
includes the requirement for the preparation and implementation of a Project-Specific WQMP.

The undersigned, while owning the property/project described in the preceding paragraph, shall be responsible for
the implementation and funding of this WQMP and will ensure that this WQMP is amended as appropriate to
reflect up-to-date conditions on the site. In addition, the property owner accepts responsibility for interim
operation and maintenance of Stormwater BMPs until such time as this responsibility is formally transferred to a
subsequent owner. This WQMP will be reviewed with the facility operator, facility supervisors, employees, tenants,
maintenance and service contractors, or any other party (or parties) having responsibility for implementing
portions of this WQMP. At least one copy of this WQMP will be maintained at the project site or project office in
perpetuity. The undersigned is authorized to certify and to approve implementation of this WQMP. The
undersigned is aware that implementation of this WQMP is enforceable under City of Moreno Valley Water Quality
Ordinance (Municipal Code Chapter 8.10).

"l, the undersigned, certify under penalty of law that the provisions of this WQMP have been reviewed and

accepted and the AWVQMP will be transferred to future successors in interest."
v 2-8-22
J

Owner’s Signature Date

2,-«@ LOO&«/@' IfWé'cHse,%._,;( @‘%1&/

Owner’s Printed Name Owner’s Title/Position

PREPARER'’S CERTIFICATION

“The selection, sizing and design of stormwater treatment and other stormwater quality and quantity control
measures in this plan meet the requirements of Regional Water Quality Control Board Order No. R8-2010-0033
and any subsequent amendments thereto.”

12/6/2022
Preparer’s Signature Date
Sarah Kowalski, P.E. Senior Engineer
Preparer’s Printed Name Preparer’s Title/Position

Preparer’s Licensure:



CALIFORNIA ACKNOWLEDGMENT CIVIL CODE § 1189

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the document
to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California
County of (\?\C%UW3Q‘)&Q }
On %Wﬂ\)’@( B, 2099 before me, Qrﬁr\g 7{:’\&}?&( (Q(})\QIC m&(»?vh

Date Here Insert Name and Title of the OfﬁceV

personally appeared /?QU\ ﬂ ﬂb? OQ

Name(s) of Signer(s)

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed
to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their
authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity
upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

| certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the
laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct.

ANAHI ZENDEJAS
Notary Public - California
Riverside County !

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature &/‘ Zﬂ/\dg\)ﬁl

Place Notary Seal and/or Stamp Above Signature of Notary Public
OPTIONAL

Completing this information can deter alteration of the document or
fraudulent reattachment of this form to an unintended document.

% Commission # 2419833
My Comm, Expires Oct 8, 2026
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Section A: Project and Site Information

PROJECT INFORMATION

Type of Project: Commercial/Industrial
Planning Area: n/a

Community Name: n/a

Development Name: First Day Street Logistics

PROJECT LOCATION
Latitude & Longitude (DMS): N33° 54’ 51” W117° 16’ 40”
Project Watershed and Sub-Watershed: Santa Ana River Watershed

APN(s): 297-130-036
Map Book and Page No.: Map Book 6, Page 13

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Proposed or Potential Land Use(s)

Proposed or Potential SIC Code(s)
SIC Code 1541 (General Contractors — Industrial Buildings and Warehouses) and SIC
Code 4225 (General Warehousing and Storage)

Area of Project Footprint (SF)

Total Area of proposed Impervious Surfaces within the Project Limits (SF)/or Replacement

Does the project consist of offsite road improvements?

Does the project propose to construct unpaved roads?

Is the project part of a larger common plan of development (phased project)?

EXISTING SITE CHARACTERISTICS

Total area of existing Impervious Surfaces within the project limits (SF)

Is the project located within any MSHCP Criteria Cell?

If so, identify the Cell number:

Are there any natural hydrologic features on the project site?

Is a Geotechnical Report attached?

If no Geotech. Report, list the NRCS soils type(s) present on the site (A, B, C and/or D)

What is the Water Quality Design Storm Depth for the project?

Commercial/Industrial
1541 & 4225 (see left)

349,024
313,422

Oy XN
[y XN
[y XN
300,750

[y XN
n/a

Oy XN
Xy [N
c

0.616 in

Project Description

The project is proposing to remove the existing building and replace it with a new warehouse facility
(approximately 162,000 square feet) on approximately 8.0 acres of an existing fully-developed, light
industrial site. Existing elevations across the site vary from 1554 in the northwest to 1548 in the south

(NAVD88 datum). The site currently slopes down at approximately 1.1% grade to the south. The existing

drainage pattern for the site and the general area is characterized by earthen channels that convey on-

site and off-site sheet flows towards the existing catch basin at the southern boundary of the project site.

The project site is subject to offsite flows from adjacent developed, industrial properties to the north and

east. Off-site flows are proposed to be intercepted by v-ditches and channels along the perimeter of the

site, with inlets proposed at existing low spots. These flows will be directed towards and underground
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detention tank that outlets to the existing storm drain line to the south. This storm drain line is
adequately sized to convey the tributary flows. However, there is an elevation gap between the proposed
and existing storm drain systems, so a lift station is proposed to outlet the flows.

On-site flows (DMA-A) generated by the proposed project will be collected and conveyed using a
combination of surface flows, ribbon gutters, inlets, and subsurface storm drains to convey flows to the
proposed underground storage sized for the VBMP. From there, the required treatment volume will be
pumped to a biotreatment device. This treatment device, BioClean’s Modular Wetlands, will treat low
flows and allow higher storm events to bypass into the storm drain system. These treated or bypassed
flows will outlet to the underground detention tank, to the lift station, and ultimately to the existing
southerly storm drain line. Secondary overflow is provided by existing 6’ wide openings through curb and
retaining wall proposed per March Commerce Center Precise Grade, PA 05-0042 by Thienes Engineering,
Inc.

Underground storage for water quality flows is upstream of the underground storage for larger storms. If
necessary, a bleeder pipe can be included in final engineering to provide outlet from the water quality
storage to the larger storm storage, in case of pump failure. If the pumps for the larger storm storage
fails, it would simply not accept any further flows and would surface flow onsite towards the 6’ wide
openings in the curb along the southern boundary.

Proposed flows will follow existing flow paths established per Storm Drain, PA 05-0042 by Gabel, Cook
and Associates, which outlet into an open area south of the project site and north of the I1-215 freeway.
Since the pre-condition and post-condition are both fully developed, light industrial sites, there will be no
increase in flows or intensity from historic storm events. Therefore, HCOC is considered mitigated.

Since the proposed improvements are mainly a truck court area, not a commercial area, it is not
anticipated to experience much trash. However, the proposed biotreatment device (Bioclean’s Modular
Wetlands) is on the list of accepted full trash capture devices, per California Waterboards.

A.1 Maps and Site Plans

When completing your Project-Specific WQMP, include a map of the local vicinity and existing site. In
addition, include all grading, drainage, landscape/plant palette and other pertinent construction plans in
Appendix 2. At a minimum, your WQMP Site Plan should include the following:

* Drainage Management Areas e Source Control BMPs

e Proposed Structural BMPs e Buildings, Roof Lines, Downspouts
e Drainage Path e Impervious Surfaces

e Drainage Infrastructure, Inlets, Overflows e Standard Labeling

Use your discretion on whether or not you may need to create multiple sheets or can appropriately
accommodate these features on one or two sheets. Keep in mind that the Co-Permittee plan reviewer
must be able to easily analyze your project utilizing this template and its associated site plans and maps.



A.2 Identify Receiving Waters

Using Table A.1 below, list in order of upstream to downstream, the receiving waters that the project
site is tributary to. Continue to fill each row with the Receiving Water’s 303(d) listed impairments (if
any), designated beneficial uses, and proximity, if any, to a RARE beneficial use. Include a map of the
receiving waters in Appendix 1.

Table A.1 Identification of Receiving Waters

Street) and Newport Slough

MAR, EST

. EPA Approved 303(d) List | Designated Proximity to RARE
Receiving Waters . - - g
Impairments Beneficial Uses Beneficial Use
Tequesquite Arroyo GWR, REC1, REC2, WARM, WILD, .
n/a 0.5 miles
(Sycamore Creek) RARE, SPWN
. . . AGR, GWR, REC1, REC2, WARM, 3
Santa Ana River Reach 3 Copper, Indicator Bacteria, Lead WILD, RARE, SPWN 8.4 miles
Prado Basin Management Zone pH REC1, REC2, WARM, WILD, RARE 22 miles
. AGR, GWR, REC1, REC2, WARM, 3
Santa Ana River Reach 2 n/a WILD, RARE, SPWN 26 miles
. RECI, REC2 )
Santa Ana River Reach 1 n/a . Not designated as RARE
Intermittent: WARM, WILD
Tidal Prism of Santa Ana River
REC1, REC2, COMM, WILD, RARE, .
(to within 1,000° of Victoria Indicator Bacteria 53 miles

A.3 Additional Permits/Approvals required for the Project:

Table A.2 Other Applicable Permits

Agency Permit Required
State Department of Fish and Game, 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement L]y XN
State Water Resources Control Board, Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 Water Quality Cert. | [_] Y XN
US Army Corps of Engineers, CWA Section 404 Permit |:| Y |X| N
US Fish and Wildlife, Endangered Species Act Section 7 Biological Opinion L]y XN
Statewide Construction General Permit Coverage |X| Y |:| N
Statewide Industrial General Permit Coverage |X| Y |:| N
Western Riverside MSHCP Consistency Approval (e.g., JPR, DBESP) L]y XIN
Other (please list in the space below as required)

City of Moreno Valley Grading Permit Xy LIN
City of Moreno Valley Building Permit

If yes is answered to any of the questions above, the Co-Permittee may require proof of
approval/coverage from those agencies as applicable including documentation of any associated
requirements that may affect this Project-Specific WQMP.




Section B: Optimize Site Utilization (LID Principles)

Review of the information collected in Section ‘A’ will aid in identifying the principal constraints on site
design and selection of LID BMPs as well as opportunities to reduce imperviousness and incorporate LID
Principles into the site and landscape design. For example, constraints might include impermeable
soils, high groundwater, groundwater pollution or contaminated soils, steep slopes, geotechnical
instability, high-intensity land use, heavy pedestrian or vehicular traffic, utility locations or safety
concerns. Opportunities might include existing natural areas, low areas, oddly configured or otherwise
unbuildable parcels, easements and landscape amenities including open space and buffers (which can
double as locations for bioretention BMPs), and differences in elevation (which can provide hydraulic
head). Prepare a brief narrative for each of the site optimization strategies described below. This
narrative will help you as you proceed with your LID design and explain your design decisions to others.

The 2010 Santa Ana MS4 Permit further requires that LID Retention BMPs (Infiltration Only or Harvest
and Use) be used unless it can be shown that those BMPs are infeasible. Therefore, it is important that
your narrative identify and justify if there are any constraints that would prevent the use of those
categories of LID BMPs. Similarly, you should also note opportunities that exist which will be utilized
during project design. Upon completion of identifying Constraints and Opportunities, include these on
your WQMP Site plan in Appendix 1.

Site Optimization

The following questions are based upon Section 3.2 of the WQMP Guidance Document. Review of the
WQMP Guidance Document will help you determine how best to optimize your site and subsequently
identify opportunities and/or constraints, and document compliance.

Did you identify and preserve existing drainage patterns? If so, how? If not, why?

Yes. The existing site drainage pattern directs on-site and tributary off-site flows to a collection point
along the southern edge of the project. The proposed drainage pattern continues to direct on-site and
tributary off-site flows to that storm drain system.

Did you identify and protect existing vegetation? If so, how? If not, why?

No. The current project site is a fully-developed, light industrial site and has little or no vegetation. No
existing vegetation is proposed to be protected.

Did you identify and preserve natural infiltration capacity? If so, how? If not, why?

No. The entire site is underlain with hydrologic soil group ‘C’ as determined by the NRCS (National
Resources Conservation Service). This type of soil has poor infiltration capacity, which is supported by the
project specific infiltration testing included in Appendix 3. As such, the existing poor infiltration capacity
has not been adversely impacted by the proposed development.

Did you identify and minimize impervious area? If so, how? If not, why?

Yes. Impervious areas were minimized as much as possible for the nature of this industrial development.
Landscaped areas are added where feasible along concrete walkways, along the building, and within
parking areas and drive aisles in order to reduce the total impervious areas. The minimum landscaping
pervious cover was achieved per code.
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Did you identify and disperse runoff to adjacent pervious areas? If so, how? If not, why?

Yes. However, based on the nature of the industrial development, not all runoff will be able to be
directed towards a pervious area. Pervious landscaped areas are proposed around the proposed building,
along concrete walkways, and within parking areas and drive aisles. Surface flows that are not
intercepted by these landscaped areas will be captured by drop inlets and treated in the proposed water
quality treatment device, BioClean’s Modular Wetlands (MWS).

-10-



Section C: Delineate Drainage Management Areas
(DMAs)

Utilizing the procedure in Section 3.3 of the WQMP Guidance Document which discusses the methods of
delineating and mapping your project site into individual DMAs, complete Table C.1 below to
appropriately categorize the types of classification (e.g., Type A, Type B, etc.) per DMA for your project
site. Upon completion of this table, this information will then be used to populate and tabulate the
corresponding tables for their respective DMA classifications.

Table C.1 DMA Classifications

DMA Name or ID Surface Type(s)? Area (Sq. Ft.) DMA Type

L-A Landscape 35,602 D — Biotreatment
R-A Roof 161,935 D — Biotreatment
H-A Hardscape 151,487 D — Biotreatment

1Reference Table 2-1 in the WQMP Guidance Document to populate this column

Table C.2 Type ‘A’, Self-Treating Areas
DMA Name or ID Area (Sq. Ft.) Stabilization Type Irrigation Type (if any)

Table C.3 Type ‘B’, Self-Retaining Areas

Type ‘C’ DMAs that are draining to the Self-Retaining
Self-Retaining Area Area
Area Storm
(square Depth [C] from Table C.4Required Retention Depth
DMA Rt feet) (inches) loma Name /= (inches)
Name/ ID [surface type  |[A] [B] ID [C] [D]
[B] - [C]
[D] = [B] + ——F—
[A]
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Table C.4 Type ‘C, Areas that Drain to Self-Retaining Areas

DMA Receiving Self-Retaining DMA
o g
S~ + QO
[J) (O]
g © § .g_), % s S5 Area (square
z gz 59 5 S lproduct feet) Ratio
< = PO £ e
w T
2 A e 3 B [C=[AIx[B] [bMmA name /iD | (D] [c)/[D]
Table C.5 Type ‘D’, Areas Draining to BMPs
DMA Name or ID BMP Name or ID
DMA-A BMP-A (Biotreatment Device)
(L-A, R-A, and H-A) One (1) 8'x12’ Modular Wetlands (MWS) Linear

Note: More than one drainage management area can drain to a single LID BMP, however,
one drainage management area may not drain to more than one BMP.
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Section D: Implement LID BMPs

D.1 Infiltration Applicability

Is there an approved downstream ‘Highest and Best Use’ for stormwater runoff (see discussion in
Chapter 2.4.4 of the WQMP Guidance Document for further details)? [ ]Y [XIN

If yes has been checked, Infiltration BMPs shall not be used for the site. If no, continue working through
this section to implement your LID BMPs. It is recommended that you contact your Co-Permittee to
verify whether or not your project discharges to an approved downstream ‘Highest and Best Use’
feature.

Geotechnical Report

A Geotechnical Report or Phase | Environmental Site Assessment may be required by the Copermittee to
confirm present and past site characteristics that may affect the use of Infiltration BMPs. In addition, the
Co-Permittee, at their discretion, may not require a geotechnical report for small projects as described
in Chapter 2 of the WQMP Guidance Document. If a geotechnical report has been prepared, include it in
Appendix 3. In addition, if a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment has been prepared, include it in
Appendix 4.

Is this project classified as a small project consistent with the requirements of Chapter 2 of the WQMP
Guidance Document? |:| Y |X| N

Infiltration Feasibility

Table D.1 below is meant to provide a simple means of assessing which DMAs on your site support
Infiltration BMPs and is discussed in the WQMP Guidance Document in Chapter 2.4.5. Check the
appropriate box for each question and then list affected DMAs as applicable. If additional space is
needed, add a row below the corresponding answer.

Table D.1 Infiltration Feasibility

Does the project site... YES | NO

...have any DMAs with a seasonal high groundwater mark shallower than 10 feet? X
If Yes, list affected DMAs:

...have any DMAs located within 100 feet of a water supply well? X
If Yes, list affected DMAs:

..have any areas identified by the geotechnical report as posing a public safety risk where infiltration of X

stormwater could have a negative impact?

If Yes, list affected DMAs:

...have measured in-situ infiltration rates of less than 1.6 inches / hour? X

If Yes, list affected DMAs: DMA-A (L-A, R-A, and H-A)

...have significant cut and/or fill conditions that would preclude in-situ testing of infiltration rates at the final X
infiltration surface?

If Yes, list affected DMAs:

...geotechnical report identify other site-specific factors that would preclude effective and safe infiltration? X

Describe here:

If you answered “Yes” to any of the questions above for any DMA, Infiltration BMPs should not be used
for those DMAs and you should proceed to the assessment for Harvest and Use below.
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D.2 Harvest and Use Assessment

Please check what applies:

] Reclaimed water will be used for the non-potable water demands for the project.

CIDownstream water rights may be impacted by Harvest and Use as approved by the Regional
Board (verify with the Copermittee).

[IThe Design Capture Volume will be addressed using Infiltration Only BMPs. In such a case,
Harvest and Use BMPs are still encouraged, but it would not be required if the Design Capture
Volume will be infiltrated or evapotranspired.

If any of the above boxes have been checked, Harvest and Use BMPs need not be assessed for the site. If
neither of the above criteria applies, follow the steps below to assess the feasibility of irrigation use,
toilet use and other non-potable uses (e.g., industrial use).

Irrigation Use Feasibility

Complete the following steps to determine the feasibility of harvesting stormwater runoff for Irrigation
Use BMPs on your site:

Step 1:

Step 2:

Step 3:

Step 4:

Step 5:

Identify the total area of irrigated landscape on the site, and the type of landscaping used.
Total Area of Irrigated Landscape: 0.7 AC
Type of Landscaping (Conservation Design or Active Turf): Conservation Design

Identify the planned total of all impervious areas on the proposed project from which runoff
might be feasibly captured and stored for irrigation use. Depending on the configuration of
buildings and other impervious areas on the site, you may consider the site as a whole, or
parts of the site, to evaluate reasonable scenarios for capturing and storing runoff and
directing the stored runoff to the potential use(s) identified in Step 1 above.

Total Area of Impervious Surfaces: 7.2 AC

Cross reference the Design Storm depth for the project site (see Exhibit A of the WQMP
Guidance Document) with the left column of Table 2-3 in Chapter 2 to determine the
minimum area of Effective Irrigated Area per Tributary Impervious Area (EIATIA).

Enter your EIATIA factor: 0.79

Multiply the unit value obtained from Step 3 by the total of impervious areas from Step 2 to
develop the minimum irrigated area that would be required.

Minimum required irrigated area: 5.7 AC

Determine if harvesting stormwater runoff for irrigation use is feasible for the project by
comparing the total area of irrigated landscape (Step 1) to the minimum required irrigated
area (Step 4).

Minimum required irrigated area (Step 4) | Available Irrigated Landscape (Step 1)

5.7 AC ‘ 0.7 AC
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Toilet Use Feasibility

Complete the following steps to determine the feasibility of harvesting stormwater runoff for toilet
flushing uses on your site:

Step 1:

Step 2:

Step 3:

Step 4:

Step 5:

Identify the projected total number of daily toilet users during the wet season, and account
for any periodic shut downs or other lapses in occupancy:

Projected Number of Daily Toilet Users: 900 Users
Project Type: Warehouse/Light Industrial

Identify the planned total of all impervious areas on the proposed project from which runoff
might be feasibly captured and stored for toilet use. Depending on the configuration of
buildings and other impervious areas on the site, you may consider the site as a whole, or
parts of the site, to evaluate reasonable scenarios for capturing and storing runoff and
directing the stored runoff to the potential use(s) identified in Step 1 above.

Total Area of Impervious Surfaces: 7.2 AC

Enter the Design Storm depth for the project site (see Exhibit A) into the left column of Table
2-1 in Chapter 2 to determine the minimum number or toilet users per tributary impervious
acre (TUTIA).

Enter your TUTIA factor: 172

Multiply the unit value obtained from Step 3 by the total of impervious areas from Step 2 to
develop the minimum number of toilet users that would be required.

Minimum number of toilet users: 1,237 Users

Determine if harvesting stormwater runoff for toilet flushing use is feasible for the project by
comparing the Number of Daily Toilet Users (Step 1) to the minimum required number of
toilet users (Step 4).

Minimum required Toilet Users (Step 4) | Projected number of toilet users (Step 1)

1,237 Users ‘ 900 Users

Other Non-Potable Use Feasibility

Are there other non-potable uses for stormwater runoff on the site (e.g. industrial use)? See Chapter 2
of the Guidance for further information. If yes, describe below. If no, write N/A.

Step 1:

Step 2:

n/a

Identify the projected average daily non-potable demand, in gallons per day, during the wet
season and accounting for any periodic shut downs or other lapses in occupancy or operation.

Average Daily Demand: n/a

Identify the planned total of all impervious areas on the proposed project from which runoff
might be feasibly captured and stored for the identified non-potable use. Depending on the
configuration of buildings and other impervious areas on the site, you may consider the site as
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a whole, or parts of the site, to evaluate reasonable scenarios for capturing and storing runoff
and directing the stored runoff to the potential use(s) identified in Step 1 above.

Total Area of Impervious Surfaces: n/a

Step 3:  Enter the Design Storm depth for the project site (see Exhibit A) into the left column of Table
2-3 in Chapter 2 to determine the minimum demand for non-potable uses per tributary
impervious acre.

Enter the factor from Table 2-3: n/a

Step4: Multiply the unit value obtained from Step 4 by the total of impervious areas from Step 3 to
develop the minimum number of gallons per day of non-potable use that would be required.

Minimum required use: n/a

Step 5: Determine if harvesting stormwater runoff for other non-potable use is feasible for the project
by comparing the Number of Daily Toilet Users (Step 1) to the minimum required number of
toilet users (Step 4).

Minimum required non-potable use (Step 4) | Projected average daily use (Step 1)

n/a | n/a

If Irrigation, Toilet and Other Use feasibility anticipated demands are less than the applicable minimum
values, Harvest and Use BMPs are not required and you should proceed to utilize LID Bioretention and
Biotreatment, unless a site-specific analysis has been completed that demonstrates technical
infeasibility as noted in D.3 below.

D.3 Bioretention and Biotreatment Assessment

Other LID Bioretention and Biotreatment BMPs as described in Chapter 2.4.7 of the WQMP Guidance
Document are feasible on nearly all development sites with sufficient advance planning.

Select one of the following:

LID Bioretention/Biotreatment BMPs will be used for some or all DMAs of the project as
noted below in Section D.4 (note the requirements of Section 3.4.2 in the WQMP Guidance
Document).

L] A site-specific analysis demonstrating the technical infeasibility of all LID BMPs has been
performed and is included in Appendix 5. If you plan to submit an analysis demonstrating the
technical infeasibility of LID BMPs, request a pre-submittal meeting with the Copermittee to
discuss this option. Proceed to Section E to document your alternative compliance measures.
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D.4 Feasibility Assessment Summaries

From the Infiltration, Harvest and Use, Bioretention and Biotreatment Sections above, complete Table
D.2 below to summarize which LID BMPs are technically feasible, and which are not, based upon the
established hierarchy.

Table D.2 LID Prioritization Summary Matrix

LID BMP Hierarchy No LID
DMA (Alternative
Name/ID 1. Infiltration | 2. Harvestanduse | 3. Bioretention 4. Biotreatment Compliance)
DMA-A
(L-A, R-A, [] [] [] X []
and H-A)

HR NN
HR NN
HR NN
HR NN
HR NN

For those DMAs where LID BMPs are not feasible, provide a brief narrative below summarizing why they
are not feasible, include your technical infeasibility criteria in Appendix 5, and proceed to Section E
below to document Alternative Compliance measures for those DMAs. Recall that each proposed DMA
must pass through the LID BMP hierarchy before alternative compliance measures may be considered.

All DMAs are treated using an LID BMP. No alternative compliance is required or proposed.

On-site infiltration testing performed by Southern California Geotechnical determined the project-specific
infiltration rate to be between 0.0 and 0.1 in/hr. Since the tested infiltration rate is less than 0.3 in/hr,
biotreatment BMPs are acceptable per the LID BMP Feasibility Flow Chart. The project site proposes one
(1) Modular Wetlands Systems (MWS) biotreatment device to treat the water quality runoff. The
proposed MWS linear treatment devices are classified as biotreatment devised per the WQMP
guidelines.
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D.5 LID BMP Sizing

Each LID BMP must be designed to ensure that the Design Capture Volume will be addressed by the
selected BMPs. First, calculate the Design Capture Volume for each LID BMP using the Vsmp worksheet in
Appendix F of the LID BMP Design Handbook. Second, design the LID BMP to meet the required Vgme
using a method approved by the Copermittee. Utilize the worksheets found in the LID BMP Design
Handbook or consult with your Copermittee to assist you in correctly sizing your LID BMPs. Complete
Table D.3 below to document the Design Capture Volume and the Proposed Volume for each LID BMP.
Provide the completed design procedure sheets for each LID BMP in Appendix 6. You may add additional
rows to the table below as needed.

Table D.3 DCV Calculations for LID BMPs

DMA DMA
Area Post-Project | Effective DMA Areas X
DMA (square | Surface Impervious | Runoff | Runoff BMP-A
Type/ID | feet) Type Fraction, It | Factor | Factor
(Al (B] [C] [Al x[C]
L-A 35,602 Ornamental | 0.1 0.11 3,932.5
Landscaping
R-A 161,935 Roofs 1.0 0.892 144,446
H-A 151,487 | Concrete or | 1.0 0.892 135,126.4 Proposed
Asphalt Design Volume
Storm Design Capture | on Plans
Depth Volume, Vemp | (cubic
(in) (cubic feet) feet)
AT = [D]X[E]
>= D E = G
STA] O] | [E] [F] = —— | [C]
349,024 283,504.9 | 0.62 14,553.3 15,109

[B], [C] is obtained as described in Section 2.3.1 of the WQMP Guidance Document

[E] is obtained from Exhibit A in the WQMP Guidance Document
[G] is obtained from a design procedure sheet, such as in LID BMP Design Handbook and placed in Appendix 6
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Section E: Alternative Compliance (LID Waiver Program)

LID BMPs are expected to be feasible on virtually all projects. Where LID BMPs have been demonstrated
to be infeasible as documented in Section D, other Treatment Control BMPs must be used (subject to
LID waiver approval by the Copermittee). Check one of the following Boxes:

LID Principles and LID BMPs have been incorporated into the site design to fully address all
Drainage Management Areas. No alternative compliance measures are required for this project
and thus this Section is not required to be completed.

- Or -

[ The following Drainage Management Areas are unable to be addressed using LID BMPs. A
site-specific analysis demonstrating technical infeasibility of LID BMPs has been approved by the
Co-Permittee and included in Appendix 5. Additionally, no downstream regional and/or sub-
regional LID BMPs exist or are available for use by the project. The following alternative
compliance measures on the following pages are being implemented to ensure that any
pollutant loads expected to be discharged by not incorporating LID BMPs, are fully mitigated.

All DMAs are treated using an LID BMP. No alternative compliance is required or proposed.
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E.1 Identify Pollutants of Concern

Utilizing Table A.1 from Section A above which noted your project’s receiving waters and their
associated EPA approved 303(d) listed impairments, cross reference this information with that of your
selected Priority Development Project Category in Table E.1 below. If the identified General Pollutant
Categories are the same as those listed for your receiving waters, then these will be your Pollutants of
Concern and the appropriate box or boxes will be checked on the last row. The purpose of this is to
document compliance and to help you appropriately plan for mitigating your Pollutants of Concern in
lieu of implementing LID BMPs.

Table E.1 Potential Pollutants by Land Use Type

Priority Development|General Pollutant Categories
Project Categories and/or o
i Bacterial . - . . Trash &|Oil &
rl'lro':e‘:t IF()aatures (check those Indicators Metals  [Nutrients |Pesticides |Organic Sediments Debris | Grease
at apply Compounds
n Detached Residential = N = = N p p p
Development
Attached Residential
O Development P N P P N P P P®
< gg\r?erlr;%rrﬂ:mndustrlal p® p P p®) PG p() p p
n gﬁgopn;otlve Repair N p N N p.5) N p p
Restaurants
O (55,000 f©2) P N N N N N = =
Hillside Development
U (55,000 ) P N P P N P P P
Parking Lots
0 (>5,0og Y =G) = P P p@) P P P
[] Retail Gasoline Outlets | N P N N P N P P
Project Priority Pollutant(s)
of Concern [ [ [ [ [ [ O O
P = Potential

N = Not Potential
@ A potential Pollutant if non-native landscaping exists or is proposed onsite; otherwise not expected
@ A potential Pollutant if the project includes uncovered parking areas; otherwise not expected

(3 A potential Pollutant is land use involving animal waste

®) Specifically solvents

)
)
4 Specifically petroleum hydrocarbons
)
)

(®) Bacterial indicators are routinely detected in pavement runoff
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E.2 Stormwater Credits

Projects that cannot implement LID BMPs but nevertheless implement smart growth principles are
potentially eligible for Stormwater Credits. Utilize Table 3-8 within the WQMP Guidance Document to
identify your Project Category and its associated Water Quality Credit. If not applicable, write N/A.

Table E.2 Water Quality Credits
Qualifying Project Categories

n/a

Credit Percentage?

n/a

Total Credit Percentage!

1Cannot Exceed 50%
20btain corresponding data from Table 3-8 in the WQMP Guidance Document

E.3 Sizing Criteria

After you appropriately considered Stormwater Credits for your project, utilize Table E.3 below to
appropriately size them to the DCV, or Design Flow Rate, as applicable. Please reference Chapter 3.5.2 of
the WQMP Guidance Document for further information.

Table E.3 Treatment Control BMP Sizing

DMA Post- DMA
Area Project Effective DMA Area X
DMA (square | Surface | Impervious | Runoff Runoff n/a
Type/ID | feet) Type Fraction, I | Factor Factor
[A] [B] [C] [A] X [C]
n/a
Minimum Proposed
Design Volume
Capture Total Storm | or Flow
Design | Volume or | Water on Plans
Storm | Design  Flow | Credit % | (cubic
Depth | Rate (cubic | Reduction feet or
(in) feet or cfs) cfs)
Ar = [D]x[E]
Al 5=(D] | I[E] [Fl = = | (FIX () | 0

[B], [C] is obtained as described in Section 2.3.1 from the WQMP Guidance Document
[E] is obtained from Exhibit A in the WQMP Guidance Document
[G] is for Flow-Based Treatment Control BMPs [G] = 43,560, for Volume-Based Control Treatment BMPs, [G] = 12
[H] is from the Total Credit Percentage as Calculated from Table E.2 above
[1] as obtained from a design procedure sheet from the BMP manufacturer and should be included in Appendix 6
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E.4 Treatment Control BMP Selection

Treatment Control BMPs typically provide proprietary treatment mechanisms to treat potential
pollutants in runoff, but do not sustain significant biological processes. Treatment Control BMPs must
have a removal efficiency of a medium or high effectiveness as quantified below:

e High: equal to or greater than 80% removal efficiency
e Medium: between 40% and 80% removal efficiency

Such removal efficiency documentation (e.g., studies, reports, etc.) as further discussed in Chapter 3.5.2
of the WQMP Guidance Document, must be included in Appendix 6. In addition, ensure that proposed
Treatment Control BMPs are properly identified on the WQMP Site Plan in Appendix 1.

Table E.4 Treatment Control BMP Selection

Selected Treatment Control BMP | Priority  Pollutant(s) of | Removal Efficiency
Name or ID? Concern to Mitigate? Percentage?
n/a n/a n/a

1 Treatment Control BMPs must not be constructed within Receiving Waters. In addition, a proposed Treatment Control BMP may
be listed more than once if they possess more than one qualifying pollutant removal efficiency.

2 Cross Reference Table E.1 above to populate this column.

3 As documented in a Co-Permittee Approved Study and provided in Appendix 6.

-22-



Section F: Hydromodification

F.1 Hydrologic Conditions of Concern (HCOC) Analysis

Once you have determined that the LID design is adequate to address water quality requirements, you
will need to assess if the proposed LID Design may still create a HCOC. Review Chapters 2 and 3
(including Figure 3-7) of the WQMP Guidance Document to determine if your project must mitigate for
Hydromodification impacts. If your project meets one of the following criteria which will be indicated by
the check boxes below, you do not need to address Hydromodification at this time. However, if the
project does not qualify for Exemptions 1, 2 or 3, then additional measures must be added to the design
to comply with HCOC criteria. This is discussed in further detail below in Section F.2.

HCOC EXEMPTION 1: The Priority Development Project disturbs less than one acre. The Copermittee
has the discretion to require a Project-Specific WQMP to address HCOCs on projects less than one
acre on a case by case basis. The disturbed area calculation should include all disturbances
associated with larger common plans of development.

Does the project qualify for this HCOC Exemption? ]y XN
If Yes, HCOC criteria do not apply.

HCOC EXEMPTION 2: The volume and time of concentration® of storm water runoff for the post-
development condition is not significantly different from the pre-development condition for a 2-year
return frequency storm (a difference of 5% or less is considered insignificant) using one of the
following methods to calculate:

e Riverside County Hydrology Manual

e Technical Release 55 (TR-55): Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds (NRCS 1986), or
derivatives thereof, such as the Santa Barbara Urban Hydrograph Method

e Other methods acceptable to the Co-Permittee

Does the project qualify for this HCOC Exemption? ]y XN

If Yes, report results in Table F.1 below and provide your substantiated hydrologic analysis in

Appendix 7.
Table F.1 Hydrologic Conditions of Concern Summary
2 year — 24 hour
Pre-condition Post-condition % Difference
Time of n/a n/a n/a
Concentration
Volume (Cubic Feet) n/a n/a n/a

1 Time of concentration is defined as the time after the beginning of the rainfall when all portions of the drainage
basin are contributing to flow at the outlet.
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HCOC EXEMPTION 3: All downstream conveyance channels to an adequate sump (for
example, Prado Dam, Lake Elsinore, Canyon Lake, Santa Ana River, or other lake, reservoir or
naturally erosion resistant feature) that will receive runoff from the project are engineered
and regularly maintained to ensure design flow capacity; no sensitive stream habitat areas will
be adversely affected; or are not identified on the Co-Permittees Hydromodification
Sensitivity Maps.

Does the project qualify for this HCOC Exemption? [Jy XN

If Yes, HCOC criteria do not apply and note below which adequate sump applies to this HCOC
qualifier:

n/a

F.2 HCOC Mitigation

If none of the above HCOC Exemption Criteria are applicable, HCOC criteria is considered mitigated if
they meet one of the following conditions:

a.

Additional LID BMPS are implemented onsite or offsite to mitigate potential erosion or habitat
impacts as a result of HCOCs. This can be conducted by an evaluation of site-specific conditions
utilizing accepted professional methodologies published by entities such as the California
Stormwater Quality Association (CASQA), the Southern California Coastal Water Research
Project (SCCRWP), or other Co-Permittee approved methodologies for site-specific HCOC
analysis.

The project is developed consistent with an approved Watershed Action Plan that addresses
HCOC in Receiving Waters.

Mimicking the pre-development hydrograph with the post-development hydrograph, for a 2-
year return frequency storm. Generally, the hydrologic conditions of concern are not significant,
if the post-development hydrograph is no more than 10% greater than pre-development
hydrograph. In cases where excess volume cannot be infiltrated or captured and reused,
discharge from the site must be limited to a flow rate no greater than 110% of the pre-
development 2-year peak flow.

Be sure to include all pertinent documentation used in your analysis of the items a, b or c in Appendix 7.

Proposed flows will follow existing flow paths established per Storm Drain, PA 05-0042 by Gabel, Cook
and Associates, which outlet into an open area south of the project site and north of the I-215 freeway.
Since the pre-condition and post-condition are both fully-developed, light industrial sites, there will be no
increase in flows or intensity from historic storm events. Therefore, HCOC is considered mitigated.
Additional documentation is included in Appendix 7.

-24-



Section G: Source Control BMPs

Source control BMPs include permanent, structural features that may be required in your project plans
— such as roofs over and berms around trash and recycling areas — and Operational BMPs, such as
regular sweeping and “housekeeping”, that must be implemented by the site’s occupant or user. The
MEP standard typically requires both types of BMPs. In general, Operational BMPs cannot be substituted
for a feasible and effective permanent BMP. Using the Pollutant Sources/Source Control Checklist in
Appendix 8, review the following procedure to specify Source Control BMPs for your site:

1.

Identify Pollutant Sources: Review Column 1 in the Pollutant Sources/Source Control Checklist.
Check off the potential sources of Pollutants that apply to your site.

Note Locations on Project-Specific WQMP Exhibit: Note the corresponding requirements listed in
Column 2 of the Pollutant Sources/Source Control Checklist. Show the location of each Pollutant
source and each permanent Source Control BMP in your Project-Specific WQMP Exhibit located in
Appendix 1.

Prepare a Table and Narrative: Check off the corresponding requirements listed in Column 3 in the
Pollutant Sources/Source Control Checklist. In the left column of Table G.1 below, list each potential
source of runoff Pollutants on your site (from those that you checked in the Pollutant
Sources/Source Control Checklist). In the middle column, list the corresponding permanent,
Structural Source Control BMPs (from Columns 2 and 3 of the Pollutant Sources/Source Control
Checklist) used to prevent Pollutants from entering runoff. Add additional narrative in this column
that explains any special features, materials or methods of construction that will be used to
implement these permanent, Structural Source Control BMPs.

Identify Operational Source Control BMPs: To complete your table, refer once again to the Pollutant
Sources/Source Control Checklist. List in the right column of your table the Operational BMPs that
should be implemented as long as the anticipated activities continue at the site. Copermittee
stormwater ordinances require that applicable Source Control BMPs be implemented; the same
BMPs may also be required as a condition of a use permit or other revocable Discretionary Approval
for use of the site.

Table G.1 Permanent and Operational Source Control Measures

Permanent Structural Source
Control BMPs

Potential Sources of Runoff
pollutants

Operational Source Control BMPs

A. On-site storm drain inlets

Mark all inlets with the works “Only
Rain Down the Storm Drain” or
similar. Catch Basin Markers may be
available from the Riverside County
Flood Control and Water
Conservation District, call 951-955-
1200 to verify.

On-site drainage structures,
including all storm drain clean outs,
area drains, inlets, catch basins,
inlet & outlet structures, lift stations,

Maintain and periodically repaint or
replace inlet markings as needed; at
least every 5 years. Inspect annually
every summer.

Provide stormwater pollution
prevention information to new site
owners, lessees, or operators.

See applicable operational BMPs in
Fact Sheet SC-44, “Drainage System
Maintenance,” in Appendix 10
(CASQA Stormwater Quality
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v-ditches, channels, & water
treatment control devices shall be
inspected and maintained on a
regular basis to ensure their
operational adequacy. Inspect and
maintain before each rainy season
and after the first heavy rain.

Handbook at
www.cabmphandbooks.com

Include the following in lessee
agreements: “Tenants shall not
allow anyone to discharge anything
to storm drains or to store or deposit
materials so as to create a potential
discharge to storm drains”

Maintenance should include
removal of trash, debris, & sediment
and the repair of any deficiencies or
damage that may impact water
quality. Maintain at least once in
September prior to the rainy season
and after storms as needed.

B. Interior floor drains and The interior floor drains and elevator | Inspect and maintain drains at least

elevator shaft sump shaft sump pumps will be plumbed once annually to prevent blockages
to sanitary sewer and overflow.

C. Landscape/Outdoor The final landscape shall be Maintain landscaping using

Pesticide Use

designed to accomplish all of the
following:

Preserve existing native trees,
shrubs and ground cover to the
maximum extent possible.

Design landscape to minimize
irrigation and runoff, to promote
surface infiltration where
appropriate and to minimize the use
of fertilizers and pesticides that can
contribute to stormwater pollution.

Where landscaped areas are used to
retain or detain stormwater, specify
plants that are tolerant of saturated
soil conditions.

Consider using pest-resistant plants,
especially adjacent to hardscape.

To ensure successful establishments,
select plants appropriate to site,
soils, slopes, climate, sun, wind, rain,
land use, air movement, ecological
consistency, and plant interactions.

Pesticide usage should be at a
necessary minimum and be
consistent with the instructions
contained on product labels and
with the regulations administered

minimum or no pesticides.

See applicable operational BMPs in
“What you should know for....
Landscape and Gardening” at
http.//rcflood.org/stormwater and
Appendix 10.

Provide IPM information to new
owners, lessees and operators.

Landscape maintenance should
include mowing, weeding, trimming,
removal of trash & debris, repair of
erosion, re-vegetation, and removal
of cut & dead vegetation. It should
be completed before rainy season
and as needed.

Irrigation maintenance should
include the repair of leaky or broken
sprinkler heads, the maintaining of
timing apparatus accuracy, and the
maintaining of shut off valves in
good working order.
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http://www.cabmphandbooks.com/

by the State Department of Pesticide
Regulation. Pesticides should be
used at an absolute minimum or not
at all in the retention/infiltration
basin. If used, it should not be
applied in close proximity to the
rainy season.

D. Refuse Trash Storage areas

Trash container storage areas shall
be paved with an impervious
surface, designed not to allow run-
on from adjoining areas, designed to
divert drainage from adjoining roofs
and pavements from the
surrounding area, and screened or
walled to prevent off-site transport
of trash.

Trash dumpsters (containers) shall
be leak proof and have attached
covers or lids.

Trash enclosures shall be roofed per
City standards and the details on the
PWQMP Exhibit in Appendix 1.

Trash compactors shall be roofed
and set on a concrete pad per City
standards. The pad shall be a
minimum of one foot larger all
around than the trash compactor
and sloped to drain to a sanitary
sewer line. Connection of trash area
drains to the MS4 is prohibited.

See CASQA SD-32 BMP Fact Sheets
in Appendix 10 for additional info.

Signs shall be posted on or near
dumpsters with the words “Do not
dump hazardous materials here” or
similar.

Adequate number of receptacles
shall be provided. Inspect
receptacles monthly; repair or
replace leaky receptacles as needed.
Keep receptacles covered.

Prohibit/prevent dumping of liquid
or hazardous wastes. Post “no
hazardous materials” signs. Inspect
and pick up litter daily and clean up
spills immediately. Keep spill control
materials available on-site. See Fact
Sheet SC-34, in Appendix 10, “Waste
Handling and Disposal” in the
CASQA Stormwater Quality
Handbook at
www.cabmphandbooks.com

E. Industrial Processes

All process activities to be
performed indoors. No processes to
drain to exterior or to storm drain
system.

See the Fact Sheet SC-10, in
Appendix 10, “Non-Stormwater
Discharges” in the CASQA
Stormwater Quality Handbooks at
www.cabmphandbooks.com

See the brochure “Industrial &
Commercial Facilities Best
Management Practices for:
Industrial, Commercial Facilities” at
http://rcflood.org/stormwater/

F. Loading Docks

Loading docks will not be covered
and are 4 feet above finished

Move loaded and unloaded items
indoors as soon as possible.
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pavement surface.

Spill kits are to be kept on-site at all
times per SC-11

Inspect for accumulated trash and
debris. Implement good
housekeeping procedures on a
regular basis. Sweep areas clean
instead of using wash water.

Loading docks will be kept in a clean
and orderly condition, through a
regular program of sweeping and
litter control, and immediate
cleanup of any spills or broken
containers. Property owner will
ensure that loading docks will be
swept as needed. Cleanup
procedures will not include the use
of wash-down water. Property
owner will be responsible for
implementation of loading dock
housekeeping procedures

See the Fact Sheet SC-30, in
Appendix 10, “Outdoor Loading and
Unloading” in the CASQA
Stormwater Quality Handbooks at
www.cabmphandbooks.com

G. Fire Sprinkler Test Water

Provide a means to drain fire
sprinkler test water to the sanitary
sewer.

See the note in Fact Sheet SC-41, in
Appendix 10, “Building and Grounds
Maintenance” in the CASQA
Stormwater Quality Handbooks at
www.cabmphandbooks.com

H. Miscellaneous Drian or Wash
Water or Other Sources

Boiler Drain Lines
Condensate drain lines
Rooftop Equipment
Drainage Sumps

Roofing, gutters, and trim

Other Sources

Boiler drain lines shall be directly or
indirectly connected to the sanitary
sewer system and may not
discharge to the storm drain system.

Condensate drain lines may
discharge to the landscaped areas if
the flow is small enough that runoff
will not occur. Condensate drain
lines may not discharge to the storm
drain system.

Rooftop equipment with potential to
produce pollutants shall be roofed
and/or have secondary
containment.

Any drainage sumps on-site shall
feature a sediment sump to reduce
the quantity of sediment in the
pumped water.

Avoid roofing, gutters, and trim
made of copper or other
unprotected metals that may leach
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into runoff.

Include controls for other sources as
specified by local review.

I

Plazas, sidewalks, and parking
lots

Spill kits are to be kept on-site at all
times per SC-11.

Sweep plazas, sidewalks, and
parking lots regularly to prevent
accumulation of litter and debris.
Collect debris from pressure washing
to prevent entry into the storm drain
system. Collect washwater
containing any cleaning agent or
degreaser and discharge to the
sanitary sewer not to a storm drain.
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Section H: Construction Plan Checklist

Populate Table H.1 below to assist the plan checker in an expeditious review of your project. The first
two columns will contain information that was prepared in previous steps, while the last column will be
populated with the corresponding plan sheets. This table is to be completed with the submittal of your

final Project-Specific WQMP.

Table H.1 Construction Plan Cross-reference

BMP Identifier and Corresponding Plan Sheet(s) BMP Location (Lat/Long)
BMP No. or ID Description

* * * *

Note that the updated table — or Construction Plan WQMP Checklist — is only a reference tool to
facilitate an easy comparison of the construction plans to your Project-Specific WQMP. Co-Permittee
staff can advise you regarding the process required to propose changes to the approved Project-Specific

WQMP.

*To be completed during final engineering.

-30-



Section I: Operation, Maintenance and Funding

The Copermittee will periodically verify that Stormwater BMPs on your site are maintained and continue
to operate as designed. To make this possible, your Copermittee will require that you include in
Appendix 9 of this Project-Specific WQMP:

1. A means to finance and implement facility maintenance in perpetuity, including replacement
cost.

2. Acceptance of responsibility for maintenance from the time the BMPs are constructed until
responsibility for operation and maintenance is legally transferred. A warranty covering a
period following construction may also be required.

3. An outline of general maintenance requirements for the Stormwater BMPs you have selected.

4, Figures delineating and designating pervious and impervious areas, location, and type of
Stormwater BMP, and tables of pervious and impervious areas served by each facility. Geo-
locating the BMPs using a coordinate system of latitude and longitude is recommended to
help facilitate a future statewide database system.

5. A separate list and location of self-retaining areas or areas addressed by LID Principles that do
not require specialized O&M or inspections but will require typical landscape maintenance as
noted in Chapter 5, pages 85-86, in the WQMP Guidance. Include a brief description of typical
landscape maintenance for these areas.

Your local Co-Permittee will also require that you prepare and submit a detailed Stormwater BMP
Operation and Maintenance Plan that sets forth a maintenance schedule for each of the Stormwater
BMPs built on your site. An agreement assigning responsibility for maintenance and providing for
inspections and certification may also be required.

Details of these requirements and instructions for preparing a Stormwater BMP Operation and
Maintenance Plan are in Chapter 5 of the WQMP Guidance Document.

Maintenance Mechanism: WQMP Covenant & Agreement

Will the proposed BMPs be maintained by a Home Owners’ Association (HOA) or Property Owners
Association (POA)?

[y XIN

Include your Operation and Maintenance Plan and Maintenance Mechanism in Appendix 9. Additionally,
include all pertinent forms of educational materials for those personnel that will be maintaining the
proposed BMPs within this Project-Specific WQMP in Appendix 10.

* To be completed during final engineering.
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Appendix 1: Maps and Site Plans

Location Map, WQMP Site Plan and Receiving Waters Map
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Appendix 2: Construction Plans

Grading and Drainage Plans
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IN THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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EASEMENT NOTES

©

®» ©

®©

EASEMENT AND RIGHTS INCIDENTAL THERETO FOR PIPELINE TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
GAS CO. AND SOUTHERN COUNTIES GAS CO. AS SET FORTH IN A DOCUMENT
RECORDED JUUNE 5, 1945 AS BOOK dll, PAGE 345 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. SAID
EASEMENT HAS BEEN MODIFIED AS DISCLOSED BY A DOCUMENT ENTITLED
"AMENDMENT TO RIGHT OF WAY" BY SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY, A
CALIFORNIA CORPORATION, SUCCESSOR BY MERGER WITH SOUTHERN COUNTIES GAS
COMPANY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CENTENNIAL &ROUP, INC., A DELAWARE
CORPORATION WHICH RECORDED DECEMBER 10, 19857 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 350003 OF
OFFICIAL RECORDS.

EASEMENT AND RIGHTS INCIDENTAL THERETO FOR PIPELINE TO FOUR CORNERS PIPE
LINE COMPANY, AS SET FORTH IN A DOCUMENT RECORDED JANUARY |0, 1958 IN BOOK
2205 PAGE 147 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

EASEMENT AND RIGHTS INCIDENTAL THERETO FOR ROAD, UTILITY TO SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA FINANCIAL CORP., AS SET FORTH IN A DOCUMENT RECORDED MARCH I5,
1971 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 25666 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

EASEMENT AND RIGHTS INCIDENTAL THERETO FOR PUBLIC HIGHWAY, UTILITY, SERVICE
FACILITY TO CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, AS SET FORTH IN A DOCUMENT RECORDED
JUNE 23, 1995 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 204096 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED "AGREEMENT
CONTAINING COVENANTS AFFECTING REAL PROPERTY" RECORDED JUNE 23, |995 AS
INSTRUMENT NO. 204097 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

COVENANTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS AS SET FORTH IN A DOCUMENT
RECORDED JUUNE 23, 1995 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20404985 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS, BUT
OMITTING ANY RESTRICTIONS BASED ON RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, GENDER,
GENDER [IDENTITY, GENDER EXPRESSION, SEXUAL ORIENTATION, FAMILIAL STATUS,
MARITAL STATUS, DISABILITY, VETERAN OR MILITARY STATUS, GENETIC INFORMATION,
NATIONAL ORIGIN, SOURCE OF INCOME AS DEFINED IN SUBDIVISION (P) OF SECTIO

2955, OR ANCESTRY, THAT RESTRICTION VIOLATES STATE AND FEDERAL FAl
HOUSING LANS AND |15 VOID, AND MAY BE REMOVED PURSUANT TO SECTION 12956.
OF THE GOVERNMENT CODE. LANWFUL RESTRICTIONS UNDER STATE AND FEDERAL L
ON THE AGE OF OCCUPANTS IN SENIOR HOUSING OR HOUSING FOR OLDER PERSON
SHALL NOT BE CONSTRUED AS RESTRICTIONS BASED ON FAMILIAL STATUS. —
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Proposed Warehouse
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Dear Mr. Goodwin:

In accordance with your request, we have conducted a geotechnical investigation at the subject
site. We are pleased to present this report summarizing the conclusions and recommendations
developed from our investigation.

We sincerely appreciate the opportunity to be of service on this project. We look forward to
providing additional consulting services during the course of the project. If we may be of further
assistance in any manner, please contact our office.

Respectfully Submitted,

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GEOTECHNICAL, INC.
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Staff Engineer
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Presented below is a brief summary of the conclusions and recommendations of this investigation.
Since this summary is not all inclusive, it should be read in complete context with the entire
report.

Geotechnical Design Considerations

¢ The Riverside County GIS website indicates that the site is located in a designated high to
moderate liquefaction susceptibility. Therefore, the scope of this investigation included a
detailed liquefaction evaluation in order to determine the site-specific liquefaction potential.

e Our site-specific liquefaction evaluation indicates that the on-site soils are not subject to
liquefaction during the design seismic event. No design considerations related to liquefaction
are considered warranted for this project.

e All of the borings encountered artificial fill materials, extending to depths of 42 to 572+ feet
below the existing site grades. The fill soils possess varying strengths and densities, and are
considered to represent undocumented fill. These soils, in their present condition, are not
considered suitable for support of the foundation loads of the new structure.

Site Preparation

e Demolition of the existing structure, including foundations, floor slab, pavements, concrete
flatwork, and any subsurface improvements, which will not be utilized as part of the new
development, will be required. Debris resulting from demolition activities should be disposed
of off-site in accordance with local regulations. Alternatively, concrete and asphalt debris may
be pulverized to a maximum 2-inch particle size, well mixed with the on-site sands, and
incorporated into new structural fills or it may be crushed and made into crushed
miscellaneous base (CMB), if desired.

o Initial site stripping should include removal of the surficial vegetation from the site. Stripping
should include native grass, weeds, shrubs and trees. Root systems associated with the trees
should be removed in their entirety, and the resultant excavations should be backfilled with
compacted structural fill soils. These materials should be properly disposed of off-site.

e The proposed building pad area should be overexcavated to a depth of at least 3 feet below
existing grade and to a depth of at least 3 feet below proposed pad grade, whichever is
deeper. Overexcavation within the new foundation areas is recommended to extend to a
depth of at least 2 feet below proposed foundation bearing grade.

e After overexcavation has been completed, the subgrade soils should be evaluated by the
geotechnical engineer to identify any additional soils that should be overexcavated. The
resulting subgrade should then be scarified to a depth of 12 inches, moisture conditioned or
air dried to 2 to 4 percent above optimum, and recompacted to at least 90 percent of the
ASTM D-1557 maximum dry density. The previously excavated soils may then be replaced as
compacted structural fill.

e The new pavement and flatwork subgrade soils are recommended to be scarified to a depth
of 12+ inches, moisture conditioned and recompacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-
1557 maximum dry density.

SOUTHERN Proposed Warehouse — Moreno Valley, CA
CALIFORNIA Project No. 21G291-1
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Building Foundations

Building Floor Slab

Conventional Slab on Grade, at least 6 inches thick
Modulus of Subgrade Reaction: k = 100 psi/in
Minimum slab reinforcement: Reinforcement of the floor slab should consist of No. 3 bars at
18-inches on center in both directions due to presence of low expansive soils.

The actual thickness and reinforcement of the floor slab should be determined by the
structural engineer.

Spread footing foundations, supported in newly placed structural fill soils.
Maximum, net allowable soil bearing pressure: 2,500 Ibs/ft2.

Reinforcement consisting of at least four (4) No. 5 rebars (2 top and 2 bottom) in strip
footings.
Additional reinforcement may be necessary for structural considerations.

Pavements
ASPHALT PAVEMENTS (R = 30)
Thickness (inches)
Material Auto Parking and Truck Traffic
aterials Auto Drive Lanes
(TI = 4.0 to 5.0) TI=6.0 TI=7.0 TI=8.0 TI=9.0
Asphalt Concrete 3 3% 4 5 52
Aggregate Base 6 8 10 11 13
Compacted Subgrade 12 12 12 12 12
PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE PAVEMENTS (R = 30)
Thickness (inches)
Materials Autos and Light Truck Traffic
Truck Traffic
(TI = 6.0) (TI =7.0) (TI =8.0) (TI =9.0)
PCC 5 5> 62 8
Compacted Subgrade
(95% minimum compaction) 12 12 12 12
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2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

The scope of services performed for this project was in accordance with our Proposal No. 21P518,
dated December 23, 2021. The scope of services included a visual site reconnaissance, subsurface
exploration, field and laboratory testing, and geotechnical engineering analysis to provide criteria
for preparing the design of the building foundations, building floor slab, and parking lot pavements
along with site preparation recommendations and construction considerations for the proposed
development. Based on the location of this site, the geotechnical investigation also included a
site-specific liquefaction evaluation. The evaluation of the environmental aspects of this site was
beyond the scope of services for this geotechnical investigation.

SOUTHERN Proposed Warehouse — Moreno Valley, CA
CALIFORNIA Project No. 21G291-1
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3.0 SITE AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.1 Site Conditions

The subject site is located on the east side of Day Street, 690+ feet south of the intersection of
Day Street and Alessandro Boulevard in Moreno Valley, California. The site is also referenced by
the street address 14050 Day Street. The site is bounded to the west by Day Street, and to the
south, east and north by industrial/commercial buildings. The general location of the site is
illustrated on the Site Location Map, included as Plate 1 in Appendix A of this report.

The subject site consists of a near rectangular-shaped parcel, 8.01+ acres in size. The site is
currently developed with an industrial building, 65,000+ ft2 in size, located in the west-central
area of the site. The building is a single-story structure of metal frame construction, and assumed
to be supported on conventional shallow foundations with a concrete slab-on-grade floor. Silos
and above ground storage tanks (AST'’s) are located immediately north of the building. Some
large trees are present in the landscaped area immediately southeast from the building. The
building is generally surrounded by asphaltic concrete (AC) pavements in the parking and drive
lanes, and Portland cement concrete (PCC) pavements in the product storage areas in the
northern and southern areas of the site. The existing pavements are in poor to fair condition,
with moderate to severe cracking throughout. Earthen swales are present in area along the
western and southern property lines.

Detailed topographic information was not available at the time of this report. Based on elevations
obtained from Google Earth and visual observations made at the time of the subsurface
investigation, the overall site generally slopes downward to the south at a gradient of less than 1
percent.

3.2 Proposed Development

A preliminary site plan, identified as Scheme 01 and prepared by RGA, for the proposed
development was provided to our office by the client. Based on this plan, the subject site will be
developed with a 163,242+ ft2 warehouse, located in the western portion of the site. Dock-high
doors will be constructed along a portion of the east building wall. The proposed building is
expected to be surrounded by AC pavements in the parking and drive areas, PCC pavements in
the loading dock area, and concrete flatwork and landscaped planters throughout the site.

Detailed structural information has not been provided. It is assumed that the new building will be
a single-story structure of tilt-up concrete construction, supported on a conventional shallow
foundation system with a concrete slab-on-grade floor. Based on the assumed construction,
maximum column and wall loads are expected to be on the order of 100 kips and 4 to 7 kips per
linear foot, respectively.

No significant amounts of below-grade construction, such as basements or crawl spaces, are
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expected to be included in the proposed development. Based on the assumed topography, cuts
and fills of up to 3+ feet are expected to be necessary to achieve the proposed building pad
grades. It should be noted that this estimate does not include any remedial grading
recommendations which are presented in a subsequent section of this report.
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4.0 SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION

4.1 Scope of Exploration/Sampling Methods

The subsurface exploration conducted for this project consisted of five (5) borings (identified as
Boring Nos. B-1 through B-5) advanced to depths of 20 to 50+ feet below the existing site grades.
Two of these borings were advanced to a depth of 50+ feet as a part of the liquefaction
evaluation. All of the borings were logged during drilling by a member of our staff.

The borings were advanced with hollow-stem augers, by a conventional truck-mounted drilling
rig. Representative bulk and relatively undisturbed soil samples were taken during drilling.
Relatively undisturbed soil samples were taken with a split barrel “California Sampler” containing
a series of one inch long, 2.416+ inch diameter brass rings. This sampling method is described
in ASTM Test Method D-3550. In-situ samples were also taken using a 1.4+ inch inside diameter
split spoon sampler, in general accordance with ASTM D-1586. Both of these samplers are driven
into the ground with successive blows of a 140-pound weight falling 30 inches. The blow counts
obtained during driving are recorded for further analysis. Bulk samples were collected in plastic
bags to retain their original moisture content. The relatively undisturbed ring samples were placed
in molded plastic sleeves that were then sealed and transported to our laboratory.

The approximate locations of the borings are indicated on the Boring Location Plan, included as
Plate 2 in Appendix A of this report. The Boring Logs, which illustrate the conditions encountered
at the boring locations, as well as the results of some of the laboratory testing, are included in
Appendix B.

4.2 Geotechnical Conditions

Pavements

Boring No. B-1 was drilled within the existing PCC pavements. The pavement section at this
location consists of 7% inches of unreinforced PCC with no discernible layer of underlying
aggregate base. Boring Nos. B-2, B-3, B-4 and B-5 were drilled within the existing AC pavements.
The pavement sections at these locations consist of 1 to 3% inches of AC, underlain by 4 to 5+
inches of aggregate base. A Petromat geotextile material was clearly observed between the AC
and base sections at Boring Nos. B-2 and B-5.

Artificial Fill

Artificial fill soils were encountered beneath the existing pavements at all of the boring locations,
extending to depths of 42 to 52+ feet below the existing site grades. The fill soils generally
consist of loose to dense silty sands and clayey sands. The fill soils possess a disturbed and
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mottled appearance, and some samples possess debris such as concrete fragments, resulting in
their classification as artificial fill.

Alluvium

Native alluvial soils were encountered beneath the fill soils at all of the boring locations, extending
to at least the maximum depth explored of 50+ feet below the existing site grades. The alluvial
soils generally consist of stiff to very stiff sandy clays, silty clays and clayey silts, and medium
dense to dense clayey sands and silty sands, with occasional medium dense to very dense well
graded sands and medium dense sandy silts.

Groundwater

Free water was encountered during drilling at Boring Nos. B-1 and B-4 at depths of 32 and 27+
feet below the ground surface, respectively. Delayed groundwater level readings, approximately
3 hours after the completion of drilling, were taken within the inside of the augers at these boring
locations. These readings indicated that the groundwater was at depths of 21'2 and 23+ feet,
respectively. Therefore, the static groundwater table is considered to have been present at depths
of 212 and 23+ feet below the existing site grades at the time of subsurface exploration.

As part of our research, we reviewed available groundwater data in order to determine the historic
high groundwater level for the site. The primary reference used to determine the historic
groundwater depths in this area is the Western Municipal Water District and the San Bernardino
Valley Water Conservation District Cooperative Well Measuring Program. High water level from
the nearest well is included below:

Approximate Distance Measuring Point High Water Level MSL
State Well ID from Subject Site Elevation MSL (feet) (feet)
035/04W-10Q < 2640 feet 1532.67 1518.29

Based on the well information provided in the above table, the high groundwater level is 14+ feet
below the ground surface. Therefore, a groundwater depth of 14+ feet is considered to be
conservative with respect to the more recent site conditions.
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5.0 LABORATORY TESTING

The soil samples recovered from the subsurface exploration were returned to our laboratory for
further testing to determine selected physical and engineering properties of the soils. The tests
are briefly discussed below. It should be noted that the test results are specific to the actual
samples tested, and variations could be expected at other locations and depths.

Classification

All recovered soil samples were classified using the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS), in
accordance with ASTM D-2488. The field identifications were then supplemented with additional
visual classifications and/or by laboratory testing. The USCS classifications are shown on the
Boring Logs and are periodically referenced throughout this report.

Dry Density and Moisture Content

The density has been determined for selected relatively undisturbed ring samples. These densities
were determined in general accordance with the method presented in ASTM D-2937. The results
are recorded as dry unit weight in pounds per cubic foot. The moisture contents are determined
in accordance with ASTM D-2216, and are expressed as a percentage of the dry weight. These
test results are presented on the Boring Logs.

Consolidation

Selected soil samples were tested to determine their consolidation potential, in accordance with
ASTM D-2435. The testing apparatus is designed to accept either natural or remolded samples in
a one-inch high ring, approximately 2.416 inches in diameter. Each sample is then loaded
incrementally in @ geometric progression and the resulting deflection is recorded at selected time
intervals. Porous stones are in contact with the top and bottom of the sample to permit the
addition or release of pore water. The samples are typically inundated with water at an
intermediate load to determine their potential for collapse or heave. The results of the
consolidation testing are plotted on Plates C-1 through C-4 in Appendix C of this report.

Maximum Dry Density and Optimum Moisture Content

One representative bulk sample has been tested for its maximum dry density and optimum
moisture content. The results have been obtained using the Modified Proctor procedure, per ASTM
D-1557 and are presented on Plate C-5 in Appendix C of this report. This test is generally used
to compare the in-situ densities of undisturbed field samples, and for later compaction testing.
Additional testing of other soil types or soil mixes may be necessary at a later date.

Expansion Index

The expansion potential of the on-site soils was determined in general accordance with ASTM D-
4829. The testing apparatus is designed to accept a 4-inch diameter, 1-in high, remolded sample.
The sample is initially remolded to 50+ 1 percent saturation and then loaded with a surcharge
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equivalent to 144 pounds per square foot. The sample is then inundated with water, and allowed
to swell against the surcharge. The resultant swell or consolidation is recorded after a 24-hour
period. The results of the expansion index (EI) testing are as follows:

Sample Identification Expansion Index Expansive Potential
B-3 @ 0 to 5 feet 33 Low
B-4 @ 0 to 5 feet 21 Low

Soluble Sulfates

One representative sample of the near-surface soil was submitted to a subcontracted analytical
laboratory for determination of soluble sulfate content. Soluble sulfates are naturally present in
soils, and if the concentration is high enough, can result in degradation of concrete which comes
into contact with these soils. The results of the soluble sulfate testing are presented below, and
are discussed further in a subsequent section of this report.

Sample Identification Soluble Sulfates (%) Sulfate Classification

B-3 @ 0 to 5 feet 0.002 Not Applicable (S0)

Corrosivity Testing

One representative sample of the near-surface soils was submitted to a subcontracted corrosion
engineering laboratory to identify potentially corrosive characteristics with respect to common
construction materials. The corrosivity testing included a determination of the electrical resistivity,
pH, and chloride and nitrate concentrations of the soils, as well as other tests. The results of
some of these tests are presented below.

Sample Identification Saturated Resistivity H Chlorides Nitrates
(ohm-cm) pH (ma/kq) (mag/kq)
B-3 @ 0 to 5 feet 4,000 7.6 4.5 9.4

Grain Size Analysis

Limited grain size analyses have been performed on several selected samples, in accordance with
ASTM D-1140. These samples were washed over a #200 sieve to determine the percentage of
fine-grained material in each sample, which is defined as the material which passes the #200
sieve. The weight of the portion of the sample retained on each screen is recorded and the
percentage finer or coarser of the total weight is calculated. The results of these laboratory tests
are shown on the attached Boring Logs.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the results of our review, field exploration, laboratory testing and geotechnical analysis,
the proposed development is considered feasible from a geotechnical standpoint. The
recommendations contained in this report should be taken into the design, construction, and
grading considerations.

The recommendations are contingent upon all grading and foundation construction activities
being monitored by the geotechnical engineer of record. The recommendations are provided with
the assumption that an adequate program of client consultation, construction monitoring, and
testing will be performed during the final design and construction phases to verify compliance
with these recommendations. Maintaining Southern California Geotechnical, Inc., (SCG) as the
geotechnical consultant from the beginning to the end of the project will provide continuity of
services. The geotechnical engineering firm providing testing and observation services shall
assume the responsibility of Geotechnical Engineer of Record.

The Grading Guide Specifications, included as Appendix D, should be considered part of this
report, and should be incorporated into the project specifications. The contractor and/or owner
of the development should bring to the attention of the geotechnical engineer any conditions that
differ from those stated in this report, or which may be detrimental for the development.

6.1 Seismic Design Considerations

The subject site is located in an area which is subject to strong ground motions due to
earthquakes. The performance of a site-specific seismic hazards analysis was beyond the scope
of this investigation. However, numerous faults capable of producing significant ground motions
are located near the subject site. Due to economic considerations, it is not generally considered
reasonable to design a structure that is not susceptible to earthquake damage. Therefore,
significant damage to structures may be unavoidable during large earthquakes. The proposed
structures should, however, be designed to resist structural collapse and thereby provide
reasonable protection from serious injury, catastrophic property damage and loss of life.

Faulting and Seismicity

Research of available maps indicates that the subject site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone. Furthermore, SCG did not identify any evidence of faulting during the
geotechnical investigation. Therefore, the possibility of significant fault rupture on the site is
considered to be low.

The potential for other geologic hazards such as seismically induced settlement, lateral spreading,
tsunamis, inundation, seiches, flooding, and subsidence affecting the site is considered low. Based
on Map Number 06065C0745G, dated August 28, 2008, prepared by FEMA Flood Maps, the
project site is in an area designated as Zone X which is determined to be outside the 0.2% annual
chance floodplain.
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Seismic Design Parameters

The 2019 California Building Code (CBC) provides procedures for earthquake resistant structural
design that include considerations for on-site soil conditions, occupancy, and the configuration of
the structure including the structural system and height. The seismic design parameters
presented below are based on the soil profile and the proximity of known faults with respect to
the subject site.

Based on standards in place at the time of this report, the proposed development is expected to
be designed in accordance with the requirements of the 2019 edition of the California Building
Code (CBC), which was adopted on January 1, 2020.

The 2019 CBC Seismic Design Parameters have been generated using the SEAOC/OSHPD Seismic
Design Maps Tool, a web-based software application available at the website
www.seismicmaps.org. This software application calculates seismic design parameters in
accordance with several building code reference documents, including ASCE 7-16, upon which
the 2019 CBC is based. The application utilizes a database of risk-targeted maximum considered
earthquake (MCER) site accelerations at 0.01-degree intervals for each of the code documents.
The table below was created using data obtained from the application. The output generated
from this program is included as Plate E-1 in Appendix E of this report.

The 2019 CBC requires that a site-specific ground motion study be performed in accordance with
Section 11.4.8 of ASCE 7-16 for Site Class D sites with a mapped S: value greater than 0.2.
However, Section 11.4.8 of ASCE 7-16 also indicates an exception to the requirement for a site-
specific ground motion hazard analysis for certain structures on Site Class D sites. The
commentary for Section 11 of ASCE 7-16 (Page 534 of Section C11 of ASCE 7-16) indicates that
“In general, this exception effectively limits the requirements for site-specific hazard analysis to
very tall and or flexible structures at Site Class D sites.” Based on our understanding of the
proposed development, the seismic design parameters presented below were
calculated assuming that the exception in Section 11.4.8 applies to the proposed
structure at this site. However, the structural engineer should verify that this
exception is applicable to the proposed structure. Based on the exception, the spectral
response accelerations presented below were calculated using the site coefficients (Fa and F.)
from Tables 1613.2.3(1) and 1613.2.3(2) presented in Section 16.4.4 of the 2019 CBC.

2019 CBC SEISMIC DESIGN PARAMETERS

Parameter Value
Mapped Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec Period Ss 1.500
Mapped Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec Period S1 0.600
Site Class - D
Site Modified Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec Period Swms 1.500
Site Modified Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec Period Sm1 1.020
Design Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec Period Sbs 1.000
Design Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec Period Sb1 0.680
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It should be noted that the site coefficient F, and the parameters Sw: and Sp: were not included
in the SEAOC/OSHPD Seismic Design Maps Tool output for the ASCE 7-16. We calculated these
parameters-based on Table 11.4-2 in Section 11.4.4 of ASCE 7-16 using the value of S; obtained
from the Seismic Design Maps Tool, assuming that a site-specific ground motion hazards analysis
is not required for the proposed building at this site.

Ground Motion Parameters

For the purposes of the liquefaction analysis performed for this study, we utilized a site
acceleration consistent with maximum considered earthquake ground motions, as required by the
2019 CBC. The peak ground acceleration (PGA) was determined in accordance with Section 11.8.3
of ASCE 7-16. The parameter PGAw is the maximum considered earthquake geometric mean
(MCEg) PGA, multiplied by the appropriate site coefficient from Table 11.8-1 of ASCE 7-16. The
web-based software application SEAOC/OSHPD Seismic Design Maps Tool (described in the
previous section) was used to determine PGAw, which is 0.622g. A portion of the program output
is included as Plate E-1 of this report. An associated earthquake magnitude was obtained from
the USGS Unified Hazard Tool, Interactive Deaggregation application available on the USGS
website. The deaggregated mean magnitude is 6.94, based on the peak ground acceleration and
soil classification D.

Liquefaction

The Riverside County GIS website indicates that the site is located in a designated high to
moderate liquefaction susceptibility. Therefore, the scope of this investigation included a detailed
liquefaction evaluation in order to determine the site-specific liquefaction potential.

Liquefaction is the loss of strength in generally cohesionless, saturated soils when the pore-water
pressure induced in the soil by a seismic event becomes equal to or exceeds the overburden
pressure. The primary factors which influence the potential for liquefaction include groundwater
table elevation, soil type and plasticity characteristics, relative density of the soil, initial confining
pressure, and intensity and duration of ground shaking. The depth within which the occurrence
of liquefaction may impact surface improvements is generally identified as the upper 50 feet
below the existing ground surface. Liquefaction potential is greater in saturated, loose, poorly
graded fine sands with a mean (dso) grain size in the range of 0.075 to 0.2 mm (Seed and Idriss,
1971). Non-sensitive clayey (cohesive) soils which possess a plasticity index of at least 18 (Bray
and Sancio, 2006) are generally not considered to be susceptible to liquefaction, nor are those
soils which are above the historic static groundwater table.

The liquefaction analysis was conducted in accordance with the requirements of Special
Publication 117A (CDMG, 2008), and currently accepted practice (SCEC, 1997). The liquefaction
potential of the subject site was evaluated using the empirical method developed by Boulanger
and Idriss (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008, 2014). This method predicts the earthquake-induced
liquefaction potential of the site based on a given design earthquake magnitude and peak ground
acceleration at the subject site. This procedure essentially compares the cyclic resistance ratio
(CRR) [the cyclic stress ratio required to induce liquefaction for a cohesionless soil stratum at a
given depth] with the earthquake-induced cyclic stress ratio (CSR) at that depth from a specified
design earthquake (defined by a peak ground surface acceleration and an associated earthquake
moment magnitude). CRR is determined as a function of the corrected SPT N-value (Ni)so-cs,
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adjusted for fines content. The factor of safety against liquefaction is defined as CRR/CSR. Based
on Special Publication 117A, a factor of safety of at least 1.3 is required in order to demonstrate
that a given soil stratum is non-liquefiable. Additionally, in accordance with Special Publication
117A, clayey soils which do not meet the criteria for liquefiable soils defined by Bray and Sancio
(2006), loose soils with a plasticity index (PI) less than 12 and moisture content greater than
85% of the liquid limit, are considered to be insusceptible to liquefaction. Non-sensitive soils with
a PI greater than 18 are also considered non-liquefiable.

The liquefaction analysis procedure is tabulated on the spreadsheet forms included in Appendix
F of this report. The liquefaction analysis was performed for Boring Nos. B-1 and B-4, which were
advanced to depths of 50+ feet. The liquefaction potential was analyzed at the boring locations
utilizing a PGAm of 0.622g related to a 6.94 magnitude seismic event. The liquefaction evaluation
was performed using the reported historic high groundwater depth of 14 feet.

If liquefiable soils are identified, the potential settlements that could occur as a result of
liquefaction are determined using the equation for volumetric strain due to post-cyclic
reconsolidation (Yoshimine et. al, 2006). This procedure uses an empirical relationship between
the induced cyclic shear strain and the corrected N-value to determine the expected volumetric
strain of saturated sands subjected to earthquake shaking. This analysis is also documented on
the spreadsheets included in Appendix F.

Conclusions and Recommendations

The results of the liquefaction analysis identified no potentially liquefiable soils at the site. The
soils present below the historic groundwater table possess factors of safety in excess of 1.3 and
are therefore considered non-liquefiable. Based on the results of this analysis, no design
considerations related to liquefaction are considered warranted for this project.

6.2 Geotechnical Design Considerations

General

Artificial fill soils were encountered beneath the pavements at all of the boring locations,
extending to depths of 42 to 5%2+ feet below the existing site grades. Based on a lack of
documentation regarding the placement and compaction of the existing fill materials, these soils
are considered to consist of undocumented fill, and are not suitable for the support of the
foundation loads of the proposed structure. Additionally, it is anticipated that demolition of the
existing structure and associated improvements will cause disturbance of the upper 4 to 5+ feet
of soil. However, deeper excavations will be necessary if the existing structure and/or AST's are
supported on deep foundations. Therefore, remedial grading will be necessary to remove all of
the undocumented fill soils in their entirety, the upper portion of the near-surface native alluvial
soils, and any soils disturbed during the demolition process, and replace these materials as
compacted structural fill soils.
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Settlement

The recommended remedial grading will remove the existing undocumented fill soils and a portion
of the near-surface native alluvial soils and replace these materials as compacted structural fill.
The native soils that will remain in place below the recommended depth of overexcavation will
not be subject to significant stress increases from the foundations of the new structure. Provided
that the recommended remedial grading is completed, the post-construction static settlements of
the proposed structure are expected to be less than 1.0 and 0.5 inches for total and differential
settlements of shallow foundations, respectively.

Expansion

Laboratory testing performed on representative samples of the near-surface soils indicates that
these materials possess a low expansion potential (EI = 21 and 33). Based on the presence of
expansive soils at this site, care should be given to proper moisture conditioning of all building
pad subgrade soils to a moisture content of 2 to 4 percent above the ASTM D-1557 optimum
during site grading. In addition to adequately moisture conditioning the subgrade soils and fill
soils during grading, special care must be taken to maintaining moisture content of these soils at
2 to 4 percent above the optimum moisture content. This will require the contractor to frequently
moisture condition these soils throughout the grading process, unless grading occurs during a
period of relatively wet weather.

Soluble Sulfates

The result of the soluble sulfate testing indicates that the tested soil sample possesses a level of
soluble sulfates that is considered to be “not applicable” (S0) with respect to the American
Concrete Institute (ACI) Publication 318-14 Building Code Requirements for Structural Concrete
and Commentary, Section 4.3. Therefore, specialized concrete mix designs are not considered to
be necessary, with regard to sulfate protection purposes. It is, however, recommended that
additional soluble sulfate testing be conducted at the completion of rough grading to verify the
soluble sulfate concentrations of the soils which are present at pad grade within the building area.

Corrosion Potential

The results of laboratory testing indicate that the on-site soils possess a saturated resistivity of
4,000 ohm-cm, and a pH value of 7.6. These test results have been evaluated in accordance with
guidelines published by the Ductile Iron Pipe Research Association (DIPRA). The DIPRA guidelines
consist of a point system by which characteristics of the soils are used to quantify the corrosivity
characteristics of the site. Resistivity and pH are two of the five factors that enter into the
evaluation procedure. Redox potential, relative soil moisture content and sulfides are also
included. Although sulfide testing was not part of the scope of services for this project, we have
evaluated the corrosivity characteristics of the on-site soils using resistivity, pH and moisture
content. Based on these factors, and utilizing the DIPRA procedure, the on-site soils are not
considered to be corrosive to ferrous pipes. Therefore, corrosion protection is not expected to be
required for cast iron or ductile iron pipes.

Based on American Concrete Institute (ACI) Publication 318 Building Code Requirements for
Structural Concrete and Commentary, reinforced concrete that is exposed to external sources of
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chlorides requires corrosion protection for the steel reinforcement contained within the concrete.
ACI 318 defines concrete exposed to moisture and an external source of chlorides as “severe” or
exposure category C2. ACI 318 does not clearly define a specific chloride concentration at which
contact with the adjacent soil will constitute a “"C2" or severe exposure. However, the Caltrans
Memo to Designers 10-5, Protection of Reinforcement Against Corrosion Due to Chlorides, Acids
and Sulfates, dated June 2010, indicates that soils possessing chloride concentrations greater
than 500 mg/kg are considered to be corrosive to reinforced concrete. The results of the
laboratory testing indicate chloride concentrations of 4.5 mg/kg. Although the soils contain some
chlorides, we do not expect that the chloride concentrations of the tested soils are high enough
to constitute a “severe” or C2 chloride exposure. Therefore, a chloride exposure category of C1
is considered appropriate for this site.

Nitrates present in soil can be corrosive to copper tubing at concentrations greater than 50 mg/kg.
The tested sample possesses a nitrate concentration of 9.4 mg/kg. Based on this test result, the
on-site soils are not considered to be corrosive to copper pipe.

Since SCG does not practice in the area of corrosion engineering, we recommend that
the client contact a corrosion engineer to provide a more thorough evaluation of these
test results.

Shrinkage/Subsidence

Removal and recompaction of the near-surface existing soils is estimated to result in an average
shrinkage of 3 to 13 percent. However, shrinkage estimates for the individual samples range
between 1 and 16 percent based on the results of density testing and the assumption that the
onsite soils will be compacted to about 92 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry density. It
should be noted that the shrinkage estimate is based on the results of dry density testing
performed on small-diameter samples of the existing soils taken at the boring locations. If a more
accurate and precise shrinkage estimate is desired, SCG can perform a shrinkage study involving
several excavated test-pits where in-place densities are determined using in-situ testing methods
instead of laboratory density testing on small-diameter samples. Please contact SCG for details
and a cost estimate regarding a shrinkage study, if desired.

Minor ground subsidence is expected to occur in the soils below the zone of removal, due to
settlement and machinery working. The subsidence is estimated to be 0.15 feet. This estimate
may be used for grading in areas that are underlain by native alluvial soils.

These estimates are based on previous experience and the subsurface conditions encountered at
the boring locations. The actual amount of subsidence is expected to be variable and will be
dependent on the type of machinery used, repetitions of use, and dynamic effects, all of which
are difficult to assess precisely.

Grading and Foundation Plan Review

Grading and foundation plans were not available at the time of this report. It is therefore
recommended that we be provided with copies of the preliminary grading and foundation plans,
when they become available, for review with regard to the conclusions, recommendations, and
assumptions contained within this report.
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6.3 Site Grading Recommendations

The grading recommendations presented below are based on the subsurface conditions
encountered at the boring locations and our understanding of the proposed development. We
recommend that all grading activities be completed in accordance with the Grading Guide
Specifications included as Appendix D of this report, unless superseded by site-specific
recommendations presented below.

Site Stripping and Demolition

Demolition of the existing structure, pavements and any associated improvements will be
necessary to facilitate the construction of the proposed development. Demolition of the existing
structure should include all foundations, floor slab, and any associated utilities. Any septic systems
encountered during demolition and/or grading (if present) should be removed in their entirety.
Any associated leach fields or other existing underground improvements should also be removed
in their entirety. Debris resultant from demolition should be disposed of off-site. All applicable
federal, state and local specifications and regulations should be followed in demolition,
abandonment, and disposal of the resulting debris. Alternatively, concrete and asphalt debris may
be pulverized to a maximum 2-inch particle size, well mixed with the on-site sands, and
incorporated into new structural fills or it may be crushed and made into crushed miscellaneous
base (CMB), if desired.

As previously mentioned, a Petromat geotextile material was observed between the AC and base
sections at two of the boring locations. The client may wish to contact a demolition contractor to
provide a more thorough evaluation of the existing pavements.

Detailed structural information regarding the existing building or AST’s have not been provided
to our office. Therefore, the foundation systems supporting these structures are generally
unknown by SCG. We expect that the existing structures are supported on conventional shallow
foundations. However, if the existing structures are supported on deep foundations, any existing
piles or drilled piers located within the proposed building area should be cut off at a depth of at
least 2 feet below the bottom of the planned overexcavation. Where drilled pier or pile foundations
are encountered within proposed pavement areas, they should be cut off at a depth of at least 2
feet below the proposed pavement subgrade or at a depth of at least 1 foot below the bottom of
any planned utilities.

Initial site stripping should also include removal of any surficial vegetation from the unpaved
areas of the site. This should include any weeds, grasses, shrubs, and trees. Root systems
associated with the trees should be removed in their entirety, and the resultant excavations
should be backfilled with compacted structural fill soils. The actual extent of site stripping should
be determined in the field by the geotechnical engineer, based on the organic content and stability
of the materials encountered. These materials should be disposed of off-site.

Treatment of Existing Soils: Building Pad

Remedial grading should be performed within the proposed building area in order to remove the
existing undocumented fill soils, any soils disturbed during demolition, and the upper portion of
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the near-surface native alluvium. Undocumented fill soils were encountered at most of the boring
locations, extending to depths of 47> to 5%2+ feet below the existing site grades. Based on
conditions encountered at the boring locations, the existing soils within the proposed building
area are recommended to be overexcavated to a depth of at least 3 feet below existing grades
and to a depth of at least 3 feet below proposed building pad subgrade elevation, whichever is
greater. Within the influence zones of the new foundations, the overexcavation should extend to
a depth of at least 2 feet below proposed foundation bearing grade.

The overexcavation areas should extend at least 5 feet beyond the building and foundation
perimeters, and to an extent equal to the depth of fill placed below the foundation bearing grade,
whichever is greater. If the proposed structure incorporates any exterior columns (such as for a
canopy or overhang) the area of overexcavation should also encompass these areas.

Following completion of the overexcavation, the subgrade soils within the building area should
be evaluated by the geotechnical engineer to verify their suitability to serve as the structural fill
subgrade, as well as to support the foundation loads of the new structure. This evaluation should
include proofrolling and probing to identify any soft, loose or otherwise unstable soils that must
be removed. Some localized areas of deeper excavation may be required if loose, porous, or low-
density native soils are encountered at the base of the overexcavation.

After a suitable overexcavation subgrade has been achieved, the exposed soils should be scarified
to a depth of at least 12 inches and moisture conditioned or air dried to achieve a moisture
content of 2 to 4 percent above optimum moisture content. The subgrade soils should then be
recompacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry density. The building pad
area may then be raised to grade with previously excavated soils or imported structural fill.

Treatment of Existing Soils: Retaining Walls and Site Walls

The existing soils within the areas of any proposed retaining walls and site walls should be
overexcavated to a depth of 2 feet below foundation bearing grade and replaced as compacted
structural fill as discussed above for the proposed building pad. Any undocumented fill soils or
disturbed native alluvium within any of these foundation areas should be removed in their
entirety. The overexcavation areas should extend at least 4 feet beyond the foundation
perimeters, and to an extent equal to the depth of fill below the new foundations. Any erection
pads for tilt-up concrete walls are considered to be part of the foundation system. Therefore,
these overexcavation recommendations are applicable to erection pads. The overexcavation
subgrade soils should be evaluated by the geotechnical engineer prior to scarifying, moisture
conditioning to within 2 to 4 percent above the optimum moisture content, and recompacting the
upper 12 inches of exposed subgrade soils. The previously excavated soils may then be replaced
as compacted structural fill.

If the full lateral recommended remedial grading cannot be completed for the proposed retaining
walls and site walls located along property lines, the foundations for those walls should be
designed using a reduced allowable bearing pressure. Furthermore, the contractor should take
necessary precautions to protect the adjacent improvements during rough grading. Specialized
grading techniques, such as A-B-C slot cuts or temporary shoring, will likely be required during
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remedial grading. The geotechnical engineer of record should be contacted if additional
recommendations, such as shoring design recommendations, are required during grading.

Treatment of Existing Soils: Flatwork, Parking and Drive Areas

Based on economic considerations, overexcavation of the existing near-surface existing soils in
the new parking and drive areas is not considered warranted, with the exception of areas where
lower strength or unstable soils are identified by the geotechnical engineer during grading.
Subgrade preparation in the new parking and drive areas should initially consist of removal of all
soils disturbed during stripping and demolition operations.

The geotechnical engineer should then evaluate the subgrade to identify any areas of additional
unsuitable soils. Any such materials should be removed to a level of firm and unyielding soil. The
exposed subgrade soils should then be scarified to a depth of 12+ inches, moisture conditioned
to 2 to 4 percent above the optimum moisture content, and recompacted to at least 90 percent
of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry density. Based on the presence of variable strength surficial
soils throughout the site, it is expected that some isolated areas of additional overexcavation may
be required to remove zones of lower strength, unsuitable soils.

The grading recommendations presented above for the proposed parking and drive areas assume
that the owner and/or developer can tolerate minor amounts of settlement within these areas.
The grading recommendations presented above do not mitigate the extent of undocumented fill
in the parking and drive areas. As such, some settlement and associated pavement distress could
occur. Typically, repair of such distressed areas involves significantly lower costs than completely
mitigating these soils at the time of construction. If the owner cannot tolerate the risk of such
settlements, the parking and drive areas should be overexcavated to a depth of 2 feet below
proposed pavement subgrade elevation, with the resulting soils replaced as compacted structural
fill.

Treatment of Existing Soils: Flatwork Areas

Subgrade preparation in the new flatwork areas should initially consist of removal of all soils
disturbed during stripping and demolition operations. The geotechnical engineer should then
evaluate the subgrade to identify any areas of additional unsuitable soils. The subgrade soils
should then be scarified to a depth of 12+ inches, moisture conditioned or air dried to 2 to 4
percent above optimum, and recompacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum
dry density. Based on the presence of variable strength alluvial soils throughout the subject site,
it is expected that some isolated areas of additional overexcavation may be required to remove
zones of lower strength, unsuitable soils.

As noted previously, the subject site is underlain by low expansive soils. Support of new flatwork
on low expansive soils carries additional risk with respect to flatwork movement and potential
distress. This report provides recommendations for moisture conditioning and additional steel
reinforcement in the flatwork areas in order to minimize the potential effects of the expansive
soils. However, if additional protection is desired, the client should consider the placement of a
2-foot thick layer of non-expansive soil beneath all flatwork.
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Fill Placement

¢ Fill soils should be placed in thin (6+ inches), near-horizontal lifts, moisture conditioned
(or air dried) to 2 to 4 percent above the optimum moisture content, and compacted.

e On-site soils may be used for fill provided they are cleaned of any debris to the satisfaction
of the geotechnical engineer.

e All grading and fill placement activities should be completed in accordance with the
requirements of the 2019 CBC and the grading code of the city of Moreno Valley.

o All fill soils should be compacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry
density. Fill soils should be well mixed.

e Compaction tests should be performed periodically by the geotechnical engineer as
random verification of compaction and moisture content. These tests are intended to aid
the contractor. Since the tests are taken at discrete locations and depths, they may not
be indicative of the entire fill and therefore should not relieve the contractor of his
responsibility to meet the job specifications.

Imported Structural Fill

All imported structural fill should consist of very low expansive (EI < 20), well graded soils
possessing at least 10 percent fines (that portion of the sample passing the No. 200 sieve).
Additional specifications for structural fill are presented in the Grading Guide Specifications,
included as Appendix D.

Utility Trench Backfill

In general, all utility trench backfill should be compacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-
1557 maximum dry density. As an alternative, a clean sand (minimum Sand Equivalent of 30)
may be placed within trenches and compacted in place (jetting or flooding is not recommended).
It is recommended that materials in excess of 3 inches in size not be used for utility trench backfill.
Compacted trench backfill should conform to the requirements of the local grading code, and
more restrictive requirements may be indicated by the city of Moreno Valley. All utility trench
backfills should be witnessed by the geotechnical engineer. The trench backfill soils should be
compaction tested where possible; probed and visually evaluated elsewhere.

Utility trenches which parallel a footing, and extending below a 1h:1v (horizontal to vertical) plane
projected from the outside edge of the footing should be backfilled with structural fill soils,
compacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 standard. Pea gravel backfill should not be
used for these trenches.

Any soils used to backfill voids around subsurface utility structures, such as manholes or vaults,
should be placed as compacted structural fill. If it is not practical to place compacted fill in these
areas, then such void spaces may be backfilled with lean concrete slurry. Uncompacted pea gravel
or sand is not recommended for backfilling these voids since these materials have a potential to
settle and thereby cause distress of pavements placed around these subterranean structures.
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6.4 Construction Considerations

Excavation Considerations

The near-surface soils generally consist of moderate strength silty sands, sandy silts, silty clays
and sandy clays. Some of these materials may be subject to minor to moderate caving within
shallow excavations. Where caving does occur, flattened excavation slopes may be sufficient to
provide excavation stability. On a preliminary basis, the inclination of temporary slopes should
not exceed 2h:1v. In addition, the inclination of temporary slopes should not exceed 1.5h:1v
within clayey soils. Deeper excavations may require some form of external stabilization such as
shoring or bracing. Maintaining adequate moisture content within the near-surface soils will
improve excavation stability. All excavation activities on this site should be conducted in
accordance with Cal-OSHA regulations.

Moisture Sensitive Subgrade Soils

Some of the near-surface soils possess appreciable silt and clay content and may become unstable
if exposed to significant moisture infiltration or disturbance by construction traffic. In addition,
based on their granular content, some of the on-site soils will also be susceptible to erosion. The
site should, therefore, be graded to prevent ponding of surface water and to prevent water from
running into excavations.

If the construction schedule dictates that site grading will occur during a period of wet weather,
allowances should be made for costs and delays associated with drying the on-site soils or import
of a drier, less moisture sensitive fill material. Grading during wet or cool weather may also
increase the depth of overexcavation in the pad areas as well as the need for a stabilization layer.

Expansive Soils

The near-surface soils within the subject site have been determined to possess a low expansion
potential. Therefore, care should be given to proper moisture conditioning of all subgrade soils to
a moisture content of 2 to 4 percent above the Modified Proctor optimum during site grading. All
imported fill soils should have very low expansive (EI < 20) characteristics. In addition to
adequately moisture conditioning the subgrade soils and fill soils during grading,
special care must be taken to maintain the moisture content of these soils at 2 to 4
percent above the Modified Proctor optimum. This will require the contractor to
frequently moisture condition these soils throughout the grading process, unless
grading occurs during a period of relatively wet weather.

Due to the presence of expansive soils at this site, provisions should be made to limit the potential
for surface water to penetrate the soils immediately adjacent to the new structure. These
provisions should include directing surface runoff into rain gutters and area drains, reducing the
extent of landscaped areas around the structure, and sloping the ground surface away from the
building. Where possible, it is recommended that landscaped planters not be located immediately
adjacent to the proposed building. If landscaped planters around the building are necessary, it is
recommended that drought tolerant plants or a drip irrigation system be utilized, to minimize the
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potential for deep moisture penetration around the structure. Presented below is a list of
additional soil moisture control recommendations that should be considered by the owner,
developer, and civil engineer:

e Ponding and areas of low flow gradients in unpaved walkways, grass and planter areas should be
avoided. In general, minimum drainage gradients of 2 percent should be maintained in unpaved
areas.

e Bare soil within five feet of proposed structure should be sloped at a minimum five percent gradient
away from the structure (about three inches of fall in five feet), or the same area could be paved
with a minimum surface gradient of one percent. Pavement is preferable.

e Decorative gravel ground cover tends to provide a reservoir for surface water and may hide areas
of ponding or poor drainage. Decorative gravel is, therefore, not recommended and should not be
utilized for landscaping unless equipped with a subsurface drainage system designed by a licensed
landscape architect.

e Positive drainage devices, such as graded swales, paved ditches, and catch basins should be
installed at appropriate locations within the area of proposed development.

e Concrete walks and flatwork should not obstruct the free flow of surface water to the appropriate
drainage devices.

e Area drains should be recessed below grade to allow free flow of water into the drain. Concrete or
brick flatwork joints should be sealed with mortar or flexible mastic.

e Gutter and downspout systems should be installed to capture all discharge from roof areas.
Downspouts should discharge directly into a pipe or paved surface system to be conveyed off-site.

e Enclosed planters adjoining, or in close proximity to the proposed structure, should be sealed at
the bottom and provided with subsurface collection systems and outlet pipes.

e Depressed planters should be raised with soil to promote runoff (minimum drainage gradient two
percent or five percent, see above), and/or equipped with area drains to eliminate ponding.

e Drainage outfall locations should be selected to avoid erosion of slopes and/or properly armored
to prevent erosion of graded surfaces. No drainage should be directed over or towards adjoining
slopes.

e All drainage devices should be maintained on a regular basis, including frequent observations
during the rainy season to keep the drains free of leaves, soil and other debris.

e Landscape irrigation should conform to the recommendations of the landscape architect and should
be performed judiciously to preclude either soaking or excessive drying of the foundation soils.
This should entail regular watering during the drier portions of the year and little or no irrigation
during the rainy season. Automatic sprinkler systems should, therefore, be switched to manual
operation during the rainy season. Good irrigation practice typically requires frequent application
of limited quantities of water that are sufficient to sustain plant growth, but do not excessively wet
the soils. Ponding and/or run-off of irrigation water are indications of excessive watering.

Other provisions, as determined by the landscape architect or civil engineer, may also be
appropriate.

Groundwater
The historic groundwater table at this site is considered to exist at a depth greater than 14+ feet.

Therefore, groundwater is not expected to impact the grading or foundation construction
activities.
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6.5 Foundation Design and Construction

Based on the preceding grading recommendations, it is assumed that the new building pad will
be underlain by structural fill soils used to replace existing undocumented fill soils and the upper
portion of the near-surface native alluvium. These new structural fill soils are expected to extend
to depths of at least 2 feet below proposed foundation bearing grade, underlain by 1+ foot of
additional soil that has been densified and moisture conditioned in place. Based on this subsurface
profile, the proposed structure may be supported on conventional shallow foundations.

Foundation Design Parameters

New square and rectangular footings may be designed as follows:
e Maximum, net allowable soil bearing pressure: 2,500 Ibs/ft?.

e Maximum, net allowable soil bearing pressure: 1,500 Ibs/ft? if the full recommended lateral
extent of remedial grading cannot be achieved, typically for new footings along the
property lines

e Minimum wall/column footing width: 14 inches/24 inches.

e Minimum longitudinal steel reinforcement within strip footings: Four (4) No. 5 rebars (2
top and 2 bottom).

e Minimum foundation embedment: 12 inches into suitable structural fill soils, and at least
18 inches below adjacent exterior grade. Interior column footings may be placed
immediately beneath the floor slab.

e It is recommended that the perimeter building foundations be continuous across all
exterior doorways. Any flatwork adjacent to the exterior doors should be doweled into the
perimeter foundations in @ manner determined by the structural engineer.

The allowable bearing pressures presented above may be increased by one-third when
considering short duration wind or seismic loads. The minimum steel reinforcement recommended
above is based on geotechnical considerations; additional reinforcement may be necessary for
structural considerations. The actual design of the foundations should be determined by the
structural engineer.

Foundation Construction

The foundation subgrade soils should be evaluated at the time of overexcavation, as discussed
in Section 6.3 of this report. It is further recommended that the foundation subgrade soils be
evaluated by the geotechnical engineer immediately prior to steel or concrete placement. Soils
suitable for direct foundation support should consist of newly placed structural fill, compacted to
at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum dry density. Any unsuitable materials should
be removed to a depth of suitable bearing compacted structural fill or suitable native alluvium
(where reduced bearing pressures are utilized), with the resulting excavations backfilled with
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compacted fill soils. As an alternative, lean concrete slurry (500 to 1,500 psi) may be used to
backfill such isolated overexcavations.

The foundation subgrade soils should also be properly moisture conditioned to 2 to 4 percent
above the Modified Proctor optimum, to a depth of at least 12 inches below bearing grade. Since
it is typically not feasible to increase the moisture content of the floor slab and foundation
subgrade soils once rough grading has been completed, care should be taken to maintain the
moisture content of the building pad subgrade soils throughout the construction process.

Estimated Foundation Settlements

Post-construction total and differential settlements of shallow foundations designed and
constructed in accordance with the previously presented recommendations are estimated to be
less than 1.0 and 0.5 inches, respectively. Differential movements are expected to occur over a
30-foot span, thereby resulting in an angular distortion of less than 0.002 inches per inch.

Lateral Load Resistance

Lateral load resistance will be developed by a combination of friction acting at the base of
foundations and slab and the passive earth pressure developed by footings below grade. The
following friction and passive pressure may be used to resist lateral forces:

e Passive Earth Pressure: 275 Ibs/ft3
e Friction Coefficient: 0.28

These are allowable values, and include a factor of safety. When combining friction and passive
resistance, the passive pressure component should be reduced by one-third. These values assume
that footings will be poured directly against compacted structural fill soils. The maximum allowable
passive pressure is 2,500 Ibs/ft?.

6.6 Floor Slab Design and Construction

Subgrades which will support the new floor slab should be prepared in accordance with the
recommendations contained in the Site Grading Recommendations section of this report.
Based on the anticipated grading which will occur at this site, the floor of the proposed structure
may be constructed as conventional slab-on-grade supported on newly placed structural fill,
extending to a depth of at least 3 feet below finished pad grade. Based on geotechnical
considerations, the floor slab may be designed as follows:

e Minimum slab thickness: 6 inches.
e Modulus of Subgrade Reaction: 100 psi/in.
e Minimum slab reinforcement: No. 3 bars at 18-inches on-center, in both directions, due

to presence of low expansive soils. The actual floor slab reinforcement should be
determined by the structural engineer, based upon the imposed loading.
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e Slab underlayment: If moisture sensitive floor coverings will be used then minimum slab
underlayment should consist of a moisture vapor barrier constructed below the entire slab
area where such moisture sensitive floor coverings are expected. The moisture vapor
barrier should meet or exceed the Class A rating as defined by ASTM E 1745-97 and have
a permeance rating less than 0.01 perms as described in ASTM E 96-95 and ASTM E 154-
88. A polyolefin material such as 15 mil Stego® Wrap Vapor Barrier or equivalent will meet
these specifications. The moisture vapor barrier should be properly constructed in
accordance with all applicable manufacturer specifications. Given that a rock free
subgrade is anticipated and that a capillary break is not required, sand below the barrier
is not required. The need for sand and/or the amount of sand above the moisture vapor
barrier should be specified by the structural engineer or concrete contractor. The selection
of sand above the barrier is not a geotechnical engineering issue and hence outside our
purview. Where moisture sensitive floor coverings are not anticipated, the vapor barrier
may be eliminated.

e Moisture condition the floor slab subgrade soils to 2 to 4 percent above the Modified
Proctor optimum moisture content, to a depth of 12 inches. The moisture content of the
floor slab subgrade soils should be verified by the geotechnical engineer within 24 hours
prior to concrete placement.

e Proper concrete curing techniques should be utilized to reduce the potential for slab
curling or the formation of excessive shrinkage cracks.

e The floor slab should be structurally connected to the foundations as detailed by the
structural engineer.

The actual design of the floor slab should be completed by the structural engineer to verify
adequate thickness and reinforcement.

6.7 Exterior Flatwork Design and Construction

Subgrades which will support new exterior slabs-on-grade for sidewalks, patios, and other
concrete flatwork, should be prepared in accordance with the recommendations contained in the
Grading Recommendations section of this report. Based on geotechnical considerations,
exterior slabs on grade may be designed as follows:

e Minimum slab thickness: 4> inches.

e Minimum slab reinforcement: No. 3 bars at 18 inches on center, in both directions.

e The flatwork at building entry areas should be structurally connected to the perimeter
foundation that is recommended to span across the door opening. This recommendation
is designed to reduce the potential for differential movement at this joint.

e Moisture condition the slab subgrade soils to at least 2 to 4 percent of optimum moisture

content, to a depth of at least 12 inches. Adequate moisture conditioning should be
verified by the geotechnical engineer 24 hours prior to concrete placement.
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e Proper concrete curing techniques should be utilized to reduce the potential for slab
curling or the formation of excessive shrinkage cracks.

e Control joints should be provided at a maximum spacing of 8 feet on center in two
directions for slabs and at 6 feet on center for sidewalks. Control joints are intended to
direct cracking. Minor cracking of exterior concrete slabs on grade should be expected.

Expansion or felt joints should be used at the interface of exterior slabs on grade and any fixed
structures to permit relative movement.

6.8 Retaining Wall Design and Construction

Based on the conceptual grading plan, retaining walls greater than 6 feet in height will be required
to facilitate the new site grades. Retaining walls are also expected within the truck dock area of
the proposed building. The parameters recommended for use in the design of these walls are
presented below.

Retaining Wall Design Parameters

Based on the soil conditions encountered at the boring locations, the following parameters may
be used in the design of new retaining walls for this site. The following parameters assume that
only the on-site soils will be utilized for retaining wall backfill. The near-surface soils generally
consist of silty sands and clayey sands, with occasional silty clays, sandy clays and clayey silts.
Based on the results of laboratory testing, the on-site silty sands and clayey sands possess a
friction angle of 30 degrees when compacted to at least 90 percent of the ASTM D-1557 maximum
dry density. It is recommended that clays and clayey silts be excluded from use as retaining wall
backfill.

If desired, SCG could provide design parameters for an alternative select backfill material behind
the retaining walls. The use of select backfill material could result in lower lateral earth pressures.
In order to use the design parameters for the imported select fill, this material must be placed
within the entire active failure wedge. This wedge is defined as extending from the heel of the
retaining wall upwards at an angle of approximately 60° from horizontal. If select backfill material
behind the retaining wall is desired, SCG should be contacted for supplementary
recommendations.
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RETAINING WALL DESIGN PARAMETERS

Soil Type
Design Parameter On-Site Silty Sands and Clayey
Sands
Internal Friction Angle (¢) 30°
Unit Weight 132 Ibs/ft3
Active Condition 5
(level backfill) 44 Ibs/ft
Equivalent Active Condition ;
Fluid Pressure: (2h:1v backfill) 71 Ibs/ft
At-Rest Condition ;
(level backfill) 66 Ibs/ft

The walls should be designed using a soil-footing coefficient of friction of 0.28 and an equivalent
passive pressure of 275 Ibs/ft3. The structural engineer should incorporate appropriate factors of
safety in the design of the retaining walls.

The active earth pressure may be used for the design of retaining walls that do not directly
support structures or support soils that in turn support structures and which will be allowed to
deflect. The at-rest earth pressure should be used for walls that will not be allowed to deflect
such as those which will support foundation bearing soils, or which will support foundation loads
directly.

Where the soils on the toe side of the retaining wall are not covered by a "hard" surface such as
a structure or pavement, the upper 1 foot of soil should be neglected when calculating passive
resistance due to the potential for the material to become disturbed or degraded during the life
of the structure.

Retaining Wall Foundation Design

The retaining wall foundations should be underlain by at least 2 feet of newly placed structural
fill. Foundations to support new retaining walls should be designed in accordance with the general
Foundation Design Parameters presented in a previous section of this report.

Seismic Lateral Earth Pressures

In accordance with the 2019 CBC, any retaining walls more than 6 feet in height must be designed
for seismic lateral earth pressures. If walls 6 feet or more are required for this site, the
geotechnical engineer should be contacted for supplementary seismic lateral earth pressure
recommendations.

Backfill Material

On-site soils may be used to backfill the retaining walls, provided that they are very low expansive
(EI < 20) sandy soils. All backfill material placed within 3 feet of the back wall-face should have
a particle size no greater than 3 inches. The retaining wall backfill materials should be well graded.
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It is recommended that a minimum 1-foot thick layer of free-draining granular material (less than
5 percent passing the No. 200 sieve) be placed against the face of the retaining walls. This
material should extend from the top of the retaining wall footing to within 1 foot of the ground
surface on the back side of the retaining wall. This material should be approved by the
geotechnical engineer. In lieu of the 1-foot thick layer of free-draining material, a properly
installed prefabricated drainage composite such as the MiraDRAIN 6000XL (or approved
equivalent), which is specifically designed for use behind retaining walls, may be used. If the
layer of free-draining material is not covered by an impermeable surface, such as a structure or
pavement, a 12-inch thick layer of a low permeability soil should be placed over the backfill to
reduce surface water migration to the underlying soils. The layer of free draining granular material
should be separated from the backfill soils by a suitable geotextile, approved by the geotechnical
engineer.

All retaining wall backfill should be placed and compacted under engineering controlled conditions
in the necessary layer thicknesses to ensure an in-place density between 90 and 93 percent of
the maximum dry density as determined by the Modified Proctor test (ASTM D1557). Care should
be taken to avoid over-compaction of the soils behind the retaining walls, and the use of heavy
compaction equipment should be avoided.

Subsurface Drainage

As previously indicated, the retaining wall design parameters are based upon drained backfill
conditions. Consequently, some form of permanent drainage system will be necessary in
conjunction with the appropriate backfill material. Subsurface drainage may consist of either:

¢ A weep hole drainage system typically consisting of a series of 2-inch diameter holes in
the wall situated slightly above the ground surface elevation on the exposed side of the
wall and at an approximate 10-foot on-center spacing. Alternatively, 4-inch diameter holes
at an approximate 20-foot on-center spacing can be used for this type of drainage system.
In addition, the weep holes should include a 2 cubic foot pocket of open graded gravel,
surrounded by an approved geotextile fabric, at each weep hole location.

¢ A 4-inch diameter perforated pipe surrounded by 2 cubic feet of gravel per linear foot of
drain placed behind the wall, above the retaining wall footing. The gravel layer should be
wrapped in a suitable geotextile fabric to reduce the potential for migration of fines. The
footing drain should be extended to daylight or tied into a storm drainage system. The
actual design of this type of system should be determined by the civil engineer to verify
that the drainage system possesses the adequate capacity and slope for its intended use.

Weep holes or a footing drain will not be required for building stem walls.

6.9 Pavement Design Parameters

Site preparation in the pavement area should be completed as previously recommended in the
Site Grading Recommendations section of this report. The subsequent pavement
recommendations assume proper drainage and construction monitoring, and are based on either
PCA or CALTRANS design parameters for a twenty (20) year design period. However, these
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designs also assume a routine pavement maintenance program to obtain the anticipated 20-year
pavement service life.

Pavement Subgrades

It is anticipated that the new pavements will be primarily supported on a layer of compacted
structural fill, consisting of scarified, thoroughly moisture conditioned and recompacted existing
soils. The near surface soils generally consist of silty sands and clayey sands, with occasional silty
clays, sandy clays, and clayey silts. These soils are generally considered to possess fair pavement
support characteristics with estimated R-values of 30 to 40. R-value testing was outside the scope
of services. The subsequent pavement design is therefore based upon an assumed R-value of 30.
Any fill material imported to the site should have support characteristics equal to or greater than
that of the on-site soils and be placed and compacted under engineering controlled conditions. It
is recommended that R-value testing be performed after completion of rough grading. Depending
upon the results of the R-value testing, it may be feasible to use thinner pavement sections in
some areas of the site.

Asphaltic Concrete

Presented below are the recommended thicknesses for new flexible pavement structures
consisting of asphaltic concrete over a granular base. The pavement designs are based on the
traffic indices (TI's) indicated. The client and/or civil engineer should verify that these TI's are
representative of the anticipated traffic volumes. If the client and/or civil engineer determine that
the expected traffic volume will exceed the applicable traffic index, we should be contacted for
supplementary recommendations. The design traffic indices equate to the following approximate
daily traffic volumes over a 20-year design life, assuming six operational traffic days per week.

Traffic Index No. of Heavy Trucks per Day
4.0 0
5.0 1
6.0 3
7.0 11
8.0 35
9.0 93

For the purpose of the traffic volumes indicated above, a truck is defined as a 5-axle tractor trailer
unit with one 8-kip axle and two 32-kip tandem axles. All of the traffic indices allow for 1,000
automobiles per day.
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ASPHALT PAVEMENTS (R = 30)
Thickness (inches)
Material Auto Parking and Truck Traffic
aterials Auto Drive Lanes
(TI = 4.0 to 5.0) TI=6.0 TI=7.0 TI=8.0 TI=9.0
Asphalt Concrete 3 3% 4 5 52
Aggregate Base 6 8 10 11 13
Compacted Subgrade 12 12 12 12 12

The aggregate base course should be compacted to at least 95 percent of the ASTM D-1557
maximum dry density. The asphaltic concrete should be compacted to at least 95 percent of the
batch plant-reported maximum density. The aggregate base course may consist of crushed
aggregate base (CAB) or crushed miscellaneous base (CMB), which is a recycled gravel, asphalt
and concrete material. The gradation, R-Value, Sand Equivalent, and Percentage Wear of the CAB
or CMB should comply with appropriate specifications contained in the current edition of the
“Greenbook” Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction.

Portland Cement Concrete

The preparation of the subgrade soils within concrete pavement areas should be performed as
previously described for proposed asphalt pavement areas. The minimum recommended
thicknesses for the Portland Cement Concrete pavement sections are as follows:

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE PAVEMENTS (R = 30)

Thickness (inches)
Materials Autos and Light Truck Traffic
Truck Traffic
(TI = 6.0) (TI =7.0) (TI =8_0) (TI =9_0)
PCC 5 51/2 61/2 8
Compacted Subgrade
(95% minimum compaction) 12 12 12 12

The concrete should have a 28-day compressive strength of at least 3,000 psi. Any reinforcement
within the PCC pavements should be determined by the project structural engineer. The maximum
joint spacing within all of the PCC pavements is recommended to be equal to or less than 30
times the pavement thickness.
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7.0 GENERAL COMMENTS

This report has been prepared as an instrument of service for use by the client, in order to aid in
the evaluation of this property and to assist the architects and engineers in the design and
preparation of the project plans and specifications. This report may be provided to the
contractor(s) and other design consultants to disclose information relative to the project.
However, this report is not intended to be utilized as a specification in and of itself, without
appropriate interpretation by the project architect, civil engineer, and/or structural engineer. The
reproduction and distribution of this report must be authorized by the client and Southern
California Geotechnical, Inc. Furthermore, any reliance on this report by an unauthorized third
party is at such party’s sole risk, and we accept no responsibility for damage or loss which may
occur. The client(s)’ reliance upon this report is subject to the Engineering Services Agreement,
incorporated into our proposal for this project.

The analysis of this site was based on a subsurface profile interpolated from limited discrete soil
samples. While the materials encountered in the project area are considered to be representative
of the total area, some variations should be expected between boring locations and sample
depths. If the conditions encountered during construction vary significantly from those detailed
herein, we should be contacted immediately to determine if the conditions alter the
recommendations contained herein.

This report has been based on assumed or provided characteristics of the proposed development.
It is recommended that the owner, client, architect, structural engineer, and civil engineer
carefully review these assumptions to ensure that they are consistent with the characteristics of
the proposed development. If discrepancies exist, they should be brought to our attention to
verify that they do not affect the conclusions and recommendations contained herein. We also
recommend that the project plans and specifications be submitted to our office for review to
verify that our recommendations have been correctly interpreted.

The analysis, conclusions, and recommendations contained within this report have been
promulgated in accordance with generally accepted professional geotechnical engineering
practice. No other warranty is implied or expressed.
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BORING LOG LEGEND

SAMPLE TYPE e SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

GRAPHICAL

AUGER

SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM AUGER CUTTINGS, NO FIELD
MEASUREMENT OF SOIL STRENGTH. (DISTURBED)

CORE

ROCK CORE SAMPLE: TYPICALLY TAKEN WITH A
DIAMOND-TIPPED CORE BARREL. TYPICALLY USED
ONLY IN HIGHLY CONSOLIDATED BEDROCK.

GRAB

SOIL SAMPLE TAKEN WITH NO SPECIALIZED
EQUIPMENT, SUCH AS FROM A STOCKPILE OR THE
GROUND SURFACE. (DISTURBED)

CS

CALIFORNIA SAMPLER: 2-1/2 INCH 1.D. SPLIT BARREL
SAMPLER, LINED WITH 1-INCH HIGH BRASS RINGS.
DRIVEN WITH SPT HAMMER. (RELATIVELY
UNDISTURBED)

NSR

NO RECOVERY: THE SAMPLING ATTEMPT DID NOT

SPT

RESULT IN RECOVERY OF ANY SIGNIFICANT SOIL OR
STANDARD PENETRATION TEST: SAMPLER IS A 1.4
INCH INSIDE DIAMETER SPLIT BARREL, DRIVEN 18

ROCK MATERIAL.
INCHES WITH THE SPT HAMMER. (DISTURBED)

SH

VANE

SHELBY TUBE: TAKEN WITH A THIN WALL SAMPLE
TUBE, PUSHED INTO THE SOIL AND THEN EXTRACTED.
(UNDISTURBED)

VANE SHEAR TEST: SOIL STRENGTH OBTAINED USING
A 4 BLADED SHEAR DEVICE. TYPICALLY USED IN SOFT
CLAYS-NO SAMPLE RECOVERED.

COLUMN DESCRIPTIONS

DEPTH:
SAMPLE:
BLOW COUNT:

POCKET PEN.:

GRAPHIC LOG:

DRY DENSITY:
MOISTURE CONTENT:
LIQUID LIMIT:
PLASTIC LIMIT:
PASSING #200 SIEVE:
UNCONFINED SHEAR:

Distance in feet below the ground surface.
Sample Type as depicted above.

Number of blows required to advance the sampler 12 inches using a 140 Ib
hammer with a 30-inch drop. 50/3” indicates penetration refusal (=50 blows)
at 3 inches. WH indicates that the weight of the hammer was sufficient to
push the sampler 6 inches or more.

Approximate shear strength of a cohesive soil sample as measured by pocket
penetrometer.

Graphic Soil Symbol as depicted on the following page.

Dry density of an undisturbed or relatively undisturbed sample in Ibs/ft®.
Moisture content of a soil sample, expressed as a percentage of the dry weight.
The moisture content above which a soil behaves as a liquid.

The moisture content above which a soil behaves as a plastic.

The percentage of the sample finer than the #200 standard sieve.

The shear strength of a cohesive soil sample, as measured in the unconfined state.




SOIL CLASSIFICATION CHART

MAJOR DIVISIONS

SYMBOLS

GRAPH | LETTER

TYPICAL
DESCRIPTIONS

WELL-GRADED GRAVELS, GRAVEL -

CLEAN <
SAND MIXTURES, LITTLE OR NO
GRAVEL GRAVELS o o FINES
AND e-20
RAVELLY e o~ U
G SOILS o(\° 20 (\° POORLY-GRADED GRAVELS,
(LITTLE OR NO FINES) P, DQO 0< GP GRAVEL - SAND MIXTURES, LITTLE
°?\O°ng OR NO FINES
COARSE TPt
GRAINED GRAVELS WITH )"0 ) 8 4 GM SILTY GRAVELS, GRAVEL - SAND -
SOILS MORE THAN 50% FINES OOD O)D SILT MIXTURES
OF COARSE b O (Do
FRACTION e oade
RETAINED ON NO.
4 SIEVE (APPRECIABLE CLAYEY GRAVELS, GRAVEL - SAND -
GC
AMOUNT OF FINES) CLAY MIXTURES
WELL-GRADED SANDS, GRAVELLY
CLEAN SANDS SW f
MORE THAN 50% SAND SANDS, LITTLE OR NO FINES
OF MATERIAL IS AND
LARGER THAN
NO. 200 SIEVE SS%I\:Eg POORLY-GRADED SANDS,
SIZE (LITTLE OR NO FINES) SP GRAVELLY SAND, LITTLE OR NO
' FINES
SANDS WITH SM SILTY SANDS, SAND - SILT
MORE THAN 50% FINES MIXTURES
OF COARSE
FRACTION
PASSING ON NO.
4 SIEVE (APPRECIABLE SC CLAYEY SANDS, SAND - CLAY
AMOUNT OF FINES) MIXTURES
INORGANIC SILTS AND VERY FINE
ML SANDS, ROCK FLOUR, SILTY OR
CLAYEY FINE SANDS OR CLAYEY
SILTS WITH SLIGHT PLASTICITY
SILTS INORGANIC CLAYS OF LOW TO
FINE AND LIQUID LIMIT CL MEDIUM PLASTICITY, GRAVELLY
LESS THAN 50 CLAYS, SANDY CLAYS, SILTY CLAYS,
GRAINED CLAYS LEAN CLAYS
SOILS L2
- — 1 oL ORGANIC SILTS AND ORGANIC
il SILTY CLAYS OF LOW PLASTICITY
MORE THAN 50% INORGANIC SILTS, MICACEOUS OR
OF MATERIAL IS MH DIATOMACEOUS FINE SAND OR
SMALLER THAN SILTY SOILS
NO. 200 SIEVE
SIZE SILTS 7
AND LIQUID LIMIT / CH INORGANIC CLAYS OF HIGH
GREATER THAN 50 PLASTICITY
CLAYS 7
W
OH ORGANIC CLAYS OF MEDIUM TO
HIGH PLASTICITY, ORGANIC SILTS
ANNNNNN_N_
Z2BNE 72N E/2RNE VAN
HGHLY ORGANICSOLS [ i PT | FEAToMAS e o i

NOTE: DUAL SYMBOLS ARE USED TO INDICATE BORDERLINE SOIL CLASSIFICATIONS




NG/  CALIFORNIA B-1

SOUTHERN BORING NO.

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/5/22 WATER DEPTH: 21.5 feet
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 18 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: 3 Hrs After Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
L z e = S = 8 cn
m 3 |E |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
|4 ol |z w |2@|n |R |z2|zE [
E o]l 2|~ O ~IBElIZ5-|® < =
o (S| 0o |0k < >-6 =Z |25 | g= 08 Oz =
wi<| 2 |0oP . xP|20|22 |02 |8 (X9 Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o
;1 CONCRETE: 7+ inches Portland Cement Concrete, no discernible
| Aggregate Base
43 FILL: Brown Silty fine Sand, little medium Sand, trace Clay, 11
] medium dense to dense-moist to very moist
27 13
5 - .
| ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Silty Clay to Clayey Silt, trace to little fine |
X 15 | 45 Sand, very stiff-very moist 21
Brown Silty Clay, trace to little fine Sand, stiff-very moist
10 | 3.0 24
10 - b b
Brown Clayey fine Sand to fine Sandy Clay, trace to little Silt,
medium dense to very stiff-damp to moist
21 11 41
15 b b
27 13 40
20 b b
Red Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, dense-wet
30 12 36
25 b b
36 ol 15 24
v /5; @ 30', trace Coarse Sand
TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-1a



SOUTHERN BORING NO.

NG/  CALIFORNIA B-1

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/5/22 WATER DEPTH: 21.5 feet
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 18 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: 3 Hrs After Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
L z o = = ~ = »
g |38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
|4 ol |z W |2f5|, (B |2Y|2E [
E ol =2 |X~| @ o~ OElIS-1G-o < =
Bz S (88| & ¥5|05|65|35|28|23 3
85| 2 |22 © (Continued) GL|s0|35|25|x8 (oo o
/ Red Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, trace coarse
P Sand, dense-wet

Brown fine to coarse Sand, little Silt, very dense-wet

54 °4%%° | 12 10
35 b b
Brown Silty fine to coarse Sand, dense-wet
47 14 17
40 Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, trace coarse Sand, trace Silt, | 12 25 |
dense-wet
Brown Silty fine Sand, trace Clay, dense-wet
35 16 30
Gray Brown Clayey fine Sand, little Silt, dense-wet 15 32
45 e e
Brown Silty fine Sand, trace to little medium Sand, trace Clay,
dense-wet
49 15 34

JU

Boring Terminated at 50'

TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-1b



BORING NO.

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

W SOUTHERN
oCalGeo /
CALIFORNIA B-2
GEOTECHNICAL
A California Corporation
JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/6/22 WATER DEPTH: Dry
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 19 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: At Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
iy Z e EoE M »
i 38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
T4l olL | gaﬁogz%iﬁ i
E o]l 2|~ O ~IBElIZ5-|® < =
o [S| o |ok] < >E1=Zz 25|25 |ng|8z =
w || 2 |09 . xQ|00|C=2|3=|<Q|x0 o)
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o
3+ inches Asphaltic Concrete, 5+ inches Aggregate Base
FILL: Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, trace coarse Sand, .
14 trace Silt, loose to medium dense-moist 103 | 11
33 1112 | 12
FILL: Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium to coarse Sand, trace
Clay, medium dense-moist
5 ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, trace Clay, |
34 medium dense-moist to very moist 118 | 12
Brown Silty fine Sand, little medium Sand, trace Clay, medium ]
29 dense-moist to very moist 119 | 14
Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, little coarse Sand, trace Clay, ]
25 medium dense-moist to very moist 117 | 12
10 b
Gray Brown Silty Clay to Clayey Silt, little fine Sand, stiff-very
moist
11 | 3.0 21
15 - b
/ Brown fine to medium Sandy Clay, little Silt, stiff-very moist
11 | 25 % 34
. Gray Brown Silty Clay, little fine Sand, very stiff-very moist
15 | 3.0 18
25
Boring Terminated at 25'



SOUTHERN BORING NO.

NG/  CALIFORNIA B-3

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/6/22 WATER DEPTH: Dry
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 17 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: At Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
iy Z e EoE M »
i 38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
g2l |z 2 PGl B |25|ZE =
E ol (X~ o ~lpoE|l=-|h~|® < =
o |S| o |QL| < >5I18Z12s|<=|0w8|9Z =
w|<| 3|09 x . xPIQQ|CZ|J2|<K(XQ Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o
3+ inches Asphaltic Concrete, 4+ inches Aggregate Base
FILL: Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, trace medium Sand, little |
10 Clay, loose-moist 120 | 10 El=33@0to5
feet
FILL: Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium Sand, trace to little ]
16 Clay, medium dense-moist to very moist 116 | 12
5 ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, | |
35 medium dense-damp to moist 116 | 11
41 1114 9
Brown fine to coarse Sand, trace to little Clay, trace Silt, medium
dense-very moist
Red Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, little coarse Sand, little i
66 Clay, dense-very moist 111 | 23
10 b b
Red Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, trace Silt, medium
dense-very moist
32 1105 | 17
15 b b
Gray Brown Silty fine Sand, little medium to coarse Sand, little
Clay, medium dense-moist to very moist
29 1123 ] 11
26
Boring Terminated at 20'

TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-3



&)/ JOUTHERN
7 CALIFORNIA

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

BORING NO.

B-4

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/5/22 WATER DEPTH: 23 feet
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 24 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: 3 Hrs After Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
m z S EoLE S o
i 38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
syl S|g | £ 2 |PEle |2 |25|28] &
E ] 2 |X~ Q CloE|SE|laor |l |SE
o (S| 0o |0k < >5 =Z |25 | g= 08 Oz =
wi<| 2 |0oP . xP|20|22 |02 |8 (X9 Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o
3+ inches Asphaltic Concrete, 5+ inches Aggregate Base
1 /4 EILL: Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, mottled, _
X 7 7777  loose-very moist 16 El=21@0to5
| N feet
:;'; FILL: Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, trace to little coarse Sand,
9 | trace Clay, loose-very moist 14
5 R . :
| ’/ 7l ALLUVIUM: Brown fine Sandy Clay, little medium Sand, little Silt,
X 11 | 4.0 / stiff-moist 13
s} 11,1 Light Brown fine Sandy Silt, trace medium Sand, little Clay,
29 11 medium dense-very moist 24
10 b b
Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, dense-moist
42 12 42
15 b b
Gray Brown fine Sandy Clay, little Silt, very stiff-very moist
19 27 61
20 b b
Gray Brown Silty fine Sand, little medium Sand, trace Clay, o
dense-wet =
30 13 38
25 b b
f/ 7| Gray Brown Clayey fine Sand to fine Sandy Clay, little medium
/ Sand, trace Silt, medium dense to very stiff-wet
28 | 4.0 /? 16 46
111 Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium Sand, medium dense-wet 15 37
TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-4a



| SocalGeo CALIFORNIA

S EOTECHNICAL

SOUTHERN

A California Corporation

BORING NO.
B-4

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/5/22 WATER DEPTH: 23 feet
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 24 feet
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: 3 Hrs After Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
L z o = = ~ = »
g |38 |2 DESCRIPTION G |y I 2
|4 ol |z b 28|, |2 (24|26 [
E ol =2 |X~| @ o~ OElIS-1G-o 0| < =
Bz S (88| & ¥5|05|65|35|28|23 3
85| 2 |22 © (Continued) GL|s0|35|25|x8 (oo o
“I1:] Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium Sand, medium dense-wet
Red Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, dense-wet
37 13 31
35 b b
41 13 33
40 b b
44 17 34
45 b b
Brown fine to coarse Sand, trace Silt, very dense-wet
50 15 6
56
Boring Terminated at 50'



SOUTHERN BORING NO.

NG/  CALIFORNIA B-5

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

TBL 21G291-1.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-1 DRILLING DATE: 1/6/22 WATER DEPTH: Dry

PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: 15 feet

LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: At Completion

FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= E|= 9 > Q SIS
L z o = = ~ = »
g |38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we T 2
|4 ol |z W |2f5|, (B |2Y|2E [
E ol =2 |X~| @ o~ OElIS-1G-o < =
o (S| 0o |0k < > 6 =Z|25|g2=|0 = Oz =
wi<| o |0oP| . xP|2Q|C=2 |32 |<K|XQ Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o

1+ inches Asphaltic Concrete, 4+ inches Aggregate Base
FILL: Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, trace to little Silt,

X 15 slightly mottled, medium dense-moist to very moist 13
FILL: Gray Brown Silty fine Sand, trace Portland cement concrete
18 fragments, medium dense-damp to moist ] 7
5 - .
| ALLUVIUM: Red Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium Sand, trace |
X 35 Clay, dense-moist 11
Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, trace to little coarse Sand,
32 dense-moist | 8
10 b b
Gray Brown Silty Clay, trace to little fine Sand, stiff to very
stiff-very moist
15 | 2.5 i | 32
15 - b b
Gray Brown fine Sandy Silt, trace to little Clay, medium
dense-very moist
21 _ 21

Boring Terminated at 20'

TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-5
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Consolidation/Collapse Test Results
0@ —— o _‘_‘" s s s
E\M Water Added
— at 1600 psf
2 ol
™~
4
6
=~ 8
s
c
I
&n 10
c
o
3 12
©
(2]
c
]
O 14
16
18
20
22
0.1 1 10 100
Load (ksf)

Classification: FILL: Brown Silty fine to medium Sand, trace coarse Sand, little Clay

Boring Number: B-3 Initial Moisture Content (%) 10
Sample Number: Final Moisture Content (%) 15
Depth (ft) 1to2 Initial Dry Density (pcf) 120.3
Specimen Diameter (in) 24 Final Dry Density (pcf) 124.0
Specimen Thickness (in) 1.0 Percent Collapse (%) 0.09

Proposed Warehouse
Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-1
PLATEC-1




Consolidation/Collapse Test Results

0@ ———¢ |

10

12

Consolidation Strain (%)

14

16

18

20

22

‘——‘._ Water Added
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B-3 Initial Moisture Content (%)

Final Moisture Content (%)
3to4 Initial Dry Density (pcf)

2.4 Final Dry Density (pcf)

1.0 Percent Collapse (%)

Classification: FILL: Brown Silty fine Sand, trace medium Sand, trace to little Clay
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Proposed Warehouse
Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-1
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Consolidation/Collapse Test Results
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Boring Number:

Sample Number:

Depth (ft)

Specimen Diameter (in)
Specimen Thickness (in)

Classification:

Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt

B-3
5to6
2.4
1.0

Initial Moisture Content (%)
Final Moisture Content (%)
Initial Dry Density (pcf)
Final Dry Density (pcf)
Percent Collapse (%)

11
18
116.1
119.6
0.04

Proposed Warehouse
Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-1
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Consolidation/Collapse Test Results
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Sample Number:

Depth (ft)

Specimen Diameter (in)
Specimen Thickness (in)

Brown fine to coarse Sand, trace to little Clay, trace Silt

B-3 Initial Moisture Content (%)

Final Moisture Content (%)
7108 Initial Dry Density (pcf)

2.4 Final Dry Density (pcf)

1.0 Percent Collapse (%)

12
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120.4
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Proposed Warehouse
Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-1
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Moisture/Density Relationship
ASTM D-1557
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little coarse Sand, little Clay
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Grading Guide Specifications Page 1

GRADING GUIDE SPECIFICATIONS

These grading guide specifications are intended to provide typical procedures for grading operations.
They are intended to supplement the recommendations contained in the geotechnical investigation
report for this project. Should the recommendations in the geotechnical investigation report conflict
with the grading guide specifications, the more site specific recommendations in the geotechnical
investigation report will govern.

General

e The Earthwork Contractor is responsible for the satisfactory completion of all earthwork in
accordance with the plans and geotechnical reports, and in accordance with city, county,
and applicable building codes.

e The Geotechnical Engineer is the representative of the Owner/Builder for the purpose of
implementing the report recommendations and guidelines. These duties are not intended to
relieve the Earthwork Contractor of any responsibility to perform in a workman-like manner,
nor is the Geotechnical Engineer to direct the grading equipment or personnel employed by
the Contractor.

e The Earthwork Contractor is required to notify the Geotechnical Engineer of the anticipated
work and schedule so that testing and inspections can be provided. If necessary, work may
be stopped and redone if personnel have not been scheduled in advance.

e The Earthwork Contractor is required to have suitable and sufficient equipment on the job-
site to process, moisture condition, mix and compact the amount of fill being placed to the
approved compaction. In addition, suitable support equipment should be available to
conform with recommendations and guidelines in this report.

e Canyon cleanouts, overexcavation areas, processed ground to receive fill, key excavations,
subdrains and benches should be observed by the Geotechnical Engineer prior to placement
of any fill. Itis the Earthwork Contractor's responsibility to notify the Geotechnical Engineer
of areas that are ready for inspection.

e Excavation, filling, and subgrade preparation should be performed in a manner and
sequence that will provide drainage at all times and proper control of erosion. Precipitation,
springs, and seepage water encountered shall be pumped or drained to provide a suitable
working surface. The Geotechnical Engineer must be informed of springs or water seepage
encountered during grading or foundation construction for possible revision to the
recommended construction procedures and/or installation of subdrains.

Site Preparation

e The Earthwork Contractor is responsible for all clearing, grubbing, stripping and site
preparation for the project in accordance with the recommendations of the Geotechnical
Engineer.

o If any materials or areas are encountered by the Earthwork Contractor which are suspected
of having toxic or environmentally sensitive contamination, the Geotechnical Engineer and
Owner/Builder should be notified immediately.
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e Major vegetation should be stripped and disposed of off-site. This includes trees, brush,
heavy grasses and any materials considered unsuitable by the Geotechnical Engineer.

e Underground structures such as basements, cesspools or septic disposal systems, mining
shafts, tunnels, wells and pipelines should be removed under the inspection of the
Geotechnical Engineer and recommendations provided by the Geotechnical Engineer and/or
city, county or state agencies. If such structures are known or found, the Geotechnical
Engineer should be notified as soon as possible so that recommendations can be
formulated.

e Any topsoil, slopewash, colluvium, alluvium and rock materials which are considered
unsuitable by the Geotechnical Engineer should be removed prior to fill placement.

e Remaining voids created during site clearing caused by removal of trees, foundations
basements, irrigation facilities, etc., should be excavated and filled with compacted fill.

e Subsequent to clearing and removals, areas to receive fill should be scarified to a depth of
10 to 12 inches, moisture conditioned and compacted

e The moisture condition of the processed ground should be at or slightly above the optimum
moisture content as determined by the Geotechnical Engineer. Depending upon field
conditions, this may require air drying or watering together with mixing and/or discing.

Compacted Fills

e Soil materials imported to or excavated on the property may be utilized in the fill, provided
each material has been determined to be suitable in the opinion of the Geotechnical
Engineer. Unless otherwise approved by the Geotechnical Engineer, all fill materials shall be
free of deleterious, organic, or frozen matter, shall contain no chemicals that may result in
the material being classified as “contaminated,” and shall be very low to non-expansive with
a maximum expansion index (El) of 50. The top 12 inches of the compacted fill should
have a maximum particle size of 3 inches, and all underlying compacted fill material a
maximum 6-inch particle size, except as noted below.

e All soils should be evaluated and tested by the Geotechnical Engineer. Materials with high
expansion potential, low strength, poor gradation or containing organic materials may
require removal from the site or selective placement and/or mixing to the satisfaction of the
Geotechnical Engineer.

e Rock fragments or rocks less than 6 inches in their largest dimensions, or as otherwise
determined by the Geotechnical Engineer, may be used in compacted fill, provided the
distribution and placement is satisfactory in the opinion of the Geotechnical Engineer.

e Rock fragments or rocks greater than 12 inches should be taken off-site or placed in
accordance with recommendations and in areas designated as suitable by the Geotechnical
Engineer. These materials should be placed in accordance with Plate D-8 of these Grading
Guide Specifications and in accordance with the following recommendations:

e Rocks 12 inches or more in diameter should be placed in rows at least 15 feet apart, 15
feet from the edge of the fill, and 10 feet or more below subgrade. Spaces should be
left between each rock fragment to provide for placement and compaction of soil
around the fragments.

e Fill materials consisting of soil meeting the minimum moisture content requirements and
free of oversize material should be placed between and over the rows of rock or
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concrete. Ample water and compactive effort should be applied to the fill materials as
they are placed in order that all of the voids between each of the fragments are filled
and compacted to the specified density.

e Subsequent rows of rocks should be placed such that they are not directly above a row
placed in the previous lift of fill. A minimum 5-foot offset between rows is
recommended.

e To facilitate future trenching, oversized material should not be placed within the range
of foundation excavations, future utilities or other underground construction unless
specifically approved by the soil engineer and the developer/owner representative.

e Fill materials approved by the Geotechnical Engineer should be placed in areas previously
prepared to receive fill and in evenly placed, near horizontal layers at about 6 to 8 inches in
loose thickness, or as otherwise determined by the Geotechnical Engineer for the project.

e Each layer should be moisture conditioned to optimum moisture content, or slightly above,
as directed by the Geotechnical Engineer. After proper mixing and/or drying, to evenly
distribute the moisture, the layers should be compacted to at least 90 percent of the
maximum dry density in compliance with ASTM D-1557-78 unless otherwise indicated.

e Density and moisture content testing should be performed by the Geotechnical Engineer at
random intervals and locations as determined by the Geotechnical Engineer. These tests
are intended as an aid to the Earthwork Contractor, so he can evaluate his workmanship,
equipment effectiveness and site conditions. The Earthwork Contractor is responsible for
compaction as required by the Geotechnical Report(s) and governmental agencies.

e Fill areas unused for a period of time may require moisture conditioning, processing and
recompaction prior to the start of additional filling. The Earthwork Contractor should notify
the Geotechnical Engineer of his intent so that an evaluation can be made.

e Fill placed on ground sloping at a 5-to-1 inclination (horizontal-to-vertical) or steeper should
be benched into bedrock or other suitable materials, as directed by the Geotechnical
Engineer. Typical details of benching are illustrated on Plates D-2, D-4, and D-5.

e  Cut/fill transition lots should have the cut portion overexcavated to a depth of at least 3 feet
and rebuilt with fill (see Plate D-1), as determined by the Geotechnical Engineer.

e All cut lots should be inspected by the Geotechnical Engineer for fracturing and other
bedrock conditions. If necessary, the pads should be overexcavated to a depth of 3 feet
and rebuilt with a uniform, more cohesive soil type to impede moisture penetration.

e Cut portions of pad areas above buttresses or stabilizations should be overexcavated to a
depth of 3 feet and rebuilt with uniform, more cohesive compacted fill to impede moisture
penetration.

e Non-structural fill adjacent to structural fill should typically be placed in unison to provide
lateral support. Backfill along walls must be placed and compacted with care to ensure that
excessive unbalanced lateral pressures do not develop. The type of fill material placed
adjacent to below grade walls must be properly tested and approved by the Geotechnical
Engineer with consideration of the lateral earth pressure used in the design.
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Foundations

Fill Slopes

Cut Slopes

The foundation influence zone is defined as extending one foot horizontally from the outside
edge of a footing, and proceeding downward at a %2 horizontal to 1 vertical (0.5:1)
inclination.

Where overexcavation beneath a footing subgrade is necessary, it should be conducted so
as to encompass the entire foundation influence zone, as described above.

Compacted fill adjacent to exterior footings should extend at least 12 inches above
foundation bearing grade. Compacted fill within the interior of structures should extend to
the floor subgrade elevation.

The placement and compaction of fill described above applies to all fill slopes. Slope
compaction should be accomplished by overfilling the slope, adequately compacting the fill
in even layers, including the overfilled zone and cutting the slope back to expose the
compacted core

Slope compaction may also be achieved by backrolling the slope adequately every 2 to 4
vertical feet during the filling process as well as requiring the earth moving and compaction
equipment to work close to the top of the slope. Upon completion of slope construction,
the slope face should be compacted with a sheepsfoot connected to a sideboom and then
grid rolled. This method of slope compaction should only be used if approved by the
Geotechnical Engineer.

Sandy soils lacking in adequate cohesion may be unstable for a finished slope condition and
therefore should not be placed within 15 horizontal feet of the slope face.

All fill slopes should be keyed into bedrock or other suitable material. Fill keys should be at
least 15 feet wide and inclined at 2 percent into the slope. For slopes higher than 30 feet,
the fill key width should be equal to one-half the height of the slope (see Plate D-5).

All fill keys should be cleared of loose slough material prior to geotechnical inspection and
should be approved by the Geotechnical Engineer and governmental agencies prior to filling.

The cut portion of fill over cut slopes should be made first and inspected by the
Geotechnical Engineer for possible stabilization requirements. The fill portion should be
adequately keyed through all surficial soils and into bedrock or suitable material. Soils
should be removed from the transition zone between the cut and fill portions (see Plate D-
2).

All cut slopes should be inspected by the Geotechnical Engineer to determine the need for
stabilization. The Earthwork Contractor should notify the Geotechnical Engineer when slope
cutting is in progress at intervals of 10 vertical feet. Failure to notify may result in a delay
in recommendations.

Cut slopes exposing loose, cohesionless sands should be reported to the Geotechnical
Engineer for possible stabilization recommendations.

All stabilization excavations should be cleared of loose slough material prior to geotechnical
inspection. Stakes should be provided by the Civil Engineer to verify the location and
dimensions of the key. A typical stabilization fill detail is shown on Plate D-5.
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Subdrains

Stabilization key excavations should be provided with subdrains. Typical subdrain details
are shown on Plates D-6.

Subdrains may be required in canyons and swales where fill placement is proposed. Typical
subdrain details for canyons are shown on Plate D-3. Subdrains should be installed after
approval of removals and before filling, as determined by the Soils Engineer.

Plastic pipe may be used for subdrains provided it is Schedule 40 or SDR 35 or equivalent.
Pipe should be protected against breakage, typically by placement in a square-cut
(backhoe) trench or as recommended by the manufacturer.

Filter material for subdrains should conform to CALTRANS Specification 68-1.025 or as
approved by the Geotechnical Engineer for the specific site conditions. Clean %-inch
crushed rock may be used provided it is wrapped in an acceptable filter cloth and approved
by the Geotechnical Engineer. Pipe diameters should be 6 inches for runs up to 500 feet
and 8 inches for the downstream continuations of longer runs. Four-inch diameter pipe
may be used in buttress and stabilization fills.
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COMPETENT MATERIAL
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FINISHED SLOPE FACE
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DESIGN FINISH SLOPE

OUTLETS TO BE SPACED

AT 100" MAXIMUM INTERVALS.
EXTEND 12 INCHES

BEYOND FACE OF SLOPE

AT TIME OF ROUGH GRADING
CONSTRUCTION.

BUTTRESS OR

SIDEHILL FILL \

BLANKET FILL IF RECOMMENDED
BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER

U MING T e
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4-INCH DIAMETER NON-PERFORATED
OUTLET PIPE TO BE LOCATED IN FIELD
BY THE SOIL ENGINEER.

2'CLEAR —

"FILTER MATERIAL" TO MEET FOLLOWING SPECIFICATION
OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT: (CONFORMS TO EMA STD. PLAN 323)

SIEVE SIZE PERCENTAGE PASSING

1" 100

3/4" 90-100

3/8" 40-100
NO. 4 25-40
NO. 8 18-33
NO. 30 5-15
NO. 50 0-7
NO. 200 0-3

OUTLET PIPE TO BE CON-
NECTED TO SUBDRAIN PIPE
WITH TEE OR ELBOW

"GRAVEL" TO MEET FOLLOWING SPECIFICATION OR
APPROVED EQUIVALENT:

MAXIMUM
SIEVE SIZE PERCENTAGE PASSING
112" 100
NO. 4 50
NO. 200 8
SAND EQUIVALENT = MINIMUM OF 50

[FILTER MATERIAL - MINIMUM OF FIVE
CUBIC FEET PER FOOT OF PIPE. SEE
ABOVE FOR FILTER MATERIAL SPECIFICATION.

ALTERNATIVE: IN LIEU OF FILTER MATERIAL
FIVE CUBIC FEET OF GRAVEL

PER FOOT OF PIPE MAY BE ENCASED

IN FILTER FABRIC. SEE ABOVE FOR
GRAVEL SPECIFICATION.

FILTER FABRIC SHALL BE MIRAFI 140
OR EQUIVALENT. FILTER FABRIC SHALL
BE LAPPED A MINIMUM OF 12 INCHES

L_ON ALL JOINTS.

\ MINIMUM 4-INCH DIAMETER PVC SCH 40 OR ABS CLASS SDR 35 WITH

A CRUSHING STRENGTH OF AT LEAST 1,000 POUNDS, WITH A MINIMUM
OF 8 UNIFORMLY SPACED PERFORATIONS PER FOOT OF PIPE INSTALLED
WITH PERFORATIONS ON BOTTOM OF PIPE. PROVIDE CAP AT UPSTREAM
END OF PIPE. SLOPE AT 2 PERCENT TO OUTLET PIPE.

DETAIL "A"

NOTES:
1. TRENCH FOR OUTLET PIPES TO BE BACKFILLED
WITH ON-SITE SOIL.

SLOPE FILL SUBDRAINS

GRADING GUIDE SPECIFICATIONS

NOT TO SCALE

DRAWN: JAS
CHKD: GKM
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MINIMUM ONE FOOT THICK LAYER OF MINIMUM ONE FOOT WIDE LAYER OF
LOW PERMEABLILITY SOIL IF NOT FREE DRAINING MATERIAL

COVERED WITH AN IMPERMEABLE SURFACE (LESS THAN 5% PASSING THE #200 SIEVE)

OR

PROPERLY INSTALLED PREFABRICATED DRAINAGE COMPOSITE
/ (MiraDRAIN 6000 OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT).

[FILTER MATERIAL - MINIMUM OF TWO
CUBIC FEET PER FOOT OF PIPE. SEE
BELOW FOR FILTER MATERIAL SPECIFICATION.

ALTERNATIVE: IN LIEU OF FILTER MATERIAL
TWO CUBIC FEET OF GRAVEL

PER FOOT OF PIPE MAY BE ENCASED

IN FILTER FABRIC. SEE BELOW FOR
GRAVEL SPECIFICATION.

FILTER FABRIC SHALL BE MIRAFI 140
OR EQUIVALENT. FILTER FABRIC SHALL
BE LAPPED A MINIMUM OF 6 INCHES
L_ON ALL JOINTS.

MINIMUM 4-INCH DIAMETER PVC SCH 40 OR ABS CLASS SDR 35 WITH

A CRUSHING STRENGTH OF AT LEAST 1,000 POUNDS, WITH A MINIMUM
OF 8 UNIFORMLY SPACED PERFORATIONS PER FOOT OF PIPE INSTALLED
WITH PERFORATIONS ON BOTTOM OF PIPE. PROVIDE CAP AT UPSTREAM
END OF PIPE. SLOPE AT 2 PERCENT TO OUTLET PIPE.

=N

"FILTER MATERIAL" TO MEET FOLLOWING SPECIFICATION "GRAVEL" TO MEET FOLLOWING SPECIFICATION OR
OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT: (CONFORMS TO EMA STD. PLAN 323) APPROVED EQUIVALENT:

MAXIMUM
SIEVE SIZE PERCENTAGE PASSING SIEVE SIZE PERCENTAGE PASSING

1" 100 112" 100
3/4" 90-100 NO. 4 50
3/8" 40-100 NO. 200 8

NO. 4 25-40 SAND EQUIVALENT = MINIMUM OF 50
NO. 8 18-33

NO. 30 5-15
NO. 50 0-7
NO. 200 0-3

RETAINING WALL BACKDRAINS
GRADING GUIDE SPECIFICATIONS

NOT TO SCALE
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CALIFORNIA

14050 Day St, Moreno Valley, CA 92553, USA
Latitude, Longitude: 33.9142412, -117.2780826

<

BAS Recyclihg @
Robertson's Ready Mix@ g

Google

Date

Design Code Reference Document
Risk Category

Site Class

Type Value
Sg 1.5
Sy 0.6
1.5
null -See Section 11.4.8
1
null -See Section 11.4.8

Value
null -See Section 11.4.8

1
null -See Section 11.4.8
0.566
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SOURCE: SEAOC/OSHPD Seismic Design Maps Tool

%)

Map data ©2022
1/18/2022, 2:11:44 PM
ASCE7-16
1l
D - Stiff Soil
Description
MCER ground motion. (for 0.2 second period)
MCER ground motion. (for 1.0s period)
Site-modified spectral acceleration value
Site-modified spectral acceleration value
Numeric seismic design value at 0.2 second SA
Numeric seismic design value at 1.0 second SA
Description
Seismic design category
Site amplification factor at 0.2 second
Site amplification factor at 1.0 second
MCEg peak ground acceleration
Site amplification factor at PGA
Site modified peak ground acceleration
Long-period transition period in seconds
Probabilistic risk-targeted ground motion. (0.2 second)
Factored uniform-hazard (2% probability of exceedance in 50 years) spectral acceleration
Factored deterministic acceleration value. (0.2 second)
Probabilistic risk-targeted ground motion. (1.0 second)
Factored uniform-hazard (2% probability of exceedance in 50 years) spectral acceleration.
Factored deterministic acceleration value. (1.0 second)
Factored deterministic acceleration value. (Peak Ground Acceleration)
Mapped value of the risk coefficient at short periods

Mapped value of the risk coefficient at a period of 1 s

SEISMIC DESIGN PARAMETERS - 2019 CBC

PROPOSED WAREHOUSE

MORENO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

<https://seismicmaps.org/> DRAWN: JLL SOUTHERN

CHKD: RGT 4 CALIFORNIA
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LIQUEFACTION EVALUATION

Project Name |Proposed Warehouse Design PGA 0.622|(g)
Project Location |Moreno Valley, CA Design Magnitude 6.94
Project Number [21G291-1 Historic High Depth to Groundwater 14| (ft)
Engineer JLL Depth to Groundwater at Time of Drilling 21.5|(ft)
Borehole Diameter 6](in)
Boring No. B-1
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1) () OHEONEO) () (8) 9 (30| dy | 12 | (13)
145| 0 14 7 120 13 | 1.05] 11 | 170 [ 0.85| 0.0 0.0 840 | 840 840 0.98 | 1.02|1.05] 0.06 | 0.06 | NA | NJA| Above Water Table
145| 14 | 17 |155[ 21 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 1.05 [ 085|331 331 |[1860| 1766 1860 0.95 | 1.24 | 1.04] 077 | 1.00 | 040 | 246 Nonliquefiable
195| 17 | 22 | 195 27 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 097 [ 095|443 | 443 | 2340 | 1997 2340 0.93 | 1.24 | 1.01] 2.00 | 200 | 044 |454 Nonliquefiable
245| 22 | 27 |245| 30 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 093 [ 095]| 47.3| 47.3 | 2940 | 2285 2753 0.90 | 1.24 | 0.98] 2.00 | 2.00 | 047 |4.25 Nonliquefiable
295 27 | 32 |295| 36 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 093 [ 095]|563| 56.3 | 3540 | 2573 3041 0.88 | 1.24 | 0.94] 2.00 | 2.00 | 049 |4.10 Nonliquefiable
345| 32 | 37 |345| 54 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 098 | 1 |942]| 942 | 4140| 2861 3329 0.85 | 1.24 | 0.91] 2.00 | 200 | 050 |4.02 Nonliquefiable
39.5| 37 | 395 |383| 47 | 120 13 | 105] 13 | 095 | 1 |79.2]| 79.2 | 4590 | 3077 3545 0.83 | 1.24 | 0.89] 2.00 | 2.00 | 050 | 4.00 Nonliquefiable
39.5[395| 42 | 408| 47 | 120 13 | 105] 1.3 | 094 | 1 |788]| 788 | 4890 | 3221 3689 0.81 | 1.24 | 0.87] 2.00 | 200 | 050 | 4.00 Nonliquefiable
445| 42 | 44 | 43 | 35 | 120 13 | 105] 1.3 | 088 | 1 |547| 547 |[5160| 3350 3818 0.80 | 1.24 | 0.86] 2.00 | 200 | 050 |4.01 Nonliquefiable
445| 44 | 47 |455]| 35 | 120 13 | 105] 1.3 | 087 | 1 |541| 541 |[5460| 3494 3962 0.79 | 1.24 | 0.85] 2.00 | 2.00 | 050 |4.02 Nonliquefiable
495| 47 | 50 [485]| 49 | 120 13 | 1.05| 1.3 | 094 | 1 |819| 819 |[5820| 3667 4135 0.77 | 1.24 | 0.84| 2.00 | 200 | 049 |4.05 Nonliquefiable

1) Energy Correction for Ngy of automatic hammer to standard Ngg

(2)  Borehole Diameter Correction (Skempton, 1986)

?3) Correction for split-spoon sampler with room for liners, but liners are absent, (Seed et al., 1984, 2001)

(4)  Overburden Correction, Caluclated by Eq. 39 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(5) Rod Length Correction for Samples <10 m in depth

(6) N-value corrected for energy, borehole diameter, sampler with absent liners, rod length, and overburden

()] N-value corrected for fines content per Egs. 75 and 76 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(8) Stress Reduction Coefficient calculated by Eq. 22 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(9) Magnitude Scaling Factor calculated by Eqgns. A.8 & A.10 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2014)
(10) Overburden Correction Factor calcuated by Eq. 54 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(11) Calcuated by Eq. 70 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(12) Calcuated by Eq. 72 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(13) Calcuated by Eq. 25 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)




LIQUEFACTION INDUCED SETTLEMENTS

Project Name
Project Location

Proposed Warehouse

Moreno Valley, CA

Project Number |21G291-1
Engineer JLL
Boring No. B-1
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1) (2) (3 4 (OB O] (8)
145 0 14 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0.50 | 0.95 | 0.00 | 14.00 0.000 0.00 |Above Water Table
145] 14 17 155 | 33.1 0.0 33.1 2.46 0.0 -0.30 | 0.00 | 3.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
19.5| 17 22 [ 195] 443 | 0.0 44.3 454 | 0.00 [ -1.13 ] 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
245 22 27 245 | 47.3 0.0 47.3 4.25 0.00 | -1.37 | 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
29.5| 27 32 | 295| 56.3 [ 0.0 56.3 4.10 | 0.00 | -2.11] 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
345 32 37 345 | 94.2 0.0 94.2 4.02 0.00 | -5.51 | 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
39.5| 37 | 39.5|38.3| 79.2 | 0.0 79.2 4.00 | 0.00 [ -4.12 ] 0.00 | 2.50 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
39.5| 39.5 42 40.8 | 78.8 0.0 78.8 4.00 0.00 | -4.09 | 0.00 | 2.50 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
44.5| 42 44 43 | 54.7 | 0.0 54.7 4.01 | 0.00 [ -1.97 | 0.00 | 2.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
445 | 44 47 455 | 54.1 0.0 54.1 4.02 0.00 | -1.93 | 0.00 | 3.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
49.5| 47 50 | 485 81.9 [ 0.0 81.9 4.05 | 0.00 | -4.37 | 0.00 | 3.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
Total Deformation (in) 0.00

Notes:

(1)  (Ny)eg calculated previously for the individual layer
(2)  Correction for fines content per Equation 76 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(3) Corrected (N;)go for fines content
(4) Factor of Safety against Liquefaction, calculated previously for the individual layer
(5) Calcuated by Eq. 86 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(6) Calcuated by Eg. 89 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(7)  Calcuated by Egs. 90, 91, and 92 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(8)  Volumetric Strain Induced in a Liquefiable Layer, Calcuated by Eq. 96 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(Strain N/A if Factor of Safety against Liquefaction > 1.3)




LIQUEFACTION EVALUATION

Project Name |Proposed Warehouse Design PGA 0.622|(g)
Project Location |Moreno Valley, CA Design Magnitude 6.94
Project Number [21G291-1 Historic High Depth to Groundwater 14| (ft)
Engineer JLL Depth to Groundwater at Time of Drilling 23|(ft)
Borehole Diameter 6](in)
Boring No. B-4
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145| 0 14 7 120 13 | 1.05] 11 | 170 [ 0.85| 0.0 0.0 840 | 840 840 0.98 | 1.02|1.05] 0.06 | 0.06 | NA | NJA| Above Water Table
145| 14 | 17 | 155 42 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 1.02 [ 085|647 647 | 1860 | 1766 1860 0.95 | 1.24 | 1.05] 2.00 | 200 | 040 |4.95 Nonliquefiable
195| 17 | 22 | 195 19 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 096 [ 095|309 | 309 [ 2340 1997 2340 093 | 1.21|1.01] 055 | 067 | 044 |152 Nonliquefiable
245| 22 | 27 |245| 30 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 093 [ 095]| 46.8| 46.8 | 2940 | 2285 2846 0.90 | 1.24 | 0.98] 2.00 | 2.00 | 047 |4.25 Nonliquefiable
29.5| 27 | 295|283 | 28 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 090 [ 095]| 425| 425 | 3390 | 2501 3062 0.88 | 1.24 | 0.95] 2.00 | 2.00 | 048 |4.13 Nonliquefiable
295 295| 32 |308| 28 | 120 13 | 1.05] 1.3 | 0.89 [ 095|419 419 | 3690 | 2645 3206 0.87 | 1.24 | 0.93] 2.00 | 2.00 | 049 |4.07 Nonliquefiable
345| 32 | 37 |345| 37 | 120 13 | 105] 1.3 | 091 | 1 |599]| 59.9 [4140| 2861 3422 0.85 | 1.24 | 0.91] 2.00 | 200 | 050 |4.02 Nonliquefiable
39.5| 37 | 42 |395| 41 | 120 13 | 105] 1.3 | 092 | 1 |666]| 66.6 | 4740 3149 3710 0.82 | 1.24 | 0.88] 2.00 | 2.00 | 050 | 4.00 Nonliquefiable
445| 42 | 47 |445]| 44 | 120 13 | 105] 13 | 092 | 1 |717]| 717 |[5340| 3437 3998 0.79 | 1.24 | 0.85] 2.00 | 2.00 | 050 |4.02 Nonliquefiable
495| 47 | s0 [485]| 50 | 120 13 | 1.05| 13 | 095 | 1 |839]| 839 |[5820| 3667 4229 0.77 | 1.24 | 0.84| 2.00 | 200 | 049 |4.05 Nonliquefiable

1) Energy Correction for Ngy of automatic hammer to standard Ngg

(2)  Borehole Diameter Correction (Skempton, 1986)

?3) Correction for split-spoon sampler with room for liners, but liners are absent, (Seed et al., 1984, 2001)

(4)  Overburden Correction, Caluclated by Eq. 39 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(5) Rod Length Correction for Samples <10 m in depth

(6) N-value corrected for energy, borehole diameter, sampler with absent liners, rod length, and overburden

()] N-value corrected for fines content per Egs. 75 and 76 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(8) Stress Reduction Coefficient calculated by Eq. 22 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(9) Magnitude Scaling Factor calculated by Eqns. A.8 & A.10 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2014)
(10) Overburden Correction Factor calcuated by Eq. 54 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(11) Calcuated by Eq. 70 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(12) Calcuated by Eq. 72 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(13) Calcuated by Eq. 25 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)




LIQUEFACTION INDUCED SETTLEMENTS

Project Name |Proposed Warehouse
Project Location [Moreno Valley, CA
Project Number |21G291-1
Engineer JLL
Boring No. B-4
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(1) (2) (3 4 (5) (6) (7) (8)
145 O 14 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0.50 | 0.95 | 0.00 | 14.00 0.000 0.00 |Above Water Table
145( 14 | 17 | 155 647 | 00 | 647 | 4.95 | 0.00 | -2.83| 0.00 | 3.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
19.5| 17 22 19.5 | 30.9 0.0 30.9 1.52 0.00 | -0.15| 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
245| 22 27 | 245( 468 | 0.0 | 468 | 4.25 | 0.00 | -1.34| 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
29.5| 27 29.5 | 28.3 | 425 0.0 42.5 4.13 0.00 | -1.00 | 0.00 | 2.50 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
295|295 32 |30.8]| 419 | 0.0 | 41.9 [ 4.07 | 0.01]-0.95| 0.00 | 2.50 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
345| 32 37 | 345]| 59.9 0.0 59.9 4.02 0.00 | -2.42 | 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
39.5| 37 | 42 | 395]| 666 | 0.0 | 66.6 [ 4.00 | 0.00 | -3.00| 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
445 42 47 | 445 71.7 0.0 71.7 4.02 0.00 | -3.45| 0.00 | 5.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliguefiable
495| 47 | 50 [485| 839 | 0.0 | 839 | 405 | 0.00 |-456| 0.00 | 3.00 0.000 0.00 Nonliquefiable
Total Deformation (in) 0.00

Notes:
(1)  (Ny)go calculated previously for the individual layer

(2)  Correction for fines content per Equation 76 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(3) Corrected (Ny)g for fines content

(4) Factor of Safety against Liquefaction, calculated previously for the individual layer

(5) Calcuated by Eg. 86 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)
(6) Calcuated by Eq. 89 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(7) Calcuated by Egs. 90, 91, and 92 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(8)  Volumetric Strain Induced in a Liquefiable Layer, Calcuated by Eqg. 96 (Boulanger and Idriss, 2008)

(Strain N/A if Factor of Safety against Liquefaction > 1.3)




SOUTHERN
February 14, 2021 CALIFORNIA
First Industrial Realty Trust, Inc. v GEOTKECHNIJCAL

898 N. Pacific Coast Highway. STE 175
El Segundo, CA 90245

Attention: Mr. Michael Goodwin
Project No.: 21G291-2

Subject: Results of Infiltration Testing
Proposed Warehouse
14050 Day Street
Moreno Valley, California

Reference: Geotechnical Investigation, Proposed Warehouse, 14050 Day Street, Moreno
Valley, California, prepared by Southern California Geotechnical, Inc. (SCG),
prepared for First Industrial Realty, SCG Project No. 21G291-1, dated February 14,
2022.

Mr. Goodwin:

In accordance with your request, we have conducted infiltration testing at the subject site. We
are pleased to present this report summarizing the results of the infiltration testing and our design
recommendations.

Scope of Services

The scope of services performed for this project was in general accordance with our Proposal No.
21P518, dated December 23, 2021. The scope of services included site reconnaissance,
subsurface exploration, field testing, and engineering analysis to determine the infiltration rates
of the onsite soils. The infiltration testing was performed in general accordance with the guidelines
published in Riverside County — Low Impact Development BMP Design Handbook — Section 2.3
of Appendix A, prepared for the Riverside County Department of Environmental Health (RCDEH),
dated December, 2013.

Site and Project Description

The subject site is located on the east side of Day Street, 690+ feet south of the intersection of
Day Street and Alessandro Boulevard in Moreno Valley, California. The site is also referenced by
the street address 14050 Day Street. The site is bounded to the west by Day Street, and to the
south, east and north by industrial/commercial buildings. The general location of the site is
illustrated on the Site Location Map, included as Plate 1 in Appendix A of this report.

The subject site consists of a near rectangular-shaped parcel, 8.01+ acres in size. The site is
currently developed with an industrial building, 65,000+ ft2 in size, located in the west-central
area of the site. The building is a single-story structure of metal frame construction, and assumed
to be supported on conventional shallow foundations with a concrete slab-on-grade floor. Silos
and above ground storage tanks (AST's) are located immediately north of the building. Some
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large trees are present in the landscaped area immediately southeast from the building. The
building is generally surrounded by asphaltic concrete (AC) pavements in the parking and drive
lanes, and Portland cement concrete (PCC) pavements in the product storage areas in the
northern and southern areas of the site. The existing pavements are in poor to fair condition,
with moderate to severe cracking throughout. Earthen swales are present in area along the
western and southern property lines.

Detailed topographic information was not available at the time of this report. Based on elevations
obtained from Google Earth and visual observations made at the time of the subsurface
investigation, the overall site generally slopes downward to the south at a gradient of less than 1
percent.

Proposed Development

A preliminary site plan, identified as Scheme 01 and prepared by RGA, for the proposed
development was provided to our office by the client. Based on this plan, the subject site will be
developed with a 163,242+ ft2 warehouse, located in the western portion of the site. Dock-high
doors will be constructed along a portion of the east building wall. The proposed building is
expected to be surrounded by AC pavements in the parking and drive areas, PCC pavements in
the loading dock area, and concrete flatwork and landscaped planters throughout the site.

The proposed development will include on-site stormwater infiltration. The infiltration system will
consist of a below-grade chamber system located in the eastern area of the site. The bottom of
the infiltration system will extend to a depth of 10+ feet below the existing site grades.

Concurrent Study

SCG concurrently conducted a geotechnical investigation at the subject site, also referenced
above. As part of this study, five (5) borings advanced to depths of 20 to 50% feet below the
existing site grades. Boring No. B-1 was drilled within the existing PCC pavements. The pavement
section at this location consists of 7+ inches of unreinforced PCC with no discernible layer of
underlying aggregate base. Boring Nos. B-2, B-3, B-4 and B-5 were drilled within the existing AC
pavements. The pavement sections at these locations consist of 1 to 3% inches of AC, underlain
by 4 to 5% inches of aggregate base. Artificial fill soils were encountered beneath the existing
pavements at all of the boring locations, extending to depths of 42 to 52+ feet below the
existing site grades. The fill soils generally consist of loose to dense silty sands and clayey sands.
Native alluvial soils were encountered beneath the fill soils at all of the boring locations, extending
to at least the maximum depth explored of 50+ feet below the existing site grades. The alluvial
soils generally consist of stiff to very stiff sandy clays, silty clays and clayey silts, and medium
dense to dense clayey sands and silty sands, with occasional medium dense to very dense well
graded sands and medium dense sandy silts.

Groundwater

Free water was encountered during drilling at Boring Nos. B-1 and B-4 at depths of 32 and 27+
feet below the ground surface, respectively. Delayed groundwater level readings, approximately
3 hours after the completion of drilling, were taken within the inside of the augers at these boring
locations. These readings indicated that the groundwater was at depths of 212 and 23+ feet,
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respectively. Therefore, the static groundwater table is considered to have been present at depths
of 212 and 23+ feet below the existing site grades at the time of subsurface exploration.

As part of our research, we reviewed available groundwater data in order to determine the historic
high groundwater level for the site. The primary reference used to determine the historic
groundwater depths in this area is the Western Municipal Water District and the San Bernardino
Valley Water Conservation District Cooperative Well Measuring Program. High water level from
the nearest well is included below:

Approximate Distance Measuring Point High Water Level MSL
State Well ID from Subject Site Elevation MSL (feet) (feet)
035/04W-10Q < 2640 feet 1532.67 1518.29

Based on the well information provided in the above table, the high groundwater level is 14+ feet
below the ground surface. Therefore, a groundwater depth of 14+ feet is considered to be
conservative with respect to the more recent site conditions.

Subsurface Exploration

Scope of Exploration

The subsurface exploration conducted for the infiltration testing consisted of two (2) infiltration
test borings, advanced to a depth of 10+ feet below the existing site grades. The infiltration
borings were advanced using a truck-mounted drilling rig, equipped with 8-inch-diameter hollow
stem augers and were logged during drilling by a member of our staff. The approximate locations
of the infiltration test borings (identified as I-1 through I-2) are indicated on the Infiltration Test
Location Plan, enclosed as Plate 2 of this report.

Upon the completion of the infiltration borings, the bottom of each test boring was covered with
2+ inches of clean 34-inch gravel. A sufficient length of 3-inch-diameter perforated PVC casing
was then placed into each test hole so that the PVC casing extended from the bottom of the test
hole to the ground surface. Clean 34-inch gravel was then installed in the annulus surrounding
the PVC casing.

Geotechnical Conditions

Asphaltic concrete (AC) pavements were encountered at the ground surface of both infiltration
test locations, measuring 3 to 4% inches of AC with 4+ inches of Aggregate Base. Artificial fill
soils were encountered beneath the AC pavements at both infiltration test locations, extending to
a depth of 7+ feet below existing site grades. The artificial fill soils consisted of medium dense
silty fine sands with trace quantities of medium sands and clays. Very dense clayey fine sands
with trace quantities of medium sands and little silt were also encountered in the fill soils. Fabric
debris were encountered within the artificial fill soils at Infiltration Test No. I-1. The fill soils also
appeared mottled and disturbed, resulting in their classification of artificial fill. Native alluvium
was encountered beneath the artificial fill soils at both infiltration test locations, extending to at
least the maximum explored depth of 10+ feet below existing site grades. The alluvium consisted

Proposed Warehouse — Moreno Valley, CA
SOUTHERN :
CALIFORNIA Project No. 21G291-2

GEOTECHNICAL Page 3




of medium dense clayey fine to medium sands and dense clayey fine sands. The Boring Logs,
which illustrate the conditions encountered at the boring locations, are included with this report.

Infiltration Testing

As previously mentioned, the infiltration testing was performed in general accordance with the
Riverside County guidelines: Riverside County — Low Impact Development BMP Design Handbook
— Section 2.3 of Appendix A.

Pre-soaking

In accordance with the county infiltration standards, both of the infiltration test borings were pre-
soaked prior to the infiltration testing. The pre-soaking process consisted of filling the test borings
by inverting a full 5-gallon bottle of clear water supported over each hole so that the water level
reaches a level of at least 5 times the hole’s radius above the gravel at the bottom of each hole.
The pre-soaking was completed after all of the water had percolated through each test hole or
after 15 hours since initiating the pre-soak. Based on the results of the pre-soaking process, 30-
minute readings were utilized during both of the infiltration tests.

Infiltration Testing

Following the pre-soaking process of the infiltration test borings, SCG performed the infiltration
testing. Each test hole was filled with water to a depth of at least 5 times the hole’s radius above
the gravel at the bottom of each test hole. In accordance with the Riverside County guidelines,
in areas where “non-sandy soils” were encountered at the bottom of the infiltration test borings
(where 6 inches of water did not infiltrate into the surrounding soils in less than 25 minutes for
two (2) consecutive readings), readings were taken at 30-minute intervals for a total of 6 hours
at the test locations. The water level readings are presented on the spreadsheets enclosed with
this report. The infiltration rates for each of the timed intervals are also tabulated on the
spreadsheets.

The infiltration rates from the test are tabulated in inches per hour. In accordance with the
typically accepted practice, it is recommended that the most conservative reading from the latter
part of the infiltration tests be used as the design infiltration rate. The rates are summarized
below:

Infiltration
Soil Description Rate

(inches/hour)

Infiltration Depth
Test No. (feet)

Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt,

I 10 little coarse Sand 0.1
-2 10 Gray Brown Clayey f_‘lne Sand, little Silt, trace 0.0
medium Sand
Proposed Warehouse — Moreno Valley, CA
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Laboratory Testing

Moisture Content

The moisture contents for the recovered soil samples within the borings were determined in
accordance with ASTM D-2216 and are expressed as a percentage of the dry weight. These test
results are presented on the Boring Logs.

Grain Size Analysis

The grain size distribution of selected soils collected from the bottom of each infiltration test
boring have been determined using a range of wire mesh screens. These tests were performed
in general accordance with ASTM D-422 and/or ASTM D-1140. The weight of the portion of the
sample retained on each screen is recorded and the percentage finer or coarser of the total weight
is calculated. The results of these tests are presented on Plates C-1 through C-2 of this report.

Design Recommendations

Two (2) infiltration tests were performed at the subject site. As noted above, the calculated
infiltration rates at the infiltration test locations range from 0.0 to 0.1 inches per hour. Based on
the results of infiltration testing, infiltration is not recommended at this site due to
the poor draining qualities of the on-site native soils.

General Comments

This report has been prepared as an instrument of service for use by the client in order to aid in
the evaluation of this property and to assist the architects and engineers in the design and
preparation of the project plans and specifications. This report may be provided to the
contractor(s) and other design consultants to disclose information relative to the project.
However, this report is not intended to be utilized as a specification in and of itself, without
appropriate interpretation by the project architect, structural engineer, and/or civil engineer. The
design of the infiltration system is the responsibility of the civil engineer. The role of the
geotechnical engineer is limited to determination of infiltration rate only. By using the design
infiltration rates contained herein, the civil engineer agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold
harmless the geotechnical engineer for all aspects of the design and performance of the infiltration
system. The reproduction and distribution of this report must be authorized by the client and
Southern California Geotechnical, Inc. Furthermore, any reliance on this report by an unauthorized
third party is at such party’s sole risk, and we accept no responsibility for damage or loss which
may occur. The analysis of this site was based on a subsurface profile interpolated from limited
discrete soil samples. While the materials encountered in the project area are considered to be
representative of the total area, some variations should be expected between trench locations
and testing depths. If the conditions encountered during construction vary significantly from those
detailed herein, we should be contacted immediately to determine if the conditions alter the
recommendations contained herein.

This report has been based on assumed or provided characteristics of the proposed development.
It is recommended that the owner, client, architect, structural engineer, and civil engineer
carefully review these assumptions to ensure that they are consistent with the characteristics of

Proposed Warehouse — Moreno Valley, CA
SOUTHERN :
CALIFORNIA Project No. 21G291-2

GEOTECHNICAL Page 5




the proposed development. If discrepancies exist, they should be brought to our attention to
verify that they do not affect the conclusions and recommendations contained herein. We also
recommend that the project plans and specifications be submitted to our office for review to
verify that our recommendations have been correctly interpreted. The analysis, conclusions, and
recommendations contained within this report have been promulgated in accordance with
generally accepted professional geotechnical engineering practice. No other warranty is implied
or expressed.

Closure
We sincerely appreciate the opportunity to be of service on this project. We look forward to
providing additional consulting services during the course of the project. If we may be of further

assistance in any manner, please contact our office.

Respectfully Submitted,

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GEOTECHNICAL, INC.

Ryan Bremer
Staff Geologist

(Conft

Robert G. Trazo, GE 2655
Principal Engineer

Distribution: (1) Addressee

Enclosures:  Plate 1 - Site Location Map
Plate 2 - Infiltration Test Location Plan
Boring Log Legend and Logs (4 pages)
Infiltration Test Results Spreadsheets (2 pages)
Grain Size Distribution Graphs (2 pages)
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BORING LOG LEGEND

SAMPLE TYPE e SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

GRAPHICAL

AUGER

SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM AUGER CUTTINGS, NO FIELD
MEASUREMENT OF SOIL STRENGTH. (DISTURBED)

CORE

ROCK CORE SAMPLE: TYPICALLY TAKEN WITH A
DIAMOND-TIPPED CORE BARREL. TYPICALLY USED
ONLY IN HIGHLY CONSOLIDATED BEDROCK.

GRAB

SOIL SAMPLE TAKEN WITH NO SPECIALIZED
EQUIPMENT, SUCH AS FROM A STOCKPILE OR THE
GROUND SURFACE. (DISTURBED)

CS

CALIFORNIA SAMPLER: 2-1/2 INCH 1.D. SPLIT BARREL
SAMPLER, LINED WITH 1-INCH HIGH BRASS RINGS.
DRIVEN WITH SPT HAMMER. (RELATIVELY
UNDISTURBED)

NSR

NO RECOVERY: THE SAMPLING ATTEMPT DID NOT

SPT

RESULT IN RECOVERY OF ANY SIGNIFICANT SOIL OR
STANDARD PENETRATION TEST: SAMPLER IS A 1.4
INCH INSIDE DIAMETER SPLIT BARREL, DRIVEN 18

ROCK MATERIAL.
INCHES WITH THE SPT HAMMER. (DISTURBED)

SH

VANE

SHELBY TUBE: TAKEN WITH A THIN WALL SAMPLE
TUBE, PUSHED INTO THE SOIL AND THEN EXTRACTED.
(UNDISTURBED)

VANE SHEAR TEST: SOIL STRENGTH OBTAINED USING
A 4 BLADED SHEAR DEVICE. TYPICALLY USED IN SOFT
CLAYS-NO SAMPLE RECOVERED.

COLUMN DESCRIPTIONS

DEPTH:
SAMPLE:
BLOW COUNT:

POCKET PEN.:

GRAPHIC LOG:

DRY DENSITY:
MOISTURE CONTENT:
LIQUID LIMIT:
PLASTIC LIMIT:
PASSING #200 SIEVE:
UNCONFINED SHEAR:

Distance in feet below the ground surface.
Sample Type as depicted above.

Number of blows required to advance the sampler 12 inches using a 140 Ib
hammer with a 30-inch drop. 50/3” indicates penetration refusal (=50 blows)
at 3 inches. WH indicates that the weight of the hammer was sufficient to
push the sampler 6 inches or more.

Approximate shear strength of a cohesive soil sample as measured by pocket
penetrometer.

Graphic Soil Symbol as depicted on the following page.

Dry density of an undisturbed or relatively undisturbed sample in Ibs/ft®.
Moisture content of a soil sample, expressed as a percentage of the dry weight.
The moisture content above which a soil behaves as a liquid.

The moisture content above which a soil behaves as a plastic.

The percentage of the sample finer than the #200 standard sieve.

The shear strength of a cohesive soil sample, as measured in the unconfined state.




SOIL CLASSIFICATION CHART

MAJOR DIVISIONS

SYMBOLS

GRAPH | LETTER

TYPICAL
DESCRIPTIONS

WELL-GRADED GRAVELS, GRAVEL -

CLEAN <
SAND MIXTURES, LITTLE OR NO
GRAVEL GRAVELS o o FINES
AND e-20
RAVELLY e o~ U
G SOILS o(\° 20 (\° POORLY-GRADED GRAVELS,
(LITTLE OR NO FINES) P, DQO 0< GP GRAVEL - SAND MIXTURES, LITTLE
°?\O°ng OR NO FINES
COARSE TPt
GRAINED GRAVELS WITH )"0 ) 8 4 GM SILTY GRAVELS, GRAVEL - SAND -
SOILS MORE THAN 50% FINES OOD O)D SILT MIXTURES
OF COARSE b O (Do
FRACTION e oade
RETAINED ON NO.
4 SIEVE (APPRECIABLE CLAYEY GRAVELS, GRAVEL - SAND -
GC
AMOUNT OF FINES) CLAY MIXTURES
WELL-GRADED SANDS, GRAVELLY
CLEAN SANDS SW f
MORE THAN 50% SAND SANDS, LITTLE OR NO FINES
OF MATERIAL IS AND
LARGER THAN
NO. 200 SIEVE SS%I\:Eg POORLY-GRADED SANDS,
SIZE (LITTLE OR NO FINES) SP GRAVELLY SAND, LITTLE OR NO
' FINES
SANDS WITH SM SILTY SANDS, SAND - SILT
MORE THAN 50% FINES MIXTURES
OF COARSE
FRACTION
PASSING ON NO.
4 SIEVE (APPRECIABLE SC CLAYEY SANDS, SAND - CLAY
AMOUNT OF FINES) MIXTURES
INORGANIC SILTS AND VERY FINE
ML SANDS, ROCK FLOUR, SILTY OR
CLAYEY FINE SANDS OR CLAYEY
SILTS WITH SLIGHT PLASTICITY
SILTS INORGANIC CLAYS OF LOW TO
FINE AND LIQUID LIMIT CL MEDIUM PLASTICITY, GRAVELLY
LESS THAN 50 CLAYS, SANDY CLAYS, SILTY CLAYS,
GRAINED CLAYS LEAN CLAYS
SOILS L2
- — 1 oL ORGANIC SILTS AND ORGANIC
il SILTY CLAYS OF LOW PLASTICITY
MORE THAN 50% INORGANIC SILTS, MICACEOUS OR
OF MATERIAL IS MH DIATOMACEOUS FINE SAND OR
SMALLER THAN SILTY SOILS
NO. 200 SIEVE
SIZE SILTS 7
AND LIQUID LIMIT / CH INORGANIC CLAYS OF HIGH
GREATER THAN 50 PLASTICITY
CLAYS 7
W
OH ORGANIC CLAYS OF MEDIUM TO
HIGH PLASTICITY, ORGANIC SILTS
ANNNNNN_N_
Z2BNE 72N E/2RNE VAN
HGHLY ORGANICSOLS [ i PT | FEAToMAS e o i

NOTE: DUAL SYMBOLS ARE USED TO INDICATE BORDERLINE SOIL CLASSIFICATIONS




SOUTHERN BORING NO.

| SocalGeo CALIFORNIA -1

S EOTECHNICAL

A California Corporation

TBL 21G291-2.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

JOB NO.: 21G291-2 DRILLING DATE: 1/6/22 WATER DEPTH: Dry

PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: ---

LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: At Completion

FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
L z o = = ~ = »
g |38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
|4 ol |z W |2f5|, (B |2Y|2E [
Elz|l 2|~ o o~BElE-|h-la?(<E =
o= 0 Q% S >5I18Z12s|<=|0w8|9Z =
w|<| o |09 x . xP|QQ|C=2 |32 |<L]|KQ Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL S|S0 |S35|a5|a% |00 o

ASPHALT: 3+ inches AC with Petromat and 4+ inches AB

FILL: Brown Clayey fine Sand, trace medium Sand, little Silt, trace
fabric, slightly mottled, very dense-moist

50/5" 15

ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt,
little coarse Sand, medium dense-very moist

22 13 24

EN
[«>)

Boring Terminated at 10'

TEST BORING LOG PLATE B-1



TBL 21G291-2.GPJ SOCALGEO.GDT 2/14/22

U
N/ SOUTHERN BORING NO.
SoCalGeo /
CALIFORNIA I-2
GEOTECHNICAL
A California Corporation
JOB NO.: 21G291-2 DRILLING DATE: 1/6/22 WATER DEPTH: Dry
PROJECT: Proposed Warehouse DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger CAVE DEPTH: ---
LOCATION: Moreno Valley, California LOGGED BY: Daryl Kas READING TAKEN: At Completion
FIELD RESULTS LABORATORY RESULTS
= Elz | Q@ > | = SIS
L z e = S = 8 cn
i 38 |2 DESCRIPTION g |we I 2
T4l olL | maﬁogz%iﬁ i
E o]l 2|~ O O~ bElE-h-o < =
o= 0 Q% S >5I18Z12s|<=|0w8|9Z =
w|<| o |09 x . xP|QQ|C=2 |32 |<L]|KQ Q
O |o| @ |ak| o SURFACE ELEVATION: --- MSL oL |S0|So5|aTd|aR|00 o
- ASPHALT: 4+ inches AC with 4+ inches AB
: + FILL: Brown Silty fine Sand, trace Clay, trace medium Sand,
medium dense-damp
12 6
5 .
ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Clayey fine Sand, little Silt, trace medium
Sand
30 11 32
Boring Terminated at 10'



INFILTRATION CALCULATIONS

Project Name
Project Location
Project Number

Proposed Warehouse

Moreno Valley, California

21G291-2

Engineer Ryan Bremer
Test Hole Radius 3|(in)
Test Depth 10.00](ft)
Infiltration Test Hole I-1
Soil Criteria Test
Interval . Time Interval| Water Depth Change in | Did 6 |nchgs of water Sandy Soils or Non-
Number Time (min) (f) Water Level | seep away in less than Sandy Soils?
(in) 25 minutes? )
y |initial | 9:11 AM 25.00 6.55 2.52 NO NON-SANDY SOILS
Final 9:36 AM 6.76
Initial 9:36 AM 6.76
2 Final TO.0LAM 25.00 597 2.52 NO NON-SANDY SOILS
Test Data
Interval . Time Interval | Water Depth Change in Average Head Height Infiltration Rate Q
Time ; Water Level .
Number (min) (ft) (f) (ft) (in/hr)
1 Initial | 10:01 AM 30.00 6.97 0.25 201 0.25
Final 10:31 AM 7.22
2 Iqitial 10:31 AM 30.00 7.22 0.21 268 0.23
Final 11:01 AM 7.43
3 Iq|t|al 11:01 AM 30.00 7.43 018 248 021
Final 11:31 AM 7.61
4 Initial | 11:31 AM 30.00 7.61 0.15 232 018
Final 12:.01 PM 7.76
5 Iq|t|al 12:01 PM 30.00 7.64 016 208 0.20
Final 12:31 PM 7.80
6 Iq|t|al 12:31 PM 30.00 7.80 0.08 216 011
Final 1:.01 PM 7.88
7 Iq|t|al 1:01 PM 30.00 7.88 0.08 208 011
Final 1:31 PM 7.96
8 Iq|t|al 1:31 PM 30.00 7.55 012 239 014
Final 2:01 PM 7.67
9 Iq|t|al 2:01 PM 30.00 7.00 012 204 0.12
Final 2:31 PM 7.12
10 [inital | 2:31 PM 30.00 712 0.09 2.84 0.09
Final 3:.01 PM 7.21
17 [inital | S:01 PM 30.00 721 0.11 2.74 0.12
Final 3:31 PM 7.32
Initial 3:31 PM 7.02
12 Final 701 PM 30.00 711 0.09 2.94 0.09

Per County Standards, Infiltration Rate calculated as follows:

AH(60r)

T At(r+2H

ovg)

Where:

Q = Infiltration Rate (in inches per hour)
AH = Change in Height (Water Level) over the time interval
r = Test Hole (Borehole) Radius
At = Time Interval
H,.q = Average Head Height over the time interval



INFILTRATION CALCULATIONS

Project Name
Project Location
Project Number

Proposed Warehouse

Moreno Valley, California

21G291-2

Engineer Ryan Bremer
Test Hole Radius 3|(in)
Test Depth 10.10](ft)
Infiltration Test Hole [-2
Soil Criteria Test
Interval . Time Interval| Water Depth Change in | Did 6 |nchgs of water Sandy Soils or Non-
Number Time (min) (f) Water Level | seep away in less than Sandy Soils?
(in) 25 minutes? )
p  nitial | 8:42 AM 25.00 7.70 0.48 NO NON-SANDY SOILS
Final 9:07 AM 7.74
Initial 9:07 AM 7.74
2 Final 932 AM 25.00 =77 0.36 NO NON-SANDY SOILS
Test Data
Interval . Time Interval | Water Depth Change in Average Head Height Infiltration Rate Q
Time ; Water Level )
Number (min) (ft) (f) (ft) (in/hr)
1 Initial 9:32 AM 30.00 7.77 0.04 231 0.05
Final 10:02 AM 7.81
2 Iqitial 10:02 AM 30.00 7.81 0.02 208 0.02
Final 10:32 AM 7.83
3 I|j|t|al 10:32 AM 30.00 7.83 0.02 226 003
Final 11:02 AM 7.85
4 Initial | 11:02 AM 30.00 7.85 0.02 294 003
Final 11:32 AM 7.87
5 I|j|t|al 11:32 AM 30.00 7.87 0.02 292 003
Final 12:02 PM 7.89
6 I|j|t|al 12:02 PM 30.00 7.89 001 291 001
Final 12:32 PM 7.90
7 I|j|t|al 12:15 PM 30.00 7.90 0.02 219 003
Final 12:45 PM 7.92
8 I|j|t|al 12:45 PM 30.00 7.92 0.02 217 003
Final 1:15 PM 7.94
9 I|j|t|al 1:15 PM 30.00 7.94 001 216 001
Final 1:45 PM 7.95
0 pitial ] 1:45 PM 30.00 7.95 0.02 2.14 0.03
Final 2:15PM 7.97
11 poitial ] 2:15 PM 30.00 7.97 0.01 2.13 0.01
Final 2:45 PM 7.98
Initial 2:45 PM 7.98
12 Final 315 PM 30.00 =99 0.01 212 0.01
Per County Standards, Infiltration Rate calculated as follows: Where:
AH (60r) Q = Infiltration Rate (in inches per hour)
— AH = Change in Height (Water Level) over the time interval
At(r +2H ) r = Test Hole (Borehole) Radius
avg At = Time Interval

H,.q = Average Head Height over the time interval



Grain Size Distribution
| Sieve Analysis | | Hydrometer Analysis
US Standard Sieve Sizes |
2 1 314 1/2 3/18 14 #4 #8#10  #16 #20 #30 #40 #50 #100 #200
100 A A A ~*\
90 \\
80 \
= 70 N
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20
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Grain Size in Millimeters
| Coarse Gravel || Fine Gravel || Crs. Sand|| Med. Sand || Fine Sand | | Fines (Silt and Clay) |
Sample Description -1 @ 8.5 to 10’

Soil Classification

ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Clayey fine to medium Sand, little Silt, little coarse Sand

Proposed Warehouse
Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-2
PLATEC- 1




Grain Size Distribution
| Sieve Analysis | | Hydrometer Analysis
| US Standard Sieve Sizes |
2 1 34 1/2 3/8 14 #4 #8#10  #16 #20 #30 #40 #50 #100 #200
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z 70 N
2
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Grain Size in Millimeters
| Coarse Gravel || Fine Gravel || Crs. Sand|| Med. Sand || Fine Sand | | Fines (Silt and Clay) |
Sample Description -2 @ 8.5to 10’
Soil Classification ALLUVIUM: Gray Brown Clayey fine Sand, little Silt, trace medium Sand
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Moreno Valley, California
Project No. 21G291-2
PLATE C- 2




Appendix 4: Historical Site Conditions
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Phase | Environmental Site Assessment

14050 Day Street
Moreno Valley, California 92553

February 19, 2022

First Industrial Realty Trust, Inc., First Industrial, L.P.
First Industrial Acquisitions I, LLC and their Affiliates and Assigns
One North Wacker Drive, Suite 4200
Chicago, IL 60606

Project Number 21-12-022

Prepared by:

GWeis

ENVIRONMENTAL

1938 Kellogg Avenue, Suite 116
Carlsbad, CA 92008
(760) 585-7070
WWW.WeisSenviro.com



[ ]
Wels 1938 Kellogg Avenue, Suite 116, Carlsbad, CA 92008
(760) 585-7070

ENVIRONMENTAL WWW.Weisenviro.com

February 19, 2022

Jacob Kentnich

First Industrial Realty Trust, Inc.
One North Wacker Drive, Suite 4200
Chicago, IL 60606

Subject:  Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
14050 Day Street
Moreno Valley, California 92553
Project Number 21-12-022

Dear Mr. Kentnich:

Weis Environmental, LLC has completed the contracted environmental consulting services for the
above-referenced project. The services were performed in accordance with our proposal and agreement
fully executed by all parties. The Phase | Environmental Site Assessment has been performed in
accordance with American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Process, ASTM Designation
E1527-21 and Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR) Part 312. This assessment was
also completed in accordance with the First Industrial Realty Trust Scope of Work for Phase | ESAs.
We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you on this project. Please contact us if you have any
questions or comments regarding this report or if we can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

Weis Environmental, LLC

Clowhe

Daniel Weis. R.E.H.S.
Environmental Manager
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the methods and findings of a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of
the property located at 14050 Day Street and identified by Riverside County Assessor’s Parcel Number
(APN) 297-130-036 in the City of Moreno Valley, California (Subject Property) performed in
conformance with the contract/agreement for this assignment and the scope and limitations of ASTM
Standard Practice E1527-21 and United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Standards and
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl) as published in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
Part 312. EPA promulgated the AAI rule that became effective in November 2006. An
acknowledgment is pending by the EPA that the ASTM E1527-21 practice is consistent with the
requirements of AAI and may be used to comply with the provisions of the AAI rule. As such, it should
be noted that this report also complies with the previously published ASTM E1527-13 standard and
for the purposes of this report, any statement regarding compliance with ASTM1527-21 is also an
acknowledgment that the report complies with ASTM E1527-13 and the AAI rule. This assessment
was also completed in accordance with the First Industrial Realty Trust Scope of Work for Phase |
ESAs.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of the ASTM E1527-21 practice (framework for this Phase | ESA) is to define good
commercial and customary practice in the United States of America for conducting an ESA of a parcel
of real estate with respect to the range of contaminants within the scope of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) (Title 42 United States Code
(U.S.C.) Section 9601)) and petroleum products. As such, this practice is intended to permit a user to
satisfy one of the requirements to qualify for the innocent landowner, contiguous property owner, or
bona fide prospective purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability (hereinafter, the “landowner liability
protections,” or “LLPs”): that is, the practice that constitutes all appropriate inquiries into the previous
ownership and uses of the property consistent with good commercial and customary practice as defined
at 42 U.S.C. Section 9601(35)(B).

In defining a standard of good commercial and customary practice for conducting this Phase | ESA of
the Subject Property, the goal of the processes established by the ASTM E1527-21 practice is to
identify, to the extent feasible, recognized environmental conditions. The term recognized
environmental conditions is defined as the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or
petroleum products in, on, or at a property: (1) due to any release to the environment; (2) under
conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat
of a future release to the environment. In addition, controlled recognized environmental conditions,
historical recognized environmental conditions and/or de minimis conditions, if identified during the
completion of the assessment, are discussed herein. Definitions of these terms and other key
terminology relevant to the practice are included in Section 14.0 of this report.

1.2 Scope of the Assessment

In general terms, this Phase | ESA included the acquisition of readily available/accessible and
practically reviewable regulatory records and historical information, a site reconnaissance, interviews
and preparation of this written report of findings. A more detailed description of the four primary
components of the Phase | ESA is presented below.
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Records Review - A review of Federal, State, Tribal and local standard ASTM and non-ASTM
regulatory databases for a myriad of environmental identifiers including but not limited to properties
with underground storage tanks (USTs), properties with leaking USTs, properties that have reported
spills/releases that did not occur from a leaking UST, businesses that utilize hazardous materials and/or
generate hazardous waste and hazardous waste disposal locations. The regulatory review may also
include public records requests with one or more Federal, State, Tribal and/or local agencies. A review
of historical sources is also completed to help ascertain previous land uses of the property in question
and in the surrounding area.

Subject Property Reconnaissance - A property inspection and viewing of adjacent and surrounding
properties for conditions that could be recognized environmental conditions.

Interviews - Interviews with present and past owners, operators and/or occupants of a property and
local government officials.

Reporting - Evaluation of the information gathered during the completion of the Phase | ESA and the
subsequent preparation of a written report.

1.3 Limitations and Exceptions

Concerns regarding liability under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act, 42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq. (CERCLA) and analogous State laws, have been a primary driver
for Phase | ESA assignments in commercial real estate transactions. While the ASTM E1527-21
practice can be used in many contexts, a familiarity with CERCLA and its potential LLPs is critical in
understanding and applying the ASTM E1527-21 practice. We advise consultation with legal counsel
if further inquiry or information is desired.

AAI represents the minimum level of inquiry necessary to support the LLPs. However, it is important
to understand that additional inquiry ultimately may be necessary or desirable for legal as well as
business reasons depending upon the outcome of this inquiry and the particular risk tolerances of a
given user. For example, additional inquiry may assist a user of a Phase | ESA in determining whether
he or she would have continuing obligations in the event he or she acquires a given property and may
also assist the user in defining the scope of future steps to be taken to satisfy such obligations. In
addition, a user may be concerned about business environmental risks or non-scope ASTM
considerations that do not fall within the definition of a recognized environmental condition. In
addition, this assessment did not include subsurface or other invasive exploration, unless specifically
documented herein. Users are also cautioned that Federal, State, Tribal and local laws may impose
environmental assessment obligations that are beyond the scope of the ASTM E1527-21 practice.

The evaluation, opinion and conclusions presented herein are based solely on visual observations and
regulatory, historical and personal knowledge related information that existed at the time our
assessment was completed. The use of the gathered information is exclusively for the purposes outlined
in this report and only for the Subject Property. Our firm can make no warranty, either express or
implied, except that the services conducted were performed in accordance with generally accepted
environmental assessment practices applicable at the time and location of the assessment and that the
conclusions of the assessment have been based in part on professional judgment/experience, an
interpretation of readily available data and the standard of care normally followed by similar
professionals practicing in a similar locale and under similar circumstances. Any opinions presented
cannot apply to Subject Property changes of which our firm is unaware and has not had the opportunity
to evaluate. In addition, this report cannot feasibly include any evaluation of undocumented activities
at the Subject Property or on adjacent or nearby properties. Lastly, a Phase | ESA meeting or exceeding

Phase | Environmental Site Assessment February 19, 2022

14050 Day Street, Moreno Valley, California (')
Page 2 of 32



this practice and completed less than 180 days prior to the date of acquisition of a given property or
(for transactions not involving an acquisition) the date of the intended transaction is presumed to be
valid.

1.4 Special Terms and Conditions

This Phase | ESA was prepared in accordance with the terms and conditions of the contract/agreement
for the work as executed between our firm and the client. There are no other special terms and
conditions established between our firm and the client pertinent to the findings of this ESA or
methodology used to complete this assessment. In addition, our firm has no final or other vested interest
in the Subject Property or adjacent/surrounding properties, or in any entity that owns or occupies the
Subject Property or adjacent/surrounding properties.

1.5 Limiting Conditions and Deviations

There were no significant limiting conditions that would inhibit our ability to identify recognized
environmental conditions noted during the completion of this assessment. In addition, there were no
deviations from the ASTM E1527-21 standard noted during the completion of this assessment. Any
limiting conditions that are not considered to be ones that would inhibit our ability to identify
recognized environmental conditions at the Subject Property are referenced in applicable sections of
this report.

1.6 Data Failure and Data Gaps

No instances of data failure were encountered during the completion of this assessment. In addition,
no data gaps of significance (i.e., those that would inhibit our ability to identify recognized
environmental conditions) were identified during the completion of this assessment. Any data gaps
that are not considered to be ones that would inhibit our ability to identify recognized environmental
conditions at the Subject Property are referenced in applicable sections of this report.

1.7 Reliance

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of First Industrial Realty Trust, Inc., First Industrial,
LP and First Industrial Acquisitions Il, LLC and their Affiliates and Assigns (User). This report may
not be relied upon by any other person or entity without the written consent of both our firm and our
client. The scope of services performed for this assessment may not be appropriate to satisfy the
specific needs of other users, and any use or reuse of this document would be at the sole risk of said
users. Any other party seeking liability protection under CERCLA must take independent action to
accomplish its objective.
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2.0 SUBJECT PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

2.1 Location and Legal Description

The Subject Property is a reported 7.82 acres and located generally north of Cactus Avenue, south of
Alessandro Boulevard, east of Day Street and west of Elsworth Street. The Subject Property is further
identified by Riverside County APN 297-130-036. A Vicinity Map is included as Figure 1. A Site Plan
is included as Figure 2.

2.2 Subject Property and Vicinity Characteristics

The Subject Property is situated in an area of Moreno Valley comprised primarily of commercial and
light industrial properties, vacant land, and public roadways. March Air Force Base is situated to the
southeast of the Subject Property.

2.3 Current Use of the Subject Property

The Subject Property is currently utilized for rubber recycling, storage, and office space by BAS
Recycling, Inc. Specifically, facility operations include the manufacturing of recycled ground rubber
from scrap tires. Products produced include playground cover, synthetic sports fields, rubberized
asphalt concrete, colorized rubber mulch, injection molded products, and tire-derived aggregate.

2.4 Description of Subject Property Improvements

The Subject Property is developed with a one-story light industrial warehouse building with a
mezzanine level. The building is an estimated 63,000 square feet and was reportedly constructed in
1973. The structure appears to be of corrugated steel construction and situated on a concrete slab-on-
grade foundation. Two 11,000-gallon refrigerated nitrogen above-ground storage tanks are located
along the northern exterior of the structure. Various equipment associated with Subject Property
operations are present throughout the interior of the building and portions of the exterior lot areas.
Other portions of the Subject Property consist of asphalt- and concrete-paved driveways, parking and
storage areas, shipping/receiving areas, and minor landscaping. Access to the Subject Property is
provided by Day Street. Indicators of various utility systems are also present throughout the Subject
Property.

2.5 Utilities

Utilities that are reported to be present at the Subject Property or provide service in the surrounding
area are noted below along with their municipal provider where applicable.

Utility Provider (Where Applicable)
Potable Water Eastern Municipal Water District
Sewage Maintenance City of Moreno Valley

Electrical Southern California Edison
Natural Gas Southern California Gas

Solid Waste Disposal City of Moreno Valley
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2.6 Description of Adjoining Properties

Adjoining properties are defined as any real property or properties, the border of which is contiguous
or partially contiguous with that of the subject property of a Phase | ESA, or that would be contiguous
or partially contiguous with that of a subject property but for a street, road, or other public thoroughfare
separating them. To the extent feasible, our firm performed a visual inspection of adjoining properties
from the Subject Property boundaries and along public right of ways. We did not encroach on to
adjoining private property during the completion of this assessment. The following table identifies the
adjoining property uses:

Direction Adjoining Property Use

North Light industrial/commercial property (22101 Alessandro Boulevard).

South Light industrial property (22150 Goldencrest Drive).

East Light industrial/commercial property (22201 Alessandro Boulevard).

West Day Street then light industrial property and storage yard (21921 Alessandro
Boulevard).

2.7 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the land use of the Subject
Property and improvements at the Subject Property. In addition, the land uses of adjoining properties
and properties in the vicinity of the Subject Property do not represent recognized environmental
conditions to the Subject Property.
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3.0 PHYSICAL SETTING

3.1

The Subject Property is depicted on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic map for
the Riverside East, California 7.5-minute quadrangle. The Subject Property is shown on the map as
being situated at an elevation of approximately 1,560 feet above mean sea level. The Subject Property
and surrounding area appear to trend slightly to the west. There are no improvements or structures
depicted on the Subject Property on the map. Adjoining and surrounding roadways are depicted on the
map. The Subject Property as depicted on a topographic map is included as Figure 3.

Topography

3.2 Hydrology

The Subject Property is situated within the Tequesquite Hydrologic Unit Code 12 watershed and the
Perris South Hydrologic Area. An unlined drainage swale is present along the western and southern
perimeters. There are no known substantial hydrologic features at the Subject Property including major
storm drain inlets or drainages, channels, or surface waters. Infiltration of precipitation can be expected
in limited areas of the Subject Property due to its primarily improved nature. Any excess water would
appear to flow as surface runoff to the west and streets/roadways and surrounding areas of lower
elevation. The Subject Property does not appear to receive significant drainage from off-site properties.

3.3

General geologic information pertaining to the Subject Property is presented in the table below.

Geology

Geologic Consideration

Details

California Geomorphic
Province

Peninsular Ranges.

Mapped Soils or Formation

Very old alluvial fan deposits. Unconsolidated and semi-consolidated.

Description of Soils or
Formation

Slightly to moderately consolidated silts, sands, clays and gravel.

Distance/Direction to
Mapped Faults

No known faults are present on the Subject Property. An unnamed mapped fault
is located approximately two miles southwest of the Subject Property. The
nearest fault zone is the San Jacinto Fault Zone approximately 7.5 miles
northeast of the Subject Property.

3.4 Hydrogeology

General hydrogeologic information pertaining to the Subject Property is presented in the table below.

Hydrogeologic
Consideration

Details

Groundwater Basin or Unit

Perris South Hydrologic Area.

Beneficial Uses

Municipal and agricultural.

Estimated Depth to
Groundwater

Greater than 30 feet below the surface.
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Hydrogeologic

Consideration Details

Estimated Flow of

Groundwater South to southwest.

The March Air Force Base National Priorities List (NPL) site is located to the
southeast of the Subject Property (cross to down gradient). March Air Force Base
is not considered to be a recognized environmental condition to the Subject
Property.

Known Subject Property or
Regional Groundwater
Contamination Issues

3.5 Oil and Gas Exploration

According to online resources provided by the California Department of Conservation, Geologic
Energy Management Division (CalGEM), there are no oil, gas or geothermal wells located on the
Subject Property or its adjacent properties.

3.6 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with Subject Property physical
setting considerations. In addition, physical setting considerations related to the adjoining properties
and properties in the vicinity of the Subject Property do not represent recognized environmental
conditions to the Subject Property.
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4.0 USER PROVIDED INFORMATION

A representative of the User of this report was interviewed during the completion of this assessment.
The questions posed during the interview are defined by the ASTM E1527-21 practice. The User also
provided our firm with any land title records and judicial records that may be available for the Subject
Property as part of the required evaluation for environmental liens and activity and use limitations
(AULSs) in connection with the subject property of a Phase | ESA. As stated in the ASTM E1527-21
practice, it is the responsibility of the user of the report to provide any available records pertaining to
environmental liens and AULs that may exist in connection with a given property. Any land title and
judicial records provided to our firm are discussed below. If such information is not discussed in the
sections below, it was not provided by the user of the report.

In addition to the contact information obtained, the user of the report was also asked if they are aware
of other useful documents that may exist and if so whether copies can be provided to the environmental
professional within reasonable time and cost constraints. A list of typical useful documents is included
in Section 10.8.1 of the ASTM E1527-21 practice and include but are not limited to environmental
assessment reports, compliance audits and permits, registrations for tank and other aboveground or
underground systems, safety plans, spill prevention and other facility related plans and
geological/geotechnical studies and environmental governmental agency notices and/or
correspondence.

4.1 Title Records

The User provided an ALTA/ACSM Land Title Survey for the Subject Property dated December 18,
2007. The ALTA survey identifies a high-pressure gas line easement crossing the southern portion of
the Subject Property from east to southwest. The easement for a pipeline and incidental purposes was
recorded June 4, 1948. No environmental liens, deed restrictions or AULS are noted. The survey is
included in Appendix A.

4.2 Environmental Liens

The User is unaware of environmental liens in connection with the Subject Property.

4.3 Activity and Use Limitations
The User is unaware of AULSs in connection with the Subject Property.

4.4 Specialized or Actual Knowledge or Experience

The User is unaware of specialized knowledge, actual knowledge or experience that is material to
recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject Property.

45 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information

The User is unaware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information within the local
community that is material to recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject
Property.
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4.6 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues

The User is unaware of information pertaining to an undervalued purchase price of the Subject Property
relative to the estimated fair market value of the Subject Property due to the presence of contamination.

4.7 Owner, Property Manager, and Occupant Information

The Subject Property is currently owned and managed by First Industrial Realty Trust (owner since
2008). The Subject Property is currently occupied by BAS Recycling, Inc.

4.8 Reason for Performing Phase | ESA
The User has commissioned this Phase | ESA to assist the client in complying with 40 CFR Part 312.

4.9 Proceedings Involving the Subject Property

The User is unaware of pending, threatened, or past litigation and administrative proceedings relevant
to hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or from the Subject Property. The client is also
unaware of notices from any governmental entity regarding any possible violation of environmental
laws or possible liability relating to hazardous substances or petroleum products in connection with
the Subject Property.

4.10 Other Provided Documents

The following prior Phase | and Il ESAs performed for the Subject Property were provided by the
client:

e United Strategies, Inc. 2002. Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, 14050 Day Street,
Moreno Valley, CA 92553, County of Riverside. Authorized by and prepared for: Tom Powell,
Thor-California, Inc. July 2002.

e LFR, Inc. 2007. Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Thor California, Inc., 14050 Day
Street, Moreno Valley, California 92553. Prepared for: First Industrial Realty Trust and First
Industrial, L.P. December 12, 2007.

e LFR, Inc.2008. Soil Investigation Report, Thor California Property, 14050 Day Street, Moreno
Valley, California 92553. Prepared for: First Industrial Realty Trust, First Industrial, L.P., and
First Industrial Investment, Inc. January 15, 2008.

e Global Realty Services Group. 2011. Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Property
Reference: 14050 Day Street, Moreno Valley, CA. Prepared for: First Industrial, L.P. February
28, 2011.

In 2002, United Strategies, Inc. prepared a Phase | ESA on behalf of Thor-California, Inc. for the
Subject Property. The assessment included a property reconnaissance, interviews with knowledgeable
personnel, public records review, environmental database search, and review of historical
documentation. At the time of the assessment, the Subject Property was owned and occupied by
Maestro Products, Inc. a manufacturer of window products. Other Subject Property operations and uses
included office space, storage, a paint booth, and clean room. Off-site findings included four leaking
USTs within approximately one quarter mile and the March Air Force Base NPL site just beyond one
quarter mile to the south of the Subject Property. These findings were considered de minimus
conditions. No recognized environmental conditions were identified.

Phase | Environmental Site Assessment February 19, 2022

14050 Day Street, Moreno Valley, California (')
Page 9 of 32



LFR, Inc. prepared a Phase | ESA and Soil Investigation Report on behalf of First Industrial Realty
Trust. The Phase | ESA was performed in general accordance with ASTM Standard E1527-05 and
consisted of a site reconnaissance, drive-by observations of adjacent properties, review of previous
reporting, interviews with knowledgeable personnel, review of historical documentation, and review
of federal, state, and local regulatory databases. Findings, relevant information, and conclusions
presented in the LFR, Inc. Phase | ESA included the following:

At the time of the ESA, the Subject Property was being vacated by Thor California, Inc. who
assembled travel trailers. The Subject Property was improved with a 63,000-square foot,
single-story warehouse building. The Subject Property was vacant land from at least 1901 to
1967 with Subject Property operations beginning in approximately 1973. Previous Subject
Property occupants included Maestro Products, Inc. a window products manufacturer, Rohr
Industries, Inc. an aircraft engine component manufacturer, and Redman Homes, Inc. a builder
of modular homes.

During the Subject Property reconnaissance, three square-shaped concrete patches with
concrete-filled suspected drains were observed in the northeast side of the warehouse building.
Exact historical use at these patched locations was unknown. These features were identified as
a suspected environmental concern.

A bermed storage area and concrete pad were observed in the northwest portion of the Subject
Property and adjacent to the western side of the warehouse building, respectively. No
information of past use of these areas was identified. These features were identified as
suspected environmental concerns.

The limited information identified concerning past occupant activities, in particular Rohr
Industries, Inc., was considered a historical environmental concern.

Stained gravel (suspected motor oil) and stained concrete (suspected oil) were observed in the
southern Subject Property exterior, compressor, and the trash compactor area. These were
considered de minimus conditions.

Based on the above findings, a soil investigation was performed by LFR, Inc. The general scope of
work and associated findings and conclusions were as follows:

Soil borings and sampling were completed at the Subject Property in the building interior and
Subject Property exterior targeting areas of concern and stormwater drainage features
identified during the 2007 Phase | ESA.

Thirty-five (35) soil samples were collected from 12 boring locations at depth of up to 15 feet
below ground surface. The five-foot sample from each boring was analyzed for gasoline-,
diesel-, and motor oil-range total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPH-mo,
respectively), metals, and volatile organic compounds (VOCs).

TPH-mo was detected at a concentration of 25 milligrams per kilogram in a sample collected
at the northwest corner of the Subject Property. TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPH-mo were not detected
above reporting limits in other samples. The detection of TPH-mo is considered to be
insignificant.

Trace metals were detected in samples at concentrations below both the Total Threshold Limit
Concentrations and ten times the Soluble Threshold Limit Concentrations. Detected metals
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concentrations were considered to be representative of local soil background concentrations in
the Subject Property vicinity.

e VOCs were not detected above reporting limits in the collected samples.

e Based on the detected constituent concentrations, no further investigation of the Subject
Property was recommended.

In 2011, Global Realty Services Group prepared a Phase | ESA on behalf First Industrial L.P. for the
Subject Property. The assessment was performed in general accordance with ASTM Standard E1527-
05 and included a property reconnaissance, interviews with knowledgeable personnel, public records
review, environmental database search, review of historical documentation, and a summary of prior
environmental assessment reporting. At the time of the assessment, the Subject Property was owned
by First Industrial and occupied by BAS Recycling, Inc. a recycler of scrap tires and manufacturer of
various recycled rubber products. Other Subject Property operations and uses included office space
and storage. Hazardous materials identified included gear oil, paint, grease, and non-RCRA hazardous
wastes including residual oil, grease, and water-based binder glue (Poly Bond). Wastes produced on-
Subject Property were disposed of and collected by certified hazardous waste haulers on a periodic
basis. An active National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for regulating and
controlling surface water discharge during storm events was identified for the Subject Property. Off-
site and historical findings were consistent with prior reporting. No recognized environmental
conditions were identified. Based on the Phase | ESA findings, no additional action or assessment were
recommended.

In addition to the prior environmental assessment reports, the User provided asbestos containing
material and mold survey documentation related 2021 post-fire restoration activities. Survey and
restoration activities were performed by BluSky Restoration Contractors, LLC and their
subcontractors. Asbestos containing dry-wall was completely removed from the Subject Property
building and building materials affected by water damage were also confirmed to be removed. The
work areas were cleared for reoccupancy at the completion of the work. In addition, a report of
sampling and analysis of contained water resulting from extinguishing the former fire at the Subject
Property was provided to our firm. Metals and VOCs were evaluated and no concerns were identified
in the water relative to such compounds.

4.11 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the user provided information.
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5.0 REGULATORY RECORDS REVIEW

Our firm commissioned the preparation of a regulatory database report from Environmental Risk
Information Services (ERIS) as part of the regulatory records review. ERIS searches a myriad of
Federal, State, and local government environmental databases during the preparation of their
deliverables. Certain databases are specifically required by the ASTM E1527-21 practice and are
referenced as “standard ASTM regulatory databases.” Such databases are searched to at least the
minimum search distance around a given property as defined in the practice. Other regulatory databases
are also searched that are not specifically referenced in ASTM E1527-21. Such databases are
referenced as “non-ASTM regulatory databases” and are searched as varying radii around a given
property as selected by ERIS.

Descriptions of each database searched and the dates that the regulatory databases were last updated
by the applicable agencies are included in the ERIS report. The extent of historical information varies
with each database and current information is determined by what is publicly available to ERIS at the
time of an updates. ERIS updates databases in accordance with ASTM E1527-21 which states that
government information from nongovernmental sources may be considered current if the source
updates the information at least every 90 days, or, for information that is updated less frequently than
quarterly by the government agency, within 90 days of the date the government agency makes the
information available to the public.

Our firm also reviewed unplottable sites listed in the database report by cross-referencing reasonably
ascertainable information pertaining to such properties that may include facility names, street names,
zip codes or other information. Unplottable sites are ones that cannot be formally mapped or geocoded
due to various reasons, including limited geographic information. Any unplottable sites that we identify
within the specified search radii have been evaluated as part of the preparation of this report. A copy
of the regulatory database report is included in Appendix B.

5.1 Standard ASTM Regulatory Database Search

The tables below present the standard Federal, State, Tribal and local ASTM databases that were
searched by ERIS including the search distances from the Subject Property. Below the tables are
descriptions of any listings for the Subject Property that may appear in the databases. In addition, a
discussion of adjoining properties or properties in the Subject Property vicinity that are listed in one or
more regulatory databases that in our professional judgment and opinion have the potential to adversely
impact the Subject Property due to current or former releases of hazardous substances and/or petroleum
products that occurred at said properties is presented. This practice of discussing only properties of
potential environmental concern to the Subject Property is noted in ASTM E1527-21 which states that
the environmental professional may make statements applicable to multiple properties listed in
regulatory databases that are not likely to have current or former releases of hazardous substances
and/or petroleum products with the potential to migrate to the a given subject property. Our
professional judgment and opinions discussed herein are based on several factors including the nature
of the regulatory database listings, distance of the off-site listed properties from the Subject Property,
orientation of the listed properties relative to the Subject Property, interpreted the direction of
groundwater flow and/or regulatory case status information for the various properties as described in
the databases.
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The following Federal standard ASTM databases were searched:

Standard Environmental Record ERIS Regulatory Database Search Distance From Subject
Source Name Identification Property (Miles)

NPL - Proposed NPL - Superfund

National Priorities List (NPL) Site List Record of Decision (ROD) 1.0

Delisted NPL Site List Deleted NPL 0.5
Comprehensive Environmental CERCLIS - SEMS — SEMS Archive

Response, Compensation and Liability — ODI - 10Dl — CERCLIS LIENS - 0.5

Information System (CERCLIS) List SEMS LIENS

CERCLIS List CERCLIS LIENS — SEMS LIENS Subject Property
CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action CERCLIS NFRAP 05

Planned (NFRAP) Site List

Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) Corrective Action Sites RCRA CORRACTS 1.0
(CORRACTYS) Facilities List

RCRA Non-CORRACTS Treatment,
Storage and Disposal (TSD) Facilities RCRATSD 0.5
List

RCRA LQG - RCRA SQG - RCRA
. CESQG - RCRA NON-GEN - BULK
RCRA Generators List TERMINAL — REEN — FEMA 0.25

Underground Storage Tank (UST)

Institutional Control/Engineering FED ENG - FED INST - FED

Control Registries Brownfields 0.5
Emergency Response Notification ERNS — ERNS 1982 to 1986 - Subiect Propert
System (ERNS) List ERNS 1987 to 1989 ) perty

Subject Property — The Subject Property is listed on the RCRA NON-GEN database as BAS
Recycling, Inc., Lakin Tire West LLC, and First Industrial LP. The Subject Property is referenced with
Handler IDs of CAL000343884, CAL000464375, CAL003141623, and CAL003142215 and with no
reported violations. The Subject Property is not listed on Federal databases indicative of releases of
hazardous substances or petroleum products to the subsurface. These listings are not considered to be
recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject Property.

Adjoining Properties — Two adjoining properties are listed on the standard Federal ASTM regulatory
databases as United Natural Foods Inc. (south adjoining 22150 Goldencrest Drive) and C5 Equipment
Rentals LLC (west adjoining 21921 Alessandro Boulevard). These adjoining properties are listed on
the RCRA NON-GEN database with no reported violations. These adjoining properties are not listed
on Federal databases indicative of releases of hazardous substances or petroleum products to the
subsurface and are not considered to be recognized environmental conditions to the Subject Property.

Other Properties — There are 15 listings on the standard Federal ASTM regulatory databases
pertaining to multiple properties in the surrounding area including RCRA TSD (two listings), RCRA
LQG (one listing), RCRA SQG (three listings) and RCRA NON-GEN (nine listings). None of these
properties are considered a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property. Our opinions
regarding adjoining and nearby properties are based on the distance of the off-site listed properties
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from the Subject Property, orientation of the listed properties relative to the Subject Property,
interpreted direction of groundwater flow and/or regulatory case status information for the various
properties as described in the databases.

As stated previously, March Air Force Base is situated in the near vicinity of the Subject Property
(approximately 0.25 miles to the southeast). The Base was not identified in the ERIS database report
due to its associated coordinates being located outside of the one-mile search radius. The base
reportedly covers approximately 7,000 acres and has historically served as a training base and refueling
operations base. Operations (including aircraft maintenance and repair) reportedly involved use and
disposal of various chemicals and wastes including chlorinated solvents. VVarious areas of concern have
been identified and affected by spills/releases from historical base operations. The Air Force is the
responsible party for remediation and investigation pursuant to a 1995 Record of Decision under the
oversight of the United States EPA, Regional Water Quality Control Board and Department of Toxic
Substances Control. Three zones of groundwater contamination beneath the base were identified and
wells on base were shut down in the late 1980s and were later properly destroyed. Groundwater
contamination has migrated to wells located off base that are no longer in use. However, a groundwater
containment system has been installed to prevent off-property groundwater migration and the off-
property plume is being monitored. The base’s long-term cleanup is ongoing and more recent
assessment work in connection with the base has focused on per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
(PFAS) as emerging contaminants of concern.

Primary areas of concern in connection with the base are known as Operable Units (OU). The closest
OU to the Subject Property is identified as “OU2-A Site 11 Bulk Fuel Storage Area.” and is mapped
approximately one-half mile to the southeast of the Subject Property. The myriad of other OUs are
situated further from the Subject Property and all are situated hydrologically down-gradient from the
Subject Property. Given the distance and location of the Subject Property relative to the various OUs,
we have no basis to believe that the Subject Property has been impacted by PFAS or other contaminants
resulting from current or former base operations. The March Air Force Base property is not considered
to be a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property.

The following State, Tribal and local standard ASTM databases were searched:

Standard Environmental Record ERIS Regulatory Database Search Distance From Subject
Sources Name Identification Property (Miles)
Equivalent NPL RESPONSE 1.0
. ENVIROSTOR - DELISTED ENVS -
Equivalent CERCLIS HWP - HHSS 0.5
Landfill and/or SWEF/LF - LDS - SWAT - SWRCB 05
Solid Waste Disposal Site Lists SWF ’
LUST — DELISTED LST - UST
Leaking Storage CLOSURE — CLEANUP SITES - 05
Tank Lists INDIAN LUST - DELISTED ILST - '
RIVERSIDE LOP
UST — AST - DELISTED TNK —
. CERS TANK — DELISTED CTNK - . L
?eisi?rfd Storage HIST TANK — INDIAN UST — ﬁ?bje:{[‘ Property and Adjoining
ank LIsts DELISTED IUST - DELISTED operues
COUNTY - UST RIVERSIDE
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Standard Environmental Record ERIS Regulatory Database Search Distance From Subject

Sources Name Identification Property (Miles)
Institutional ACoAntrol/Engmeermg LUR - HLUR - DEED Subject Property
Control Registries

Voluntary Cleanup Sites VCP 0.5

Not Applicable — No Database

Exists 0.5

Brownfield Sites

Subject Property — The Subject Property is listed on the C&D DEBRIS RECY database as BAS
Recycling, Inc., International Mulch Company, and Environmental Molding Concepts LLC. The
listings identify business activities as tire-derived product manufacturing. No violations, spills, or
releases are reported. The property is not listed on State, Tribal, or local databases indicative of releases
of hazardous substances or petroleum products to the subsurface. These listings are not considered to
be recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject Property.

Adjoining Properties — The following adjoining properties are listed on the State, Tribal and local
standard ASTM regulatory databases:

e United Natural Foods Inc. (22150 Goldencrest Drive) — This south adjoining property is
listed on the CERS TANK database. The database listing identifies minor violations related to
the storage, reporting, employee training, and timely disposal of hazardous waste generated at
this business. No releases have been reported and this property is not considered to be
recognized environmental conditions to the Subject Property.

e Tractorland Equipment Company / Alessandro Properties (21921 Alessandro Boulevard)
— This west adjoining property is listed on the DELISTED COUNTY, VCP, and
ENVIROSTOR databases. This is an approximately 20-acre property used for heavy
equipment storage, rental, repair, and maintenance. Notable features include two metal
structures, a former dry cleaner along Alessandro Road, extensive soil staining in the western
portion, and an equipment wash area with associated clarifier and leach lines. Soil, soil gas,
and groundwater investigations at the property began in 2018, are on-going, and have identified
contaminant impacts in all three media. Primary historical operations were located along
Alessandro Road and Old 215 Frontage Road in the northern and western portions of the
property, respectively (non-adjoining to the Subject Property and situated hydrologically down
to cross gradient from the Subject Property). The southeastern portion of this property
(adjoining the Subject Property) was historically used as a storage yard with no significant
environmental concerns identified. This property is not considered to be a recognized
environmental condition to the Subject Property.

Other Properties — There are 33 listings on the State, Tribal and local standard ASTM regulatory
databases pertaining to multiple properties in the surrounding area including ENVIROSTOR (one
listing), C&D DEBRIS RECY (one listing), RECYCLING (six listings), LUST (six listings), UST
(one listing), HHSS (two listings), UST SWEEPS (two listings), CERS TANK (one listing), HIST
TANK (two listings), DELISTED COUNTY (four listings), LOP RIVERSIDE (six listings), and UST
RIVERSIDE (one listing). None of these properties are considered a recognized environmental
condition to the Subject Property. Our opinions regarding adjoining and nearby properties are based
on the distance of the off-site listed properties from the Subject Property, orientation of the listed
properties relative to the Subject Property, interpreted direction of groundwater flow and/or regulatory
case status information for the various properties as described in the databases.
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5.2 Non-ASTM Regulatory Database Search

A myriad of non-ASTM regulatory databases was searched by ERIS as noted in the regulatory database
report.

Subject Property — The Subject Property is listed on the FINDS/FRS, HAZNET, CERS HAZ,
WASTE TIRE, RIVERSIDE HZH, and RIVERSIDE HWG non-ASTM regulatory databases as BAS
Recycling, Inc. and John Sanga. The listings reference a RCRA EPA ID number of CAL000343884,
an expired NPDES Permit No. CAZ428576, and the generation of various hazardous wastes including
waste oil, organic solids, and unspecified organic liquid mixtures. Violations related to the NDPES
permit are identified between October 2018 and January 2022 and reported on the Subject Property
EPA Facility Report as “Other Violation” associated with the expired condition of the NPDES permit.
The violations were administrative in nature and did not pertain to releases or other potential
contamination. The database listings also identify minor violations related to the storage, reporting,
employee training, and timely disposal of hazardous waste generated at the Subject Property. No
chlorinated solvents are referenced as being part of Subject Property operations. The Subject Property
is routinely inspected by the County of Riverside and only administrative related violations have
reportedly been issued. No releases have been reported. These listings are not considered to be
recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject Property.

Adjoining Properties — Two adjoining properties are listed on one or more of the non-ASTM
databases as follows:

e Redman Homes Inc. (22201 Alessandro Boulevard) — This east adjoining property is listed
on the EMISSIONS database. This property is not listed on databases indicative of releases of
hazardous substances or petroleum products to the subsurface. This property is not considered
to be a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property.

e United Natural Foods, Inc. (22150 Goldencrest Drive) — This south adjoining property is
listed on the RIVERSIDE HZH and HWG databases. These databases identify hazardous waste
generation sites and facilities which are disclosed to the local (County of Riverside) Certified
Unified Program Agency. This property is not listed on databases indicative of releases of
hazardous substances or petroleum products to the subsurface. This property is not considered
to be a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property.

Other Properties — There are 25 listings on the non-ASTM regulatory databases pertaining to multiple
properties in the surrounding area that are identified on various databases including FUDS (two
listings), MRDS (three listings), CERS HAZ (one listing), DELISTED HAZ (one listing),
EMISSIONS (14 listings), RIVERSIDE HWG (two listings), and RIVERSIDE HZH (two listings).
None of these properties are considered a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property.
Our opinions regarding adjoining and nearby properties are based on the distance of the off-site listed
properties from the Subject Property, orientation of the listed properties relative to the Subject
Property, interpreted direction of groundwater flow and/or regulatory case status information for the
various properties as described in the databases.

5.3 Regulatory Agency File Reviews

If a property being assessed under a Phase | ESA or any of the adjoining properties are identified on
one or more of the above referenced standard environmental record sources, pertinent regulatory files
and/or records associated with such listings should be reviewed to assist the environmental professional
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in evaluating if recognized environmental conditions existing at a given subject property in connection
with any listings. However, if in the environmental professional’s opinion, such a review is not
warranted, file reviews need not be conducted if the environmental professional provides justification
for not doing so.

Agency file reviews for the Subject Property completed during this assessment are noted below. No
file reviews for adjoining properties or properties in the surrounding area were deemed warranted with
the exception of research completed on the State Water Resources Control Board GeoTracker database
regarding properties in the surrounding area of the Subject Property. The agency inquiries were
performed by way of on-line searches/queries of published databases and/or direct inquiries with public
records clerks at one or more agencies. Both Daniel Weis and Samantha Weis of Weis Environmental
conducted the agency file reviews during the completion of this assessment. Copies of regulatory
agency records are included in Appendix C.

Requlator Date of Response or
A genc Y Jurisdiction Inquiry or Contact Information
gency Request From Agency
Online
https://enviro.epa.gov/
United States EPA . - -
Envirofacts/ECHO/ | Federal 01/13/2022 https://echo.epa.gov/facilities/facility- Recorqls
search |dentified
TRIS
https://www.epa.gov/toxics-release-
inventory-tri-program
Online
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public
. . Records
California DTSC State 12/23/2022 https://hwts.dtsc.ca.gov/ Identified
Public Records Clerk
Online
State Water https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
Resources Control Records
Board/Regional State 01/13/2022 | https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/his o
. ! e |dentified
Water Quality torical_ust_facilities
Control Board
Public Records Clerk
County of . Records
Riverside Local 12/23/2021 | Public Records Clerk Identified
City of Moreno Local 12/23/2021 | Public Records Clerk Records
Valley Identified

United States EPA — Permit Compliance System / Integrated Compliance Information System
(PCS/ICIS) and RCRA Info reports were identified for BAS Recycling, Inc. at 14050 Day Street.
RCRA EPA Handler ID number of CAL000343884 and an expired NPDES Permit No. CAZ428576
were associated with the Subject Property. Information identified is consistent with the ERIS database
report discussed above in Section 5.3.

California DTSC — The DTSC maintains copies of hazardous waste manifests pertaining to wastes
removed from the Subject Property between 2010 and 2017. Between one and five manifests were
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generated annually at the Subject Property during this period associated with the EPA ID No.
CAL000343884. No chlorinated solvents are referenced as being part of Subject Property operations
and no releases were reported. Information identified is consistent with the ERIS database report
discussed above in Section 5.3.

Regional Water Quality Control Board — NPDES permit information is present in files for the Site,
with information consistent with that discussed previously in this report.

County of Riverside — County files reference Thor Manufacturing/California as permitted entities for
the Subject Property. The files contain various typical documents pertaining to hazardous waste and
materials management including business plans, inventories, permits and inspection reports.
Administrative related violations were issued pertaining to employee training, business plan
corrections and other typical administrative related formalities. Hazardous wastes and/or materials
noted in the files include solvent free paint cleaner, heat transfer oil, antifreeze, compressed gases,
wood filler bond, adhesives, propane and diesel fuel (drum). No releases are noted in the County files.

City of Moreno Valley — City records pertaining to the Subject Property as provided to our firm
include a list of various permits and documents including but not limited to construction of a new
manufacturing building, utilities, signage, a spray booth, dust collection systems, certificates of
occupancy and reports regarding a fire related incident and associated building damage. No recognized
environmental conditions were noted in the records.

5.4 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the regulatory records
searches. In addition, regulatory resources related to the adjoining properties and properties in the
vicinity of the Subject Property do not represent recognized environmental conditions to the Subject
Property.
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6.0 HISTORICAL RESOURCE REVIEW

The objective of consulting historical sources is to develop a history of the previous uses of a property
and surrounding area, in order to help identify the likelihood of past uses having led to recognized
environmental conditions in connection with a given property. The goal of the historical research is to
identify all obvious uses of a subject property from the present, back to the property’s first developed
use, or back to 1940, whichever is earlier. The environmental professional exercises professional
judgment in reviewing only as many of the standard historical sources referenced in ASTM E1527-21
that are deemed necessary, are reasonably ascertainable and are likely to be useful. Historical resources
reviewed during the completion of this assessment are referenced below. Copies of the historical
resources are included in Appendix D.

6.1 Aerial Photographs

We reviewed historical aerial photographs from the years 1938, 1953, 1967, 1977, 1989, 1994, 2002,
and obtained by EDR. The table below presents the results of the photograph review.

Photograph Year | Subject Property Observations Adjoining Property Observations
1938 The Subject Property is vacant land and Adjoining properties are vacant and also

potentially used for pasture purposes. potentially used for pasture purposes.

.A dirt road and graqed area are pr‘esent The western adjoining property has been graded
1953 in the western portion of the Subject : A

and a dirt road is visible.

Property.

The Subject Propgrty 's vacant. The The graded area and dirt road at the western
1967 graded area and dirt road are no longer C 2 .

. adjoining property are no longer visible.

visible.

The Subject Property structure is Structures at the northern and eastern adjoining
1977 present. Surrounding areas are used as commercial/light industrial properties are

parking and minor storage. present in current configurations.

The Subject Property is in its current The western adjoining property is graded and
1989 - 2005 ; .

configuration. fenced for use as a storage yard.

6.2 Topographic Maps
We reviewed topographic maps from the years 1901, 1947, 1953, 1967, and 1973 obtained by EDR.

e Beginning in 1901 until 1947, no structures or other features are depicted on the Subject
Property or adjoining properties.

e In 1953101973, an unspecified pipeline is depicted crossing the southern portion of the Subject
Property. Review of historical aerial photographs suggests this pipeline was actually located
south of the Subject Property.

e In 1973, the Subject Property structure is depicted. Structures at the northern and eastern
adjoining properties are present and consistent with current configurations.
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6.3 City Directories

We reviewed city directories dated ranging in date from 1971 to 2020 provided by ERIS. The Subject
Property is first listed as Maestro Products, Inc. in 1998 to 2001 and later as Thor CA Mirage Division
in 2006. Beginning in 2012, BAS Recycling, Inc. and a business identified as Environmental Molding
Concepts are listed. Adjoining properties are not listed in the reviewed directories. None of the listings
are considered a recognized environmental condition to the Subject Property.

6.4 Other Historical Sources

Other historical sources are referenced in the ASTM E1527-21 practice as any source or sources other
than the standard historical sources referenced in the practice that are credible to a reasonable person
and that identify past uses of a subject property. This category includes, but is not limited to
miscellaneous maps and directories, newspaper archives, internet sites, community organizations, local
libraries, historical societies, current owners or occupants of neighboring properties, or records in the
files and/or personal knowledge of the property owner and/or occupants. No historical sources other
than the standard sources described above were deemed necessary and useful to assist in identifying
recognized environmental conditions.

6.5 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the historical resources
reviewed. In addition, historical resources related to the adjoining properties and properties in the
vicinity of the Subject Property did not reveal recognized environmental conditions to the Subject
Property.
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7.0 SUBJECT PROPERTY RECONAISSANCE

The objective of the Subject Property reconnaissance is to obtain information indicating the likelihood
of identifying recognized environmental conditions in connection with a subject property. The Subject
Property visit for our assessment was completed on January 12, 2022, by Daniel Weis. We were
unaccompanied during the reconnaissance.

7.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions

The Subject Property reconnaissance consisted of observing the Subject Property on foot via various
transects and walking publicly accessible areas surrounding the Subject Property. The interior of the
primary Subject Property building was also accessed. No significant limiting conditions of the Subject
Property inspection were noted. Select photographs of the Subject Property obtained during the Subject
Property reconnaissance are included in Appendix E.

7.2 Current General Subject Property and Vicinity Characteristics

The Subject Property is situated in an area of Moreno Valley comprised primarily of commercial and
light industrial properties, vacant land, and public roadways. March Air Force Base is situated to the
southeast of the Subject Property. The Subject Property is currently utilized for rubber recycling,
storage, and office space by BAS Recycling, Inc. Specifically, facility operations include the
manufacturing of recycled ground rubber from scrap tires. Products produced include playground
cover, synthetic sports fields, rubberized asphalt concrete, colorized rubber mulch, injection molded
products, and tire-derived aggregate. The current use of the Subject Property and adjoining properties
are not ones that are indicative of the use, treatment, storage disposal or generation of hazardous
substances or petroleum products that may have impacted the Subject Property.

7.3 Indications of Past Subject Property and Vicinity Uses

There are no material differences between the current and past uses of the Subject Property, adjoining
properties and the surrounding area Subject Property that were visually and/or physically observed
during the Subject Property reconnaissance that pertain to recognized environmental conditions.

7.4 Subject Property-Specific Observations
We examined the Subject Property for the features and conditions noted in the table below.
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Feature or Condition

Details

General Description of Structures

The Subject Property is developed with a one-story light industrial
warehouse building with a mezzanine level. The building is an estimated
63,000 square feet and was reportedly constructed in 1973. The structure
appears to be of corrugated steel construction and situated on a concrete
slab-on-grade foundation. Two 11,000-gallon refrigerated nitrogen above-
ground storage tanks are located along the northern exterior of the
structure. Various equipment associated with Subject Property operations
are present throughout the interior of the building and portions of the
exterior lot areas. Other portions of the Subject Property consist of
asphalt- and concrete-paved driveways, parking and storage areas,
shipping/receiving areas, and minor landscaping. Access to the Subject
Property is provided by Day Street. Indicators of various utility systems are
also present throughout the Subject Property.

Drains and Sumps

Typical exterior area drains and interior floor drains are present at the
Subject Property. No staining, odors or other suspect conditions were
noted.

Heating/Cooling Systems

Conventional roof-mounted systems.

Potable Water Supply

Eastern Municipal Water District.

Roads

Access to the Subject Property is from Day Street.

Septic Systems / Sewage Disposal
System

Eastern Municipal Water District.

Wastewater and Stormwater
Discharges

None observed.

Wells

None observed.

Drums

Several 55-gallon drums are present at the Subject Property. There is a
small canopy area above a concrete slab that is used for the storage of
used oil. Five 55-gallon drums and one approximately 15 to 20 gallon
drums were observed in this area. Three of the 55-gallon drums were on a
secondary containment pallet. The other three drums were on the
concrete paving. Several 55-gallon drums of polyurethane binder were also
observed on pallets within the Subject Property building and a few empty
55-gallon plastic drums used to store trash and general refuse were
observed in the exterior lot areas. No significant staining, odors or other
suspect conditions were noted.

Electrical or Hydraulic Equipment
Known to Contain PCBs or Likely to
Contain PCBs

None observed.

Hazardous Substances and
Petroleum Products in Connection
with Identified Uses

Please refer to the “drums” section above. Several five-gallon buckets of
oil/petroleum and bonding related products were also observed within
interior and exterior areas of the Subject Property. Several locked cabinets
are also present within the Subject Property building. According to the
Subject Property tenant representative, these cabinets are either empty or
used to store retail-sized containers of oil, paint and bonding/adhesive
related products. No significant staining, odors or other suspect conditions
were noted.

Hazardous Substance and
Petroleum Products Not Necessarily
in Connection With Identified Uses

None observed.
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Feature or Condition

Details

Odors

None noted.

Pits, Ponds or Lagoons

None observed.

Pools of Liquid

None observed.

Solid Waste
(Including Fill Material)

Stored in conventional dumpsters. In addition, several piles of shredded
tires, various pieces of equipment (some non-operational) and various
debris are present throughout the exterior areas of the Subject Property.
No significant staining, odors or other suspect conditions were noted.

Stained Soil or Pavement

A relatively limited area of concrete stained with oil is present adjacent to
the drums within the canopy area in the northwest corner of the Subject
Property. This is considered to be a de mimimus condition. Typical oil
staining (also de minimus) was also observed in several interior and
exterior areas of the Subject Property (asphalt and concrete paved
surfaces).

Stains or Corrosion

None observed.

Chemical Storage Tanks

Two 11,000-gallon refrigerated nitrogen above-ground storage tanks are
located along the northern exterior of the structure. These are not
considered to be recognized environmental conditions.

Stressed Vegetation

None observed.

Unidentified Substance Containers

None observed.

7.5 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the current use of the Subject
Property during the Subject Property reconnaissance. In addition, no current uses of the adjoining
properties or properties in the surrounding area that were visually and/or physically observed during
the Subject Property reconnaissance were noted as recognized environmental conditions to the Subject

Property.
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8.0 INTERVIEWS

8.1 Subject Property Owner

The Subject Property is currently owned and managed by First Industrial Realty Trust (owner since
2008). The owner is unaware of environmental concerns in connection with the Subject Property.

8.2 Key Site Manager

The Subject Property owner is also considered to be the Key Site Manager. Please refer to Section 8.1
above.

8.3 Current Occupants

The Subject Property is currently occupied by BAS Recycling, Inc. A representative of the tenant was
interviewed during the Subject Property reconnaissance and is unaware of environmental concerns in
connection with the Subject Property.

8.4 Local Government Official

During the preparation of this assessment, public records clerks from the City of Moreno Valley, State
of California and Riverside County were contacted by our firm regarding the Subject Property. Agency
representatives indicated that public records requests should be conducted in order to obtain
information known by the agencies regarding the Subject Property. Public records requests were
completed by our firm as described in Section 5.3.

8.5 Other Parties

Interviews with other persons were not conducted during the preparation of this assessment. As stated
in the ASTM E1527-21 practice, interviews with past owners, operators and occupants of a subject
property who are likely to have material information regarding the potential for contamination at a
given property shall be conducted to the extent that they have been identified and that the information
likely to be obtained is not duplicative of information already obtained from other sources. Interviews
with persons with past association with the Subject Property were not deemed warranted during the
completion of this assessment.

8.6 Summary Relative to Environmental Concerns

No recognized environmental conditions were noted in connection with the interviews completed
during the assessment.
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9.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES - NON-SCOPE ASTM CONSIDERATIONS

Several non-scope ASTM considerations are referenced in the ASTM E1527-21 practice that a user of
a report may wish to evaluate. Listed considerations in the practice include asbestos-containing
building materials, biological agents, cultural and historic resources, ecological resources, endangered
species, health and safety, indoor air quality (unrelated to releases of hazardous substances or
petroleum products into the environment), industrial hygiene, lead-based paint, lead in drinking water,
mold, radon, regulatory compliance and wetlands. No implication is intended by the practice as to the
relative importance of inquiry into such non-scope considerations, and the list of considerations is not
intended to be all-inclusive.

Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint — An asbestos and lead-based paint survey has been prepared and
submitted to the client under separate cover. No asbestos was identified and minimal lead-based paint
identified was in fair to good condition and does not require abatement prior to future demolition
activities.

Landmark/Historical/Cultural Significance Review - Archeological/cultural and paleontological
assessments of the Subject Property have been completed concurrently with this Phase | ESA. The
results of the studies have been provided to the client under separate cover. No significant findings
were reported.

Lead in Drinking Water - According to the most recent water quality report prepared by the Eastern
Municipal Water District, the drinking water supplied to the area is in compliance with all Federal and
State regulations.

National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) — The Subject Property has been subject
to the California State Water Resources Control Board general NPDES permit for industrial activities
since 2012. There have been no reported incidents of substantial noncompliance associated with the
Subject Property. Reported violations were administrative in nature and did not pertain to releases or
other potential contamination. The current notice of intent for permitted activities was filed by Lakin
Tire West LLC/BAS Recycling in July 2021.

PFAS — There are no historical or current Subject Property or adjoining property uses that are
indicative of scenarios where releases of such compounds have occurred.

Pipelines — Based on a review of the National Pipeline Mapping System. No pipelines used for the
conveyance of oil, gas or other hazardous substances are present at the Subject Property. A natural gas
pipeline is mapped just south of the Subject Property.

Radon Potential - The Subject Property is located within United States EPA Radon Zone 2 which has
predicted average indoor levels of radon between 2 and 4 picocuries per liter. Radon is not considered
to be a concern at the Subject Property.

Wellfield/Groundwater Protection Areas — The Subject Property is not situated in a known
wellfield/groundwater protection area.

Wetlands and Threatened/Endangered Species - A biological assessment of the Subject Property
has been completed concurrently with this Phase | ESA. The results of the study have been provided
to the client under separate cover. No wetlands were noted at the Subject Property and no significant
biological findings were reported.

No other additional services were completed by our firm during the preparation of this assessment.
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10.0 FINDINGS AND OPINIONS
No features and/or conditions indicating the presence or likely presence of hazardous substances and/or

petroleum products at the Subject Property that are considered to have the potential to adversely impact
the Subject Property were identified during the completion of this assessment.
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11.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

We have performed a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM International Practice E1527-21 of the Subject Property located at 14050 Day
Street in the City of Moreno Valley, California (Riverside County APN 297-130-036). Any exceptions
to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.5 of this report. This assessment has
revealed no evidence of recognized environmental conditions, controlled recognized environmental
conditions or historical recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Subject Property.
Additional assessment at the Subject Property is not considered to be warranted at this time.
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12.0 ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL STATEMENT

| declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, 1 meet the definition of
environmental professional as defined in Section 312.10 of 40 CFR. | have the specific qualifications
based on education, training, and experience to assess a property of the nature, history, and setting of
the Subject Property. | have developed and performed all appropriate inquiries in conformance with
the standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312. Qualifications of personnel involved with the
completion of this report are included in Appendix F.

(o whe

Daniel Weis, R.E.H.S.
Environmental Manager
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13.0 ASSUMPTIONS

No Phase | ESA effort can eliminate uncertainty regarding the potential for recognized environmental
conditions to exist in connection with a given property. Performance of the ASTM E1527-21 practice
may reduce such uncertainty but in no way should the findings and report be misconstrued as insurance
or a guarantee regarding the potential for recognized environmental conditions in connection with a
given property. The ASTM E1527-21 practice recognizes reasonable limits of time and cost relative
to the completion of a Phase | ESA.

During the completion of this ESA, our firm relied on certain information obtained from secondary
sources, including but not limited to the user of the report, government agencies, historical research
business entities, environmental databases, and interviews with one or more persons. The sources
obtained and/or consulted are assumed to be reliable. However, our firm cannot warranty or guarantee
that the information provided by these other sources is wholly accurate or complete. Our firm is not
responsible for any misrepresentations or false statements that may be provided by others or the lack
of pertinent/relevant information that should have been provided/disclosed by others and we assume
no responsibility for any consequence as a result of such omissions or withheld information.

Accuracy and completeness of records varies among information sources, including from
governmental agencies. As a result, there is a possibility that even with the proper application of the
methodologies presented in ASTM E1527-21, conditions may exist that could not be identified within
the scope of this assessment or which were not reasonably identifiable from the available information.
In addition, any responses received from Federal, State, Tribal, and local regulatory agency secondary
sources of information after the issuance of this report may change certain findings and conclusions of
this report.

Estimations and opinions regarding the potential for off-site properties to adversely impact a given
subject property is one of the key components of a Phase | ESA. In most cases, recent property-specific
or adjacent-property specific measured groundwater data or other hydrogeological information is not
reasonably ascertainable. In the absence of such data, reasonable assumptions regarding the depth and
flow of groundwater are made based on various sources including comparisons to surface elevations,
land topography and available hydrogeological on the State of California Geotracker database. In
addition, estimations and opinions regarding potential impacts from off-site locations may be based on
certain assumptions that a hazardous substance or petroleum product may not migrate laterally within
unsaturated soil for a substantial distance and that contaminants that have reached saturated soil and
groundwater may attenuate over time and/or may decrease in concentration relative to distance from
its source. While any interpretations presented herein may be effective in reducing uncertainty
regarding potential impacts to a subject property from off-site locations, in no way should the findings
and report be misconstrued as insurance or a guarantee regarding the potential for such impacts to
occur. Greater certainty regarding subsurface conditions at a given property can only be achieved by
way of a subsurface sampling effort of one or more media.
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14.0 DEFINITIONS

Definitions of key terminology relevant to the ASTM E1527-21 practice are presented below.

Recognized Environmental Condition - The presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances
or petroleum products in, on, or at a property: (1) due to any release to the environment; (2) under
conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat
of a future release to the environment.

Controlled Recognized Environmental Condition - A recognized environmental condition resulting
from a past release of hazardous substances or petroleum products that has been addressed to the
satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority (for example, as evidenced by the issuance of a no
further action letter or equivalent, or meeting risk-based criteria established by regulatory authority),
with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to remain in place subject to the
implementation of required controls (for example, property use restrictions, activity and use
limitations, institutional controls, or engineering controls).

Data Failure - A failure to achieve the historical research objectives as outlined in the ASTM E1527-
21 practice even after reviewing the standard historical sources that are reasonably ascertainable and
likely to be useful. Data failure is one type of data gap.

Data Gap - A lack of or inability to obtain information required by this practice despite good faith
efforts by the environmental professional to gather such information. Data gaps may result from
incompleteness in any of the activities required by the ASTM E1527-21 practice, including, but not
limited to site reconnaissance (for example, an inability to conduct the site visit), and interviews (for
example, an inability to interview the key site manager, regulatory officials, etc.). Data gaps are only
considered to be significant if they affect the ability of the environmental professional to identify
recognized environmental conditions.

De Minimis Condition - A condition that generally does not present a threat to human health or the
environment and that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the
attention of appropriate governmental agencies. Conditions determined to be de minimis conditions
are not recognized environmental conditions nor controlled recognized environmental conditions.

Environment - (A) the navigable waters, the waters of the contiguous zone, and the ocean waters of
which the natural resources are under the exclusive management authority of the United States under
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act [16 U.S.C. 88 1801 et seq.], and
(B) any other surface water, groundwater, drinking water supply, land surface or subsurface strata, or
ambient air within the United States or under the jurisdiction of the United States.

Good Faith - The absence of any intention to seek an unfair advantage or to defraud another party; an
honest and sincere intention to fulfill one’s obligations in the conduct or transaction concerned.

Hazardous Substance - Includes hazardous substances designated under section 311 of the Clean
Water Act (CWA) or Section 102 of CERCLA, any toxic pollutant listed under Section 307(a) of the
CWA, any waste that has been listed as a RCRA hazardous waste or possesses a RCRA hazardous
waste characteristic, any substance that is identified as a hazardous pollutant under Section 112 of the
Clean Air Act (CAA), and any imminently hazardous chemical that EPA has taken action pursuant to
Section 7 of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA).

Historical Recognized Environmental Condition - A past release of any hazardous substances or
petroleum products that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority or
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meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory authority, without subjecting the property
in question to any required controls (for example, property use restrictions, activity and use limitations,
institutional controls, or engineering controls).

Petroleum Exclusion — While the definition of a CERCLA hazardous substance specifically excludes
petroleum products and crude oil, the EPA has determined that the petroleum exclusion applies to
petroleum products such as gasoline and other fuels containing lead, benzene or other hazardous
substances that are normally added during the refining process. Notwithstanding the existence of the
petroleum exclusion, petroleum products are included within the scope of the ASTM E1527-21
practice for multiple reasons. Petroleum products have historically been widely used at commercial
properties. In addition, other federal and state laws may impose liability for releases or spills of
petroleum products.

Reasonably Ascertainable Information - Information that is (1) publicly available, (2) obtainable
from its source within reasonable time and cost constraints and (3) practically reviewable.

Release or Threatened Release - Spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying,
discharging, injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping or disposing into the environment (including the
abandonment or discarding of barrels, containers and other closed receptacles containing any
hazardous substance, or pollutant or contaminant).
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15.0 REFERENCES

Sources of information consulted during the completion of our Phase | ESA are noted in the sections
below.
15.1 Documents, Plans and Reports

e All Appropriate Inquiry” as necessary to satisfy the defenses available under 42 U.S.C. 88
9607(b)(3), 9607(r)(1), and 9607(q), relying on definitions provided at 42 U.S.C. 88
9601(35)(B); and as further explained in 40 CFR 8§ 312.1 — 312.31.

e ASTM International, "Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment Process,” ASTM Designation E 1527-21, 2021

e California Geological Survey, 2002, California Geomorphic Provinces Note 36, Electronic
Copy, Revised December.

e California State Water Resources Control Board, Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana
River Basin (8), California, Published 2008.

e ERIS Database Report dated December 29, 2021.

e ERIS City Directory Report dated January 4, 2022.

e Prior environmental reports noted in Section 4.10.

e USGS topographic map, Riverside East, California Quadrangle (2018).

15.2 Personal Communications

e Public Records Clerks — City of Moreno Valley, County of Riverside and State of California

15.3 Agencies Consulted
e California Department of Conservation, Geologic Energy Management Division (CalGEM)
e California Department of Toxic Substances Control
e California State Water Resources Control Board
e City of Moreno Valley
e County of Riverside
e United States EPA
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FIGURE 2
SITE PLAN
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FIGURE 3
TOPOGRAPHIC MAP
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APPENDIX A
USER PROVIDED INFORMATION
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AND TITLE mcm<m<

14050 DAY STREET
_Zomm_zo_ VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

—THERE 1S NO VISIBLE EVIDENCE OF CEMETERIES ON SUBJECT PROPERTY.

—ALL MEASURED AND RECORDED DIMENSIONS ARE THE SAME UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.

—AT THE TIME OF SURVEY NO EVIDENCE OF RECENT EARTH MOVING WORK, BUILDING CONSTRUCTION OR
ADDITIONS WERE OBSERVED.

—~NO RECENT CHANGES IN STREET RIGHTS—OF—WAY WERE OBSERVED AT THE TIME OF SURVEY.

—THE BOUNDARY DATA AND TITLE MATTERS AS SHOWN HEREON HAVE BEEN DEVELOPED FROM THE
REFERENCED TITLE REPORT, ONLY.

—THE RELATIVE POSITIONAL ACCURACY OF CALLED OUT IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN ON THE SURVEY IS WITHIN
+/— 0.1

lmo<mz>z.q.m CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS, TERMS AGREEMENTS AND MATTERS LISTED HEREON CONTAIN
NUMEROQUS ITEMS THAT AFFECT THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, CONTENTS MUST BE REVIEWED TO DISCERN
SPECIFICS.

—JRN CIVIL ENGINEERS ASSUMES NO LIABILITY FOR THE ACCURACY OR COMPLETENESS OF ANY THIRD PARTY
INFORMATION REFERENCED OR REPRESENTED HEREON, ANY OF SAID INFORMATION SHOWN HEREON HAS BEEN
PROVIDED FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY.

—AS OUTLINED IN SECTION 8770.6 OF THE BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL CODE "THE USE OF THE WORD
"CERTIFY” OR "CERTIFICATION” BY A LICENSED LAND SURVEYOR OR REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER IN THE
PRACTICE OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING OR LAND SURVEYING OR THE PREPARATION OF MAPS, PLATS,
REPORTS, DESCRIPTIONS, OR OTHER SURVEYING DOCUMENTS ONLY CONSTITUTES AN EXPRESSION OF
PROFESSIONAL OPINION REGARDING THOSE FACTS OR FINDINGS WHICH ARE THE SUBJECT OF THE
CERTIFICATION, AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A WARRANTY OR GUARANTEE, EITHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED. ”
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FLOOD NOTE:

*X” PER FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
MAP NO. 06507 4002 B RECORDED APRIL 17, 1993.

ZONE -

A

ZONE "X” DENOTES AREAS SUBJECT TO MINIMAL FLOODING

THE ABOVE STATEMENT IS FOR INFORMATION ONLY AND THIS SURVEYOR
ASSUMES NO LIABILITY FOR THE CORRECTNESS OF THE CITED MAP(S). IN
ADDITION, THE ABOVE STATEMENT DOES NOT REPRESENT THIS SURVEYOR'S

OPINION OF THE PROBABILITY OF FLOODING.
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STATEMENT OF ENCROACHMENTS:

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING IS A LISTING OF OBSERVED IMPROVEMENTS THAT
CROSS PROPERTY LINES, STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP OR POSSESSION IS
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PARKING REQUIREMENT — MANUFACTURING USES: 1 STALL PER 500 S.F. OF Qu.y
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT: 1 STALL PER 350 S.F. OF GFA. WAREHOUSE AND
DISTRIBUTION: 1 STALL PER 1,000 S.F. OF GFA FOR THE FIRST 20,000 S.F.; 1 STALL
PER EACH 2,000 S.F. OF GFA FOR THE SECOND 20,000 S.F.; 1 STALL PER EACH -
4,000 S.F. OF GFA FOR AREAS IN EXCESS OF THE INITIAL 40,000 S.F. _

ALL SITE RESTRICTIONS WERE OBTAINED PER THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY A_u_.>zz_zo

DEPARTMENT). ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING ZONE DEFINITIONS OR _z._.mm_umm.;._._n.zm
SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO:

PHONE NUMBER — (951) 413-3206 w m
_
*ZONING AND RESTRICTIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE OBTAINED BY A GENERAL REQUEST
AT THE PUBLIC COUNTER OF THE ABOVE NAMED DEPARTMENT. NO REPRESENTATION

IS MADE FOR THE ACCURACY OR COMPLETENESS OF SAID THIRD PARTY _z_..omzi

THIS FIRM IS NOT AN EXPERT IN THE INTERPRETATION OF COMPLEX ZONING |
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION: | |G| 8
PARCEL "3" AS SHOWN ON PARCEL MAP WAIVER/ CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE #2114 RECORDED JUNE | — | &
23, 1995 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 204095, OF OFFICIAL RECORDS OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY CALIFORNIA ALSO | &
DESCRIBED IN THE DOCUMENT AS FOLLOWS: il B
_ . | &
THAT PORTION OF LOT 2 OF BLOCK 13 OF THE ALESSANDRO TRACT, AS SHOWN BY MAP ON FILE IN = e
BOOK 6 PAGE(S) 13 OF MAPS, RECORDS OF SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, DESCRIBED AS Lt | R
FOLLOWS: el
>
COMMENCING AT A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 2 ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THE

NORTHERLY RECTANGULAR 60.00 FEET CONVEYED TO THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE IN

INSTRUMENT RECORDED JUNE 18, 1971 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 65695 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS,

SAID POINT ALSO SHOWN AS THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT AND DESCRIBED WITH A "FOUND 1"
LLP. AND PLASTIC PLUG RCE 13116..." ON FILE IN BOOK 84 PAGE 1 OF RECORDS OF SURVEY, RECORDS
OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA;

THENCE SOUTH 88 DEGREES 42' 32" WEST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT AS SHOWN .ON SAID
RECORD OF SURVEY A DISTANCE OF 1325.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE .CENTERLINE OF DAY STREET AS
SHOWN ON SAID RECORD OF SURVEY, SAID POINT BEING ON THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 2;

THENCE SOUTH O DEGREES 11" 45" WEST ALONG SAID CENTERLINE OF DAY STREET, A

DISTANCE OF 619.70 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THIS DESCRIPTION;

THENCE NORTH 88 DEGREES 43’ 24" EAST A DISTANCE OF 610.21 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 01 DEGREES 11° 00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 613.83 FEET TO A POINT >_.ozo

THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 2;

THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 44’ 11" WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE A DISTANCE OF 624.81 v
FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2, ALSO LYING ON THE CENTERLINE OF DAY STREET;
THENCE NORTH 00 DEGREES 11’ 45" EAST ALONG THE SAID CENTERLINE OF DAY STREET A

DISTANCE OF 602.98 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING AND THE END OF THIS DESCRIPTION.

APN: Mm.wld 30-036-3

ITEMS CORRESPONDING TO mOI 9]

"B”:

BY: FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY ORDER NO: NCS-326963~SA1
S FIRST AMERICAN WAY TITLE OFFICER: GARY WARD
SANTA ANA, CA 92707 - DATED: NOVEMBER 6, 2007

(714) 250-8405

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE FOUND IN SAID COMMITMENT AND ARE REFERENCED ON THIS MAP.
COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS, TERMS AGREEMENTS AND MATTERS LISTED HEREON CONTAIN

NUMEROUS ITEMS THAT AFFECT THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, CONTENTS MUST BE REVIEWED TO DISCERN
SPECIFICS.

RIGHTS OF THE PUBLIC IN AND TO THAT PORTION OF THE LAND LYING WITHIN PUBLIC m0>_.um.
THIS _._.mz AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND IS SHOWN HEREON.

AN EASEMENT FOR PIPELINE AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES RECORDED JUNE 5, 1948 AS BOOK m3
PAGE 345 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND IS
APPROXIMATELY PLOTTED HEREON.

AN EASEMENT FOR PIPELINE AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES RECORDED JANUARY 10, 1958 AS BOOK
2205, PAGE 147 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS. THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND HAS
BEEN APPROXIMATELY PLOTTED HEREON.

COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS AND EASEMENTS RECORDED JANUARY 7, 1971 AS
INSTRUMENT NO. 1391 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, IS
BLANKET IN NATURE AND IS NOT PLOTTED HEREON.

AN EASEMENT FOR ROAD, UTILITY AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES mmoomcmc MARCH 15, 1971 AS
INSTRUMENT NO. 25666 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND
IS PLOTTED HEREON.

AN EASEMENT FOR UNDERGROUND ELECTRICAL SUPPLY AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS AND
INCIDENTAL PURPOSES RECORDED APRIL 17, 1972 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 72--49502 OF OFFICIAL
RECORDS. THIS ITEM DOES NOT AFFECT THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND IT IS NOT PLOTTED
HEREON.

AN EASEMENT FOR PUBLIC HIGHWAY, UTILITY, SERVICE FACILITY AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES

CALIFORNIA 92672

(949) 248-4685 FAX (949) 248-4687

232 AVENIDA FABRICANTE, SUITE 107

SAN  CLEMENTE,

RECORDED JUNE 23, 1995 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 204096 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM
"AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND .IS PLOTTED HEREON.

THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED *AGREEMENT CONTAINING
COVENANTS AFFECTING RELA PROPERTY" RECORDED JUNE 23, 1995 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 204097

OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, IS BLANKET IN NATURE AND
IS NOT PLOTTED HEREON.

COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS AND EASEMENTS RECORDED JUNE 23, 1995 AS
INSTRUMENT NO. 204098 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. THIS ITEM AFFECTS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, IS
BLANKET IN NATURE AND IS NOT PLOTTED HEREON.

ITEMS #S SHOWN HEREON ARE STATED AS EXCEPTIONS ON ABOVE REFERENCED COMMITMENT. NO
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE COMPLETENESS, ACCURACY, OR CONTENT OF SAID REPORT IS ASSUMED BY THIS
MAP.

FIRST INDUSTRIAL ACQUISITIONS, INC., ITS SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS, FIRST INDUSTRIAL TRUST, INC.,

FIRST INDUSTRIAL, L.P., FIRST INDUSTRIAL INVESTMENT, INC. AND FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE
COMPANY.

| AM A REGISTERED SURVEYOR OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA AND | HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ON THE 18TH
DAY. OF DECEMBER, 2007,

on AN ACCURATE, "AS—BUILT" ON THE GROUND mc_m<m< ENTITLED "ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE
SURVEY” (THE "SURVEY") OF THE PREMISES (THE "PROPERTY") KNOWN BY STREET
ADDRESS 14050 DAY STREET, MORENO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, WAS CONDUCTED UNDER MY
DIRECTION ACCORDING TO LOCAL PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES;

(b) THE SURVEY AND THE INFORMATION, COURSES AND DISTANCES SHOWN THEREON ARE
CORRECT AND THE BOUNDARY LINES OF PROPERTY “CLOSE" BY ENGINEERING
STANDARDS;

(¢) ALL MONUMENTS SHOWN ON THE SURVEY ACTUALLY EXIST, AND THE LOCATION, SIZE
AND TYPE OF MATERIALS THEREOF ARE CORRECTLY SHOWN;

(d) THE TITLE LINES AND LINES OF ACTUAL POSSESSION OF THE PROPERTY ARE THE SAME;

(e) THE SIZE, LOCATION AND TYPE OF ALL BUILDINGS AND VISIBLE OR REASONABLY
ASCERTAINABLE IMPROVEMENTS, IF ANY, ON THE PROPERTY ARE SHOWN ON THE
SURVEY;

(f) v THE PROPERTY HAS DIRECT ACCESS TO DAY STREET WHICH IS DEDICATED, BY WAY OF
EASEMENT, A PUBLIC WAY;

{9) THERE ARE NO APPARENT EASEMENTS, RIGHTS—OF—WAY, OLD HIGHWAYS OR ABANDONED
ROADS, LANES OR DRIVEWAYS AFFECTING THE PROPERTY APPEARING FROM A CAREFUL
PHYSICAL INSPECTION OF THE SAME, OTHER THAN THOSE SHOWN AND DEPICTED ON THE
SURVEY OR THOSE WHICH MAY BE DISCOVERED BY A COMPLETE TITLE EXAM OF THE
SUBJECT PROPERTY;

(h) THERE ARE NO VISIBLE BOUNDARY LINE CONFLICTS OR SHORTAGES IN AREA;

(i) THE LOCATION AND DIMENSION OF ALL RECORDED EASEMENTS AND ANY OTHER
EXCEPTIONS TO THE EXTENT THEY CAN BE LOCATED, ALL AS NOTED IN TITLE COMPANY
COMMITMENT NO. NCS—326963—-SA1, AND DATED NOVEMBER 6, 2007, ISSUED BY FIRST
AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY AND ALL RECORDED SET—BACK LINES, HAVE BEEN
CORRECTLY PLATTED OR NOTED ON THE SURVEY;

§) EXCEPT AS SHOWN ON THE SURVEY THERE ARE NO VISIBLE OR REASONABLY
ASCERTAINABLE - IMPROVEMENTS ON THE PROPERTY ENCROACHING UPON ANY EASEMENT,
RIGHTS—0OF—WAY OR ADJACENT LAND OR ENCROACHMENTS OF MVISIBLE OR REASONABLY
ASCERTAINABLE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED ON ADJACENT LAND UPON THE PROPERTY;

ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEY | _J RN CIVIL ENGINEERS

14050 DAY STREET
MORENO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA
FIRST INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES

CLIENT

ADDRESS

BJK
JLM

BY:

.

DRAWN BY
CHKD.

(k) THERE ARE NO CEMETERIES OR BURYING GROUND OBSERVED ON THE PROPERTY;
) THE SURVEY SHOWS THE LOCATION OF ANY VISIBLE TELEPHONE, TELEGRAPH, ELECTRIC
OR OTHER POWER LINES, WIRES AND POLES ON THE PROPERTY;
(m) THE SURVEY SHOWS THE LOCATION OF ALL FACILITIES OR DITCHES FOR SURFACE
DRAINAGE LOCATED ON THE PROPERTY;
(n) THE PROPERTY DOES NOT LIE WITHIN ANY FLOOD HAZARD AREAS IN ACCORDANCE WITH
ANY MAPS OR PUBLICATIONS OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT OR THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY;
(o) THE PROPERTY CONSTITUTES A SEPARATE TAX LOT AND NONE OF WHICH CONSTITUTES
A PORTION OF ANY OTHER TAX LOT;
(p) THE PROPERTY IS A SEPARATELY SUBDIVIDED TRACT; .
(a) ALL UTILITIES FOR THE OPERATION OF THE PROPERTY ARE AVAILABLE AT THE LOT
LINES, ENTER SAID TRACT THROUGH ADJOINING PUBLIC STREETS AND DO NOT RUN
THROUGH OR UNDER ANY BUILDINGS OR IMPROVEMENTS;
(r ALL SETBACK LINES, PARKING SPACES, AND FLOOR AREA RATIOS APPLICABLE TO THE
PROPERTY UNDER APPLICASLE ZONING ORDINANCES ARE PROPERLY SHOWN ON THE -
SURVEY AND THERE ARE NO APPARENT VIOLATIONS OF SETBACKS, PARKING ol~
REQUIREMENTS AND FLOOR AREA RATIOS APPLICABLE TO THE PROPERTY UNDER | o
APPLICABLE ZONING ORDINANCES WITH REFERENCE TO THE LOCATION OF ALL BUILDINGS,
STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS SITUATED ON THE PROPERTY; NN
(s) THE SURVEY SHOWS ALL DRIVEWAYS OR OTHER CURB CUTS ALONG ANY STREET OR 1] V@)
ALLEY UPON WHICH THE LAND ABUTS; 1~
(t) THE SURVEY SHOWS THE LOCATION AND NAME OF ALL PUBLIC AND PRIVATE STREETS 2 N
OR ALLEYS LOCATED THEREON OR ADJACENT THERETO, ALL OF WHICH ARE PUBLIC - |
UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED; AND
() EXCEPT AS SHOWN ON THE SURVEY, THE PROPERTY DOES NOT, AS IT APPEARS ON THE | T
LAND, BY MEANS OF VISUAL INSPECTION, SERVE ANY ADJOINING PROPERTY FOR wl |
DRAINAGE, UTILITIES OR INGRESS OR EGRESS. = | w
| FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THIS MAP OR PLAT AND THE SURVEY ON WHICH IT IS BASED WERE MADE IN % N.
ACCORDANCE WITH "MINIMUM STANDARD DETAIL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEYS,” nlo
JOINTLY ESTABLISHED AND ADOPTED BY ALTA AND NSPS IN 2005, AND INCLUDES ITEMS 2, 3, 4, 6, 7,
8, 9, 10, 11(a), 13, 14, 16, 17 AND 18 OF TABLE A PURSUANT TO THE ACCURACY STANDARDS AS
ADOPTED BY ALTA AND NSPS AND IN EFFECT ON THE DATE OF THIS CERTIFICATION, UNDERSIGNED
FURTHER CERTIFIES THAT IN MY PROFESSIONAL OPINION AS A LAND SURVEYOR REGISTERED IN THE STATE
OF CALIFORNIA, THE RELATIVE POSITIONAL ACCURACY OF THIS SURVEY DOES NOT EXCEED THAT WHICH IS
SPECIFIED THEREIN. S vy
_L_Il_ L
Ll
I
U

9730

FILE NO.
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Project Property:

Project No:
Report Type:
Order No:
Requested by:

Date Completed:

14050 Day Street
14050 Day Street
Moreno Valley CA 92553

Database Report
21122800480

Weis Environmental, LLC
December 29, 2021
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Notice: IMPORTANT LIMITATIONS and YOUR LIABILITY

Reliance on information in Report: This report DOES NOT replace a full Phase | Environmental Site Assessment but is solely intended to be used as
database review of environmental records.

License for use of information in Report: No page of this report can be used without this cover page, this notice and the project property identifier.
The information in Report(s) may not be modified or re-sold.

Your Liability for misuse: Using this Service and/or its reports in a manner contrary to this Notice or your agreement will be in breach of copyright and
contract and ERIS may obtain damages for such mis-use, including damages caused to third parties, and gives ERIS the right to terminate your account,
rescind your license to any previous reports and to bar you from future use of the Service.

No warranty of Accuracy or Liability for ERIS: The information contained in this report has been produced by ERIS Information Inc. ("ERIS") using
various sources of information, including information provided by Federal and State government departments. The report applies only to the address and
up to the date specified on the cover of this report, and any alterations or deviation from this description will require a new report. This report and the
data contained herein does not purport to be and does not constitute a guarantee of the accuracy of the information contained herein and does not
constitute a legal opinion nor medical advice. Although ERIS has endeavored to present you with information that is accurate, ERIS disclaims, any and
all liability for any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies in such information and data, whether attributable to inadvertence, negligence or otherwise, and for
any consequences arising therefrom. Liability on the part of ERIS is limited to the monetary value paid for this report.

Trademark and Copyright: You may not use the ERIS trademarks or attribute any work to ERIS other than as outlined above. This Service and Report
(s) are protected by copyright owned by ERIS Information Inc. Copyright in data used in the Service or Report(s) (the "Data") is owned by ERIS or its
licensors. The Service, Report(s) and Data may not be copied or reproduced in whole or in any substantial part without prior written consent of ERIS.
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Executive Summary

Property Information:

Project Property: 14050 Day Street
14050 Day Street Moreno Valley CA 92553

Project No:

Coordinates:

Latitude: 33.91414097
Longitude: -117.27770799
UTM Northing: 3,752,670.88
UTM Easting: 474,328.46
UTM Zone: 11S
Elevation: 1,553 FT
Order Information:
Order No: 21122800480
Date Requested: December 28, 2021
Requested by: Weis Environmental, LLC
Report Type: Database Report
Historicals/Products:
City Directory Search CD - 1 Street Search
ERIS Xplorer ERIS Xplorer
Excel Add-On Excel Add-On

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Executive Summary: Report Summary

Database Searched Search Project Within 0.125mi 0.25mito  0.50mi to Total
Radius Property 0.12mi to 0.25mi  0.50mi 1.00mi

Standard Environmental Records

Federal
DOE FUSRAP Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
NPL Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROPOSED NPL Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
DELETED NPL Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
SEMS Y 05 0 0 0 0 . 0
SEMS ARCHIVE Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
oDl Y 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
CERCLIS Y 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
|OoDI Y 05 0 0 0 0 ; 0
CERCLIS NFRAP Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
CERCLIS LIENS Y PO 0 - - - - 0
RCRA CORRACTS Y L 0 0 0 0 0 0
RCRA TSD Y 0.5 0 0 0 2 ) 2
RCRA LQG Y 0.25 0 1 0 . . 1
RCRA SQG Y 0.25 0 0 3 ; ) 3
RCRA VSQG Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
RCRA NON GEN Y 025 4 4 7 - - 15
RCRA CONTROLS Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
FED ENG Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
FED INST Y 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
LUCIS Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
ERNS 1982 TO 1986 Y PO 0 - - - - 0
ERNS 1987 TO 1989 Y PO 0 - - - - 0
ERNS Y PO 0 - - - - 0
FED BROWNFIELDS Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
FEMA UST Y 025 0 0 0 - . 0
ERP Y 0.25 0 0 0 ; . 0

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Database Searched Search Project Within 0.125mi 0.25mito  0.50mi to Total

Radius Property 0.12mi to 0.25mi  0.50mi 1.00mi
HIST GAS STATIONS v 0-25 0 0 0 i i 0
REEN Y 025 0 0 0 . . 0
BULK TERMINAL Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
SEMS LIEN Y PO 0 - - - - 0
SUPERFUND ROD Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
State
RESPONSE Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
ENVIROSTOR Y 1 0 0 1 1 0 2
DELISTED ENVS Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
SWFILF Y 05 0 0 0 0 ; 0
SWRCB SWF Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
HWP Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
SWAT Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
C&D DEBRIS RECY Y 0.5 3 0 0 1 - 4
RECYCLING Y 0.5 0 0 4 2 - 6
PROCESSORS v 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
CONTAINER RECY Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
LDS Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 _ 0
LUST Y 05 0 0 3 3 . 6
DELISTED LST Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
USsT Y 0.25 0 1 0 - - 1
UST CLOSURE Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
HHSS Y 0.25 0 0 2 - _ 2
UST SWEEPS Y 0.25 0 0 2 - - 2
AST Y 0.25 0 0 0 - _ 0
AST SWRCB Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
TANK OIL GAS Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
DELISTED TNK Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
CERS TANK Y 025 0 2 0 - - 2
DELISTED CTNK Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
HIST TANK Y 025 0 0 2 - - 2
LUR v 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
CALSITES Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
HLUR Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Database Searched Search Project Within 0.125mi 0.25mito  0.50mi to Total

Radius Property 0.12mi to 0.25mi 0.50mi 1.00mi
DEED Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 ) 0
VCP Y 0.5 0 0 1 0 R 1
CLEANUP SITES Y 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
DELISTED COUNTY Y 025 0 2 3 - . 5
Tribal
INDIAN LUST Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
INDIAN UST Y 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0
DELISTED ILST v 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
DELISTED IUST v 025 0 0 0 - - 0
County
LOP RIVERSIDE v 0.5 0 0 3 3 - 6
UST RIVERSIDE v 0.25 0 1 0 - - 1
Additional Environmental Records
Federal
FINDS/FRS Y PO 1 - - - - 1
TRIS Y PO 0 - - ; ) 0
PFAS TRI v 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
PFAS NPL Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
PFAS WATER Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
PFAS SSEHRI v 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
HMIRS Y 0.125 0 0 - . . 0
NCDL Y 0.125 0 0 - _ R 0
TSCA Y 0.125 0 0 - - - 0
HIST TSCA Y 0125 0 0 - - - 0
FTTS ADMIN v PO 0 | : - - 0
FTTS INSP v PO 0 | - . - 0
PRP Y PO 0 - - ; . 0
SCRD DRYCLEANER v b 0 0 0 0 - 0
ICIS Y PO 0 - - ; } 0
FED DRYCLEANERS v 0.25 0 0 0 . : 0
DELISTED FED DRY v 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0
FUDS Y 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
FORMER NIKE Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Y PO 0 - - - - 0

PIPELINE INCIDENT

_ erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Database Searched Search Project Within 0.125mi 0.25mito  0.50mi to Total

Radius Property 0.12mi to 0.25mi 0.50mi 1.00mi
MLTS Y PO 0 - - ; ) 0
HIST MLTS v PO 0 - - - - 0
MINES Y 0.25 0 0 0 ; ) 0
SMCRA Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
MRDS Y 1 0 0 0 0 3 3
URANIUM Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
ALT FUELS v 0. 0 0 0 - - 0
SSTS Y 0.25 0 0 0 _ B 0
PCB Y 05 0 0 0 0 - 0
State
DRYCLEANERS Y 0.25 0 0 0 - - o
DELISTED DRYCLEANERS v 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0
DRYC GRANT Y 025 0 0 0 - - 0
PFAS Y 05 0 0 0 0 . o
PFAS GW Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
HWSS CLEANUP Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
DTSC HWE Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
INSP COMP ENF Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
SCH Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
CHMIRS Y PO 0 - - ; ; 0
HIST CHMIRS Y PO 0 - - - - 0
HAZNET v PO 2 : - - - 2
HIST MANIFEST Y PO 0 - - - - 0
HW TRANSPORT v 0125 0 0 - - - 0
WASTE TIRE Y PO 1 - - - - 1
MEDICAL WASTE v 0.25 0 0 0 - . 0
HIST CORTESE Y 0.5 0 0 0 0 - 0
CDO/CAO Y 05 0 0 0 0 ; o
CERS HAZ v 0.125 1 1 - - . »
DELISTED HAZ Y 0.5 0 0 0 1 - 1
GEOTRACKER Y 0125 0 0 - - - 0
MINE Y 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
LIEN Y PO 0 - - ; ; 0
WASTE DISCHG Y 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0
Y 0.25 0 6 9 . . 5

EMISSIONS

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Database Searched Search Project Within 0.125mi 0.25mito  0.50mi to Total
Radius Property 0.12mi to 0.25mi  0.50mi 1.00mi
Y 0.125 0 0 - - -
coL 0
Tribal No Tribal additional environmental record sources available for this State.
County
Y 0.125 1 3 - - -
HWG RIVERSIDE 4
Y 0.125 - - -
HZH RIVERSIDE ! 3 4
Y 0.25 0 0 0 - -
MED WST RIVERSIDE 0
Y PO 0 - - - -
RMP RIVERSIDE 0
Total: 15 24 40 13 4 96

* PO — Property Only
*'Property and adjoining properties' database search radii are set at 0.25 miles.
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Executive Summary: Site Report Summary - Project Property

Map DB
Key
1 HZH
- RIVERSIDE
1 HWG
- RIVERSIDE
1 FINDS/FRS
1 HAZNET
1 HAZNET
1 FUDS
1 CERS
- HAZ
1 RCRA
- NON GEN
1 C&D
- DEBRIS RECY
1 C&D
- DEBRIS RECY
1 C&D
- DEBRIS RECY
1 WASTE
- TIRE
1 RCRA
- NON GEN

Company/Site Name

BAS Recycling

BAS Recycling

BAS RECYCLING

JOHN SANGA

BAS RECYCLING INC

MARCH FIELD

BAS Recycling

BAS RECYCLING INC

BAS RECYCLING, INC.

INTERNATIONAL MULCH

COMPANY

ENVIRONMENTAL
MOLDING CONCEPTS LLC

BAS RECYCLING, INC.

LAKIN TIRE WEST LLC
DBA BAS RECYCLING

Address

14050 Day St
Moreno Valley CA 92553

14050 Day St
Moreno Valley CA 92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

Registry ID: 110059741347

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

MARCH AIR FORCE BASE
CA
FUDS Property No: JO9CA7168

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST

MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000343884

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA

Direction

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

Distance
(mi/ft)

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

Elev Diff
(ft)

Page
Number

35

_ erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services

Order No: 21122800480


http://www.erisinfo.com

Map DB Company/Site Name Address
Key

92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000464375

1 RCRA FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP 14050 DAY ST

- NON GEN MORENO VALLEY CA
92553
EPA Handler ID: CAC003141623

1 RCRA FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP 14050 DAY ST.

- NON GEN MORENO VALLEY CA
92553

EPA Handler ID: CAC003142215

Direction

NE

NE

Distance Elev Diff Page

(mi/ft) (ft) Number
0.00/0.00 0 48
0.00/0.00 0 49

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services
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Executive Summary: Site Report Summary - Surrounding Properties

Map DB

Key
2 EMISSIONS
3 HZH
- RIVERSIDE
3 HWG
- RIVERSIDE
3 CERS
- TANK
3 RCRA
- NON GEN
4 DELISTED
- COUNTY
4 RCRA
- NON GEN
5 HZH
- RIVERSIDE
5 HWG
- RIVERSIDE
5 EMISSIONS
5 EMISSIONS
5 EMISSIONS

Company/Site Name

REDMAN HOMES INC

United Natural Foods, Inc-
Moreno Valley

United Natural Foods, Inc-
Moreno Valley

United Natural Foods, Inc-
Moreno Valley

UNITED NATURAL
FOODS INC

Tractorland Equipment
Company

C5 EQUIPMENT
RENTALS LLC

Supreme Truck Bodies Of
California

Supreme Truck Bodies Of
California

ROHR IND INC

ROHR IND INC

ROHR IND INC

Address

22201 ALESSANDRO BL
RIVERSIDE CA 92508

22150 Goldencrest Dr
Moreno Valley CA 92553

22150 Goldencrest Dr
Moreno Valley CA 92553

22150 GOLDENCREST DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Site ID: 404953
22150 GOLDENCREST DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-

9117
EPA Handler ID: CAL000342605

21921 Alessandro Blvd
Moreno Valley CA 92553

21921 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000413793

22135 Alessandro Blvd
Moreno Valley CA 92553

22135 Alessandro Blvd
Moreno Valley CA 92553

22135 ALLESSANDRO BL
EDGEMONT CA 92102

22135 ALLESSANDRO BL
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388

22135 ALESSANDRO BL
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388

Direction

ENE

SE

SE

SE

SE

WNW

WNW

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

Distance
(mi/ft)

0.07/
352.07

0.08/
441.99

0.08/
441.99

0.08/
441.99

0.08/
441.99

0.09/
497.39

0.09/
497.39

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

Elev Diff Page

(ft) Number
1 50
1 51
1 51
1 51
1 60
-9 61
9 61
8 62
8 62
8 63
8 63
8 64
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Map DB

Key
5 EMISSIONS
5 EMISSIONS
5 CERS
- HAZ
5 RCRA
- LQG
6 HZH
- RIVERSIDE
6 DELISTED
- COUNTY
6 UST
6 CERS
- TANK
6 HWG
- RIVERSIDE
6 UST
- RIVERSIDE
6 RCRA
- NON GEN
6 RCRA
- NON GEN
7 VCP

Company/Site Name

SUPREME TRUCK
BODIES OF CALIFORNIA

SUPREME TRUCK
BODIES OF CALIF30NIA

Supreme Truck Bodies Of
California

SUPREME TRUCK
BODIES OF CALIFORNIA

Robertson's Ready Mix

Robertson's Ready Mix

Robertson's Ready Mix

Robertson's Ready Mix

Robertson's Ready Mix

Robertson's Ready Mix

ROBERTSONS READY
MIX

PR Il CHI FREEWAY BC
LLC

ALESSANDRO
PROPERTIES

Address

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
M30ENO VALLEY CA 92553

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-
0000

EPA Handler ID: CAD982030355

14250 Old 215 Frontage
Moreno Valley CA 92552

14250 Old 215 Frontage
Moreno Valley CA 92552

14250 Old 215 Frontage Rd
Moreno Valley CA 92552

Facility ID: FA0O040008

14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE
RD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92552
Site ID: 148611

14250 Old 215 Frontage
Moreno Valley CA 92552

14250 Old 215 Frontage
Moreno Valley CA 92552

No of Tanks: 1

14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE

RD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92552
EPA Handler ID: CAL000387800

14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE
RD 2677 ALESSANDRO
BLVD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-
7900

EPA Handler ID: CAC003030278

14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE
ROAD AND 21839 & 21921
ALESSANDRO BOULEVARD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Direction

NE

NE

NE

NE

w

w

w

Distance
(mi/ft)

0.10/

519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.10/
519.67

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.12/
659.74

0.15/
810.67

Elev Diff Page

(ft) Number
8 65
8 68
8 68
8 7
-6 ﬂ
-6 g
-6 g
6 82
-6 %
-6 %
-6 94
-6 %
-6 96
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Map DB

Key
7 ENVIROSTOR
8 EMISSIONS
8 RCRA
- NON GEN
9 LOP
- RIVERSIDE
9 LOP
- RIVERSIDE
9 LUST
9 LUST
9 HHSS
9 HIST
- TANK
9 UST
- SWEEPS
10 RCRA
- SQG
11 RCRA
- NON GEN
12 DELISTED
- COUNTY

Company/Site Name

ALESSANDRO
PROPERTIES

PORVENE DOORS INC

PORVENE DOORS INC

Gas 4 Less

Flite Chief (Mobil)

FLITE CHIEF, INC.
(MOBIL)

GAS 4 LESS

FLITE CHIEF

FLITE CHIEF

FLITE CHIEF

INDUSTRIAL PARTS INC

AILENE & EDMUND
KOTERWAS

Collision Center of Moreno
Valley

Address Distance Elev Diff

(mifft) (ft)

Direction

Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 60002840 | ACTIVE AS OF 6/13/2019

14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE NW 0.15/ -6
ROAD AND 21839 & 21921 810.67
ALESSANDRO BOULEVARD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 60002840 | ACTIVE AS OF 6/13/2019

14241 GRANT ST E 0.16/ 8
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 833.15

14241 GRANT ST E 0.16/ 8
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 833.15

EPA Handler ID: CAL000271844

22144 Alessandro Blvd NNE 0.16/ 7
Moreno Valley CA 844.33

Site ID | Status Desc: 9915615 |

22144 Alessandro Blvd NNE 0.16/ 7
Moreno Valley CA 844.33

Site ID | Status Desc: 91630 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD NNE 0.16/ 7
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 844.33

Page
Number

100

103

103

104

105

105

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500222 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/16/1993

22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD NNE 0.16/ 7
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 844.33

108

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606599142 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/27/2019

22144 ALESSANDRO NNE 0.16/ 7
PEPPER 844.33
EDGEMONT CA 92508

22144 ALESSANDRO NNE 0.16/ 7
EDGEMONT CA 844.33

22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD NNE 0.16/ 7
MORENO VALLEY CA 844.33

C C | Status: A33-000-56844 | ACTIVE

Tank ID: 000003, 000002, 000001

21921 ALLESANDRO NW 0.17/ -6
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 892.36

EPA Handler ID: CAD981970502

13965 PEPPER STREET NNE 0.17/ 7
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 921.49

EPA Handler ID: CAC003123787

14441 Commerce Center Dr SE 0.18/ 1
Moreno Valley CA 92553 930.52

139

139

139

140

141

142
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Map DB

Key
12 EMISSIONS
12 EMISSIONS
12 RCRA
- NON GEN
12 EMISSIONS
13 RCRA
- SQG
13 DELISTED
- COUNTY
13 RCRA
- NON GEN
13 UST
- SWEEPS
14 DELISTED
- COUNTY
14 RCRA
- NON GEN
15 LOP
- RIVERSIDE
15 LUST
15 HHSS

Company/Site Name

COLLISION CENTER OF
M30ENO VALLEY

FIX AUTO MORENO
VALLEY

FIX AUTO MORENO
VALLEY

FIX AUTO MORENO
VALLEY

BALDWINS AUTOMOTIVE

Baldwin Automotive

MY TRAN E SHOP LLC

BALDWIN AUTO INC

Barons Auto Service

MOJICA SMOG & TIRES

Charlebois Liquors

CHARLEBOIS LIQUORS

CHARLEBOIS LIOUORS

Address

14441 COMMERCE CENTER SE
DR BLDG 'B'
M30ENO VALLEY CA 92553

14441 COMMERCE CENTER SE
DR BLDG B
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

14441 COMMERCE CENTER SE
DR STE B

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000318605

14441 COMMERCE CENTER  SE
DR BLDG 'B'
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAR000078865

21891 Alessandro Blvd NW
Moreno Valley CA 92553

21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000412568

21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW
MORENO VALLEY CA

C C| Status: A33-000-1837 | ACTIVE
Tank ID: 000001

21866 Alessandro Blvd NW
Moreno Valley CA 92553

21866 ALESANDRO BLVD NW
STE.B

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAC003050054

21840 Alessandro Blvd NW
Moreno Valley CA

Site ID | Status Desc: 89200 |

21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388

Direction

Distance
(mi/ft)

0.18/
930.52

0.18/
930.52

0.18/
930.52

0.18/
930.52

0.18/
944.09

0.18/
944.09

0.18/
944.09

0.18/
944.09

0.19/
1,028.76

0.19/
1,028.76

0.22/
1,135.75

0.22/
1,135.75

Elev Diff Page

(ft) Number
1 142
1 143
1 143
1 144
-7 145
-7 146
-7 146
-7 ﬂ
-6 E
-6 147
-7 %
-7 g

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500010 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/28/2013

21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW
MORENO VALLEY CA 92508

0.22/
1,135.75

7 158
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Map DB

Key
15 HIST
- TANK
16 RCRA
- NON GEN
16 EMISSIONS
17 RCRA
- SQG
18 RECYCLING
18 RECYCLING
18 RECYCLING
18 RECYCLING
19 EMISSIONS
20 EMISSIONS
20 EMISSIONS
20 EMISSIONS

Company/Site Name

CHARLEBOIS LIQUORS

ALL MAGIC PAINT &
BODY

ALL MAGIC PAINT &
BODY

ANDLAND PROPERTIES

MORENO VALLEY
RECYCLING 4

MORENO VALLEY
RECYCLING #4

MORENO VALLEY
RECYCLING CENTER #4

MORENO VALLEY
RECYCLING #4

ARCO AM/PM TESORO
REFINING & MARKETING
Cc

BEN CLYMER'S 'THE
BODY SHOP'

BEN CLYMER'S THE
BODY SHOP

BEN CLYMER'STHE
BODY SHOP

Address

21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD.
MORENO VALLEY CA

14461 COMMERCE CENTER
DR.

MORENO VALLEY CA 92860
EPA Handler ID: CALO00437371

14461 COMMERCE CENTER
DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE

RD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
EPA Handler ID: CAP000319004

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22330 CACTUS AVE
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Direction

SE

SE

WNW

WNW

WNW

WNW

WNW

SSE

ENE

ENE

ENE

Distance
(mi/ft)

0.22/
1,135.75

0.22/
1,139.95

0.22/
1,139.95

0.23/
1,203.03

0.23/
1,208.64

0.23/
1,208.64

0.23/
1,208.64

0.23/
1,208.64

0.25/
1,295.96

0.25/
1,319.48

0.25/
1,319.48

0.25/
1,319.48

Elev Diff Page
(ft) Number
-7 158
1 158
1 159
-10 159
-9 &
9 161
-9 &
9 161
1 162
10 162
10 164
10 164
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Map DB Company/Site Name Address Direction Distance Elev Diff Page

Key (mi/ft) (ft) Number
20 RCRA BEN CLYMERS THE 22335 ALESSANDRO BLVD ENE 0.25/ 10 165
- NON GEN BODYSHOP MV INC MORENO VALLEY CA 92553- 1,319.48

8300

EPA Handler ID: CAL000296565

21 RECYCLING MENLO RECYCLING 22405 GOLDEN CREST DR ESE 0.31/ 3 166
- CENTER BLDG A 1,615.31
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

21 RECYCLING MENLO RECYCLE 22405 GOLDENCREST DR ESE 0.31/ 3 166
- CENTER BLDG A 1,615.31
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22 LOP TEXACO (SHELL) 22470 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.41/ 0 167
— RIVERSIDE CACTUS AVE MORENO VALLEY CA 2,141.40

Site ID | Status Desc: 200219022 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED
22 LUST TEXACO (SHELL) 22470 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.41/ 0 167
- CACTUS AVE MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 2,141.40

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606566676 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 10/15/2013
23 ENVIROSTOR ALPER CLEANERS 14420 ELSWORTH ST., ESE 0.41/ 0 194
- SUITE 114 2,166.60

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 33720002 | REFER: 1248 LOCAL AGENCY AS OF 6/7/2004

24 C&D SPOILED 2634 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.41/ -20 &
- DEBRIS RECY RIVERSIDE CA 92508 2,182.11
25 DELISTED Moreno Valley Regional 22620 GOLDENCREST DR ESE 0.45/ 2 194
— HAZ Dialysis Ctr STE 101 2,366.39

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

26 LOP ARCO #6345 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/ -27 195
- RIVERSIDE RIVERSIDE CA 2,389.60

Site ID | Status Desc: 970696 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

26 LUST ARCO #6345 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/ -27 195
- RIVERSIDE CA 92508 2,389.60

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500497 | OPEN - ELIGIBLE FOR CLOSURE | 3/23/2021

26 RCRA TESORO 42685 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/ -27 234
- TSD RIVERSIDE CA 92508 2,389.60

EPA Handler ID: CAL000445518

27 RCRA STAY MOVING 14300 ELWORTH ST STE 113 E 0.46/ 7 235
- TSD AUTOMOTIVE MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 2,422.27
EPA Handler ID: CALO00446311

28 LOP Chevron #1480 22520 Cactus Ave ESE 0.46/ -1 236
- RIVERSIDE Moreno Valley CA 2,433.21

Site ID | Status Desc: 971155 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED
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Map DB Company/Site Name Address Direction Distance Elev Diff Page

Key (mi/ft) (ft) Number
28 LUST CHEVRON #9-1480 22520 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.46/ -1 236
- MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 2,433.21

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500508 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 8/21/1998

29 MRDS UNNAMED PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY w 0.88/ 1 239
- RIVERSIDE CA 92508 4,621.74

Dep ID: 10212912

30 MRDS UNNAMED PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY WNW 0.90/ -4 240
- RIVERSIDE CA 92506 4,776.69

Dep ID: 10139867

30 MRDS PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY WNW 0.90/ -4 240
- RIVERSIDE CA 92506 4,776.69

Dep ID: 10110905

31 FUDS CAMP HAAN sw 0.99/ 62 241
— RIVERSIDE CA 5,249.06

FUDS Property No: JO9CA0279
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Executive Summary: Summary by Data Source

Standard
Federal
RCRA TSD - RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD Facilities

A search of the RCRA TSD database, dated Nov 17, 2021 has found that there are 2 RCRA TSD site(s) within approximately 0.50
miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
STAY MOVING AUTOMOTIVE 14300 ELWORTH ST STE 113 E 0.46 /2,422.27 27

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000446311

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

TESORO 42685 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/2,389.60 26
RIVERSIDE CA 92508 -

EPA Handler ID: CAL000445518

RCRA LQG - RCRA Generator List

A search of the RCRA LQG database, dated Nov 17, 2021 has found that there are 1 RCRA LQG site(s) within approximately 0.25
miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
SUPREME TRUCK BODIES OF 22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD NE 0.10/519.67 5
CALIFORNIA MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-0000 -

EPA Handler ID: CAD982030355

RCRA SQG - RCRA Small Quantity Generators List

A search of the RCRA SQG database, dated Nov 17, 2021 has found that there are 3 RCRA SQG site(s) within approximately 0.25
miles of the project property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
INDUSTRIAL PARTS INC 21921 ALLESANDRO NW 0.17/892.36 10

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

EPA Handler ID: CAD981970502

BALDWINS AUTOMOTIVE 21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD NwW 0.18/944.09 13
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAR000078865

ANDLAND PROPERTIES 14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE RD WNW 0.23/1,203.03 17
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 _

EPA Handler ID: CAP000319004
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RCRA NON GEN - RCRA Non-Generators

A search of the RCRA NON GEN database, dated Nov 17, 2021 has found that there are 15 RCRA NON GEN site(s) within
approximately 0.25 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP

FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP

LAKIN TIRE WEST LLC DBA BAS

RECYCLING

BAS RECYCLING INC

UNITED NATURAL FOODS INC

PORVENE DOORS INC

AILENE & EDMUND KOTERWAS

FIX AUTO MORENO VALLEY

ALL MAGIC PAINT & BODY

BEN CLYMERS THE BODYSHOP
MV INC

Lower Elevation

C5 EQUIPMENT RENTALS LLC

Address

14050 DAY ST.
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAC003142215

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAC003141623

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL0O00464375

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL0O00343884

22150 GOLDENCREST DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-9117

EPA Handler ID: CAL0O00342605

14241 GRANT ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000271844

13965 PEPPER STREET
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAC003123787

14441 COMMERCE CENTER DR STE
B

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000318605

14461 COMMERCE CENTER DR.
MORENO VALLEY CA 92860

EPA Handler ID: CAL000437371

22335 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-8300

EPA Handler ID: CAL000296565

Address

21921 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EPA Handler ID: CAL000413793

Direction

NE

NE

NE

NE

SE

NNE

SE

SE

ENE

Direction

WNW

Distance (mi/ft)

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.00/0.00

0.08/441.99

0.16 / 833.15

0.17/921.49

0.18/930.52

0.22/1,139.95

0.25/1,319.48

Distance (mi/ft)

0.09/497.39

Map Key

1

Map Key
4
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Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

PR Ill CHI EREEWAY BC LLC 14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE RD 2677 W 0.12/659.74 6
ALESSANDRO BLVD -
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553-7900

EPA Handler ID: CAC003030278

ROBERTSONS READY MIX 14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE RD w 0.12/659.74 6
MORENO VALLEY CA 92552 -

EPA Handler ID: CALO00387800

MY TRAN E SHOP LLC 21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW 0.18/944.09 13
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

EPA Handler ID: CAL0O00412568

MOJICA SMOG & TIRES 21866 ALESANDRO BLVD STE.B NW 0.19/1,028.76 14
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 =

EPA Handler ID: CAC003050054

State

ENVIROSTOR - EnviroStor Database

A search of the ENVIROSTOR database, dated Sep 15, 2021 has found that there are 2 ENVIROSTOR site(s) within approximately
1.00 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

ALPER CLEANERS 14420 ELSWORTH ST., SUITE 114 ESE 0.41/2,166.60 23
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 33720002 | REFER: 1248 LOCAL AGENCY AS OF 6/7/2004

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

ALESSANDRO PROPERTIES 14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE ROAD NW 0.15/810.67 7
AND 21839 & 21921 ALESSANDRO -
BOULEVARD

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 60002840 | ACTIVE AS OF 6/13/2019

C&D DEBRIS RECY - Construction and Demolition Debris Recyclers

A search of the C&D DEBRIS RECY database, dated Jun 20, 2018 has found that there are 4 C&D DEBRIS RECY site(s) within
approximately 0.50 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
INTERNATIONAL MULCH 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1
COMPANY MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -
ENVIRONMENTAL MOLDING 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1
CONCEPTS LLC MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -
BAS RECYCLING, INC. 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -
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Equal/Higher Elevation

Lower Elevation

SPOILED

Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
2634 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.41/2,182.11 24

RIVERSIDE CA 92508 -

RECYCLING - Recycling Centers

A search of the RECYCLING database, dated Nov 2, 2020 has found that there are 6 RECYCLING site(s) within approximately 0.50

miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

MENLO RECYCLE CENTER

MENLO RECYCLING CENTER

Lower Elevation

MORENO VALLEY RECYCLING
CENTER #4

MORENO VALLEY RECYCLING
#4

MORENO VALLEY RECYCLING
#4

MORENO VALLEY RECYCLING 4

Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
22405 GOLDENCREST DR BLDG A ESE 0.31/1,615.31 21
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -
22405 GOLDEN CREST DR BLDG A ESE 0.31/1,615.31 21

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.23/1,208.64 18
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.23/1,208.64 18
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.23/1,208.64 18
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

21801 ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.23/1,208.64 18
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

LUST - Leaking Underground Fuel Tank Reports

A search of the LUST database, dated Jun 22, 2021 has found that there are 6 LUST site(s) within approximately 0.50 miles of the

project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

GAS 4 LESS

Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD NNE 0.16 /844.33 9
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 B

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606599142 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/27/2019
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

FLITE CHIEF, INC. (MOBIL) 22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD NNE 0.16 / 844.33 9
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 B

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500222 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/16/1993

TEXACO (SHELL) CACTUS AVE 22470 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.41/2,141.40 22
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606566676 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 10/15/2013

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

CHARLEBOIS LIQUORS 21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW 0.22/1,135.75 15
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388 -

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500010 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 2/28/2013

ARCO #6345 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/2,389.60 26
RIVERSIDE CA 92508 -

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500497 | OPEN - ELIGIBLE FOR CLOSURE | 3/23/2021

CHEVRON #9-1480 22520 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.46/2,433.21 28
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

Global ID | Status | Status Date: T0606500508 | COMPLETED - CASE CLOSED | 8/21/1998
UST - Permitted Underground Storage Tank (UST) in GeoTracker

A search of the UST database, dated Oct 17, 2021 has found that there are 1 UST site(s) within approximately 0.25 miles of the project
property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Robertson's Ready Mix 14250 Old 215 Frontage Rd w 0.12/659.74 6

Moreno Valley CA 92552 -

Facility ID: FA0040008
HHSS - Historical Hazardous Substance Storage Information Database

A search of the HHSS database, dated Aug 27, 2015 has found that there are 2 HHSS site(s) within approximately 0.25 miles of the
project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
FLITE CHIEF 22144 ALESSANDRO PEPPER NNE 0.16 / 844.33 9

EDGEMONT CA 92508 -

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
CHARLEBOIS LIOUORS 21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD NW 0.22/1,135.75 15

MORENO VALLEY CA 92508 -

UST SWEEPS - Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System

A search of the UST SWEEPS database, dated Oct 1, 1994 has found that there are 2 UST SWEEPS site(s) within approximately 0.25
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miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address

22144 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA

FLITE CHIEF

C C | Status: A33-000-56844 | ACTIVE
Tank ID: 000003, 000002, 000001

Lower Elevation Address

21891 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA

BALDWIN AUTO INC

C C | Status: A33-000-1837 | ACTIVE
Tank ID: 000001

CERS TANK - California Environmental Reporting System (CERS) Tanks

Direction

NNE

Direction

NW

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.16 / 844.33 9
Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.18/944.09 13

A search of the CERS TANK database, dated Sep 24, 2021 has found that there are 2 CERS TANK site(s) within approximately 0.25

miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address

United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno 22150 GOLDENCREST DR
Valley MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Site ID: 404953

Lower Elevation Address

14250 OLD 215 FRONTAGE RD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92552

Robertson's Ready Mix

Site ID: 148611

Direction

SE

Direction

w

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.08/441.99 3
Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.12/659.74 6

HIST TANK - Historical Hazardous Substance Storage Container Information - Facility Summary

A search of the HIST TANK database, dated May 27, 1988 has found that there are 2 HIST TANK site(s) within approximately 0.25

miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address

22144 ALESSANDRO
EDGEMONT CA

FLITE CHIEF

Lower Elevation Address

21840 ALESSANDRO BLVD.
MORENO VALLEY CA

CHARLEBOIS LIQUORS

VCP - Voluntary Cleanup Program

Direction

NNE

Direction

NW

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.16/844.33 9
Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.22/1,135.75 15

A search of the VCP database, dated Sep 15, 2021 has found that there are 1 VCP site(s) within approximately 0.50 miles of the

project property.
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Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

ALESSANDRO PROPERTIES 14044 OLD 215 FRONTAGE ROAD NwW 0.15/810.67 7
AND 21839 & 21921 ALESSANDRO -
BOULEVARD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Estor/EPA ID | Cleanup Status: 60002840 | ACTIVE AS OF 6/13/2019

DELISTED COUNTY - Delisted County Records

A search of the DELISTED COUNTY database, dated Dec 10, 2021 has found that there are 5 DELISTED COUNTY site(s) within
approximately 0.25 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

Collision Center of Moreno Valley 14441 Commerce Center Dr SE 0.18/930.52 12
Moreno Valley CA 92553 _

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

Tractorland Equipment Company 21921 Alessandro Blvd WNW 0.09/497.39 4
Moreno Valley CA 92553

Robertson's Ready Mix 14250 Old 215 Frontage w 0.12/659.74 6
Moreno Valley CA 92552

Baldwin Automotive 21891 Alessandro Blvd NW 0.18/944.09 13
Moreno Valley CA 92553

Barons Auto Service 21866 Alessandro Blvd NwW 0.19/1,028.76 14
Moreno Valley CA 92553

County

LOP RIVERSIDE - Riverside County - Local Oversight Program List

A search of the LOP RIVERSIDE database, dated Jul 22, 2021 has found that there are 6 LOP RIVERSIDE site(s) within approximately
0.50 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Gas 4 Less 22144 Alessandro Blvd NNE 0.16 / 844.33 9

Moreno Valley CA

Site ID | Status Desc: 9915615 |

Flite Chief (Mobil) 22144 Alessandro Blvd NNE 0.16 / 844.33 9
Moreno Valley CA

Site ID | Status Desc: 91630 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

TEXACO (SHELL) CACTUS AVE 22470 CACTUS AVE ESE 0.41/2,141.40 22
MORENO VALLEY CA -

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

Site ID | Status Desc: 200219022 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Charlebois Liquors 21840 Alessandro Blvd NW 0.22/1,135.75 15

Moreno Valley CA

Site ID | Status Desc: 89200 |

ARCO #6345 2624 E ALESSANDRO BLVD WNW 0.45/2,389.60 26
RIVERSIDE CA -

Site ID | Status Desc: 970696 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

Chevron #1480 22520 Cactus Ave ESE 0.46/2,433.21 28
Moreno Valley CA

Site ID | Status Desc: 971155 | CLOSED/ACTION COMPLETED

UST RIVERSIDE - Riverside County - Underground Storage Tanks List

A search of the UST RIVERSIDE database, dated Jul 22, 2021 has found that there are 1 UST RIVERSIDE site(s) within approximately
0.25 miles of the project property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Robertson's Ready Mix 14250 Old 215 Frontage W 0.12/659.74 6

Moreno Valley CA 92552 -

No of Tanks: 1

Non Standard

Federal
FINDS/FRS - Facility Registry Service/Facility Index

A search of the FINDS/FRS database, dated Nov 2, 2020 has found that there are 1 FINDS/FRS site(s) within approximately 0.02 miles
of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
BAS RECYCLING 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

Registry ID: 110059741347
FUDS - Formerly Used Defense Sites

A search of the FUDS database, dated May 26, 2021 has found that there are 2 FUDS site(s) within approximately 1.00 miles of the
project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
MARCH FIELD NE 0.00/0.00 1

MARCH AIR FORCE BASE CA -

FUDS Property No: JO9CA7168

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

CAMP HAAN SW 0.99/5,249.06 31
RIVERSIDE CA -

FUDS Property No: JO9CA0279
MRDS - Mineral Resource Data System

A search of the MRDS database, dated Mar 15, 2006 has found that there are 3 MRDS site(s) within approximately 1.00 miles of the
project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
UNNAMED PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY W 0.88/4,621.74 29

RIVERSIDE CA 92508 -

Dep ID: 10212912

Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

UNNAMED PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY WNW 0.90/ 4,776.69 30
RIVERSIDE CA 92506 -

Dep ID: 10139867

PIT RIVERSIDE COUNTY WNW 0.90/4,776.69 30
RIVERSIDE CA 92506 —

Dep ID: 10110905

State

HAZNET - Hazardous Waste Manifest Data

A search of the HAZNET database, dated Oct 24, 2016 has found that there are 2 HAZNET site(s) within approximately 0.02 miles of
the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
JOHN SANGA 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

BAS RECYCLING INC 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

WASTE TIRE - Registered Waste Tire Haulers

A search of the WASTE TIRE database, dated Dec 16, 2020 has found that there are 1 WASTE TIRE site(s) within approximately 0.02
miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

BAS RECYCLING, INC. 14050 DAY ST NE 0.00/0.00 1
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 -

CERS HAZ - California Environmental Reporting System (CERS) Hazardous Waste Sites

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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A search of the CERS HAZ database, dated Sep 24, 2021 has found that there are 2 CERS HAZ site(s) within approximately 0.12 miles

of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

BAS Recycling

Supreme Truck Bodies Of
California

DELISTED HAZ - Delisted Environmental Reporting System (CERS) Hazardous Waste Sites

Address

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Direction

NE

NE

Distance (mi/ft)

0.00/0.00

0.10/519.67

Map Key

A search of the DELISTED HAZ database, dated Nov 29, 2018 has found that there are 1 DELISTED HAZ site(s) within approximately

0.50 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

Moreno Valley Regional Dialysis
Ctr

Address

22620 GOLDENCREST DR STE 101
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

EMISSIONS - Toxic Pollutant Emissions Facilities

Direction

ESE

Distance (mi/ft)

Map Key

0.45/2,366.39

25

A search of the EMISSIONS database, dated Dec 31, 2019 has found that there are 15 EMISSIONS site(s) within approximately 0.25

miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

REDMAN HOMES INC

SUPREME TRUCK BODIES OF

CALIF30NIA

ROHR IND INC

ROHR IND INC

ROHR IND INC

SUPREME TRUCK BODIES OF
CALIFORNIA

Address

22201 ALESSANDRO BL
RIVERSIDE CA 92508

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
M30ENO VALLEY CA 92553

22135 ALLESSANDRO BL
EDGEMONT CA 92102

22135 ALLESSANDRO BL
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388

22135 ALESSANDRO BL
MORENO VALLEY CA 92388

22135 ALESSANDRO BLVD
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Direction

ENE

NE

NE

NE

NE

NE

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.07 / 352.07 2
0.10/519.67 5
0.10/519.67 5
0.10/519.67 5
0.10/519.67 5
0.10/519.67 5

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services
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Equal/Higher Elevation

PORVENE DOORS INC

FIX AUTO MORENO VALLEY

FIX AUTO MORENO VALLEY

COLLISION CENTER OF
M30ENO VALLEY

ALL MAGIC PAINT & BODY

BEN CLYMER'STHE BODY SHOP

BEN CLYMER'S THE BODY
SHOP

BEN CLYMER'S 'THE BODY
SHOP'

Lower Elevation

ARCO AM/PM TESORO
REFINING & MARKETING C

County

HWG RIVERSIDE - Riverside County - Hazardous Waste Generator Sites List

Address

14241 GRANT ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

14441 COMMERCE CENTER DR
BLDG 'B'
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

14441 COMMERCE CENTER DR
BLDG B
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

14441 COMMERCE CENTER DR
BLDG 'B'
M30ENO VALLEY CA 92553

14461 COMMERCE CENTER DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

22335 ALESSANDRO
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Address

22330 CACTUS AVE
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

Direction

E

SE

SE

SE

SE

ENE

ENE

ENE

Direction

SSE

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.16/833.15 8
0.18/930.52 12
0.18/930.52 12
0.18/930.52 12
0.22/1,139.95 16
0.25/1,319.48 20
0.25/1,319.48 20
0.25/1,319.48 20
Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.25/1,295.96 19

A search of the HWG RIVERSIDE database, dated Jul 22, 2021 has found that there are 4 HWG RIVERSIDE site(s) within
approximately 0.12 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation

BAS Recycling

United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno
Valley

Address

14050 Day St
Moreno Valley CA 92553

22150 Goldencrest Dr
Moreno Valley CA 92553

Direction

NE

SE

Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
0.00/0.00 1
0.08/441.99 3
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

Supreme Truck Bodies Of 22135 Alessandro Blvd NE 0.10/519.67 5
California Moreno Valley CA 92553 -
Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Robertson's Ready Mix 14250 Old 215 Frontage w 0.12/659.74 6

Moreno Valley CA 92552 -

HZH RIVERSIDE - Riverside County - Disclosure Facility List

A search of the HZH RIVERSIDE database, dated Jul 22, 2021 has found that there are 4 HZH RIVERSIDE site(s) within approximately
0.12 miles of the project property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key

Moreno Valley CA 92553 -

United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno 22150 Goldencrest Dr SE 0.08/441.99 3
Valley Moreno Valley CA 92553 -
Supreme Truck Bodies Of 22135 Alessandro Blvd NE 0.10/519.67 5
California Moreno Valley CA 92553 -
Lower Elevation Address Direction Distance (mi/ft) Map Key
Robertson's Ready Mix 14250 Old 215 Frontage W 0.12/659.74 6

Moreno Valley CA 92552 -

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480
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Detail Report

Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB
Records (mi/ft) (ft)
1 1of15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS Recycling HZH
0.00 0 14050 Day St
Moreno Valley CA 92553 RIVERSIDE
1 2 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS Recycling HWG
0.00 0 14050 Day St RIVERSIDE
Moreno Valley CA 92553
1 3o0f 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS RECYCLING
- 0.00 0 14050 DAY ST FINDS/FRS
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
Registry ID: 110059741347
FIPS Code: 33
HUC Code: 18070203
Site Type Name: STATIONARY
Location Description:
Supplemental Location:
Create Date: 27-JUN-14
Update Date: 11-OCT-18

Interest Types:

SIC Codes:

SIC Code Descriptions:
NAICS Codes:

NAICS Code Descriptions:

Conveyor:

Federal Facility Code:
Federal Agency Name:
Tribal Land Code:
Tribal Land Name:
Congressional Dist No:
Census Block Code:
EPA Region Code:
County Name:
US/Mexico Border Ind:
Latitude:

Longitude:

Reference Point:

Coord Collection Method:
Accuracy Value:
Datum:

Source:

Facility Detail Rprt URL:
Program Acronyms:

ICIS-NPDES NON-MAJOR, OSHA ESTABLISHMENT, OTHER HAZARDOUS WASTE ACTIVITIES, STATE
MASTER, TRANSPORTER

3069

FABRICATED RUBBER PRODUCTS, NOT ELSEWHERE CLASSIFIED

326299, 339920, 811198

ALL OTHER AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE., ALL OTHER RUBBER PRODUCT
MANUFACTURING., SPORTING AND ATHLETIC GOODS MANUFACTURING.

FRS-GEOCODE

45
060650467003015
09

RIVERSIDE

33.91412

-117.27769

CENTER OF A FACILITY OR STATION
ADDRESS MATCHING-HOUSE NUMBER
30

NAD83

https://ofmpub.epa.gov/frs_public2/fii_query_detail.disp_program_facility?p_registry_id=110059741347

CA-CERS:10326781, CA-ENVIROVIEW:97482, NPDES:CAZ428576, OSHA-0OI1S:313507162, OSHA-OIS:341831691, RCRAINFO:CAL000343884

1 4 0f 15

NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/
0.00 0

JOHN SANGA

14050 DAY ST HAZNET

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services
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Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB
Records (mi/ft) (ft)
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
SIC Code: 9999 Mailing City: MORENO VALLEY
NAICS Code: 99999 Mailing State: CA
EPA ID: CAL000260427 Mailing Zip: 92553
Create Date: 10/8/2002 11:05:28 AM Region Code: 4
Fac Act Ind: No Owner Name: JOHN SANGA
Inact Date: 6/30/2003 Owner Addr 1: 14050 DAY ST
County Code: 33 Owner Addr 2:
County Name: Riverside Owner City: MORENO VALLEY
Mail Name: Owner State: CA
Mailing Addr 1: 14050 DAY ST Owner Zip: 92553
Mailing Addr 2: Owner Phone: 9096563185
Owner Fax:
Contact Information
Contact Name: JOHN SANGA
Street Address 1: 14050 DAY ST
Street Address 2:
City: MORENO VALLEY
State: CA
Zip: 92553
Phone: 9096563185
1 50f 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS RECYCLING INC
- 0.00 0 14050 DAY ST HAZNET
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
SIC Code: 7534,7549 Mailing City: MORENO VALLEY
NAICS Code: 811198 Mailing State: CA
EPA ID: CAL000343884 Mailing Zip: 925530000
Create Date: 6/11/2009 Region Code: 4
Fac Act Ind: Yes Owner Name: BAS RECYCLING INC
Inact Date: Owner Addr 1: 1140 GRACE LN
County Code: 33 Owner Addr 2:
County Name: Riverside Owner City: LOS ANGELES
Mail Name: Owner State: CA
Mailing Addr 1: 14050 DAY ST Owner Zip: 900491555
Mailing Addr 2: Owner Phone: 3104293546
Owner Fax: 9512146595

Contact Information
Contact Name:
Street Address 1:
Street Address 2:
City:

State:

Zip:

Phone:

Tanner Information

Generator EPA ID:
Generator County Code:
Generator County:

TSD EPA ID:

TSD County Code:

TSD County:

State Waste Code:

State Waste Code Desc.:
Method Code:

Method Description:

Tons:

FLORIN ARDELEAN

14050 DAY ST

MORENO VALLEY

CA
92553
9512146590

CAL000343884

33
Riverside

CAD982444481

36

San Bernardino

221

Waste oil and mixed oil

H141

STORAGE, BULKING, AND/OR TRANSFER OFF SITE--NO TREATMENT/REOVERY (H010-H129) OR (H131-

H135)
1.045

36 erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services
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Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB
Records (mi/ft) (ft)

Year: 2014

Generator EPA ID: CAL000343884

Generator County Code: 33

Generator County: Riverside

TSD EPA ID: CAD008252405

TSD County Code: 19

TSD County: Los Angeles

State Waste Code: 331

State Waste Code Desc.: Off-specification, aged or surplus organics

Method Code: HO61

Method Description:
Tons:

Year:

Generator EPA ID:
Generator County Code:
Generator County:

TSD EPA ID:

TSD County Code:

TSD County:

State Waste Code:

State Waste Code Desc.:
Method Code:

Method Description:
Tons:

Year:

Generator EPA ID:
Generator County Code:
Generator County:

TSD EPA ID:

TSD County Code:

TSD County:

State Waste Code:

State Waste Code Desc.:
Method Code:

Method Description:

Tons:
Year:

Generator EPA ID:
Generator County Code:
Generator County:

TSD EPA ID:

TSD County Code:

TSD County:

State Waste Code:

State Waste Code Desc.:
Method Code:

Method Description:
Tons:

Year:

Generator EPA ID:
Generator County Code:
Generator County:

TSD EPA ID:

TSD County Code:

TSD County:

State Waste Code:

State Waste Code Desc.:
Method Code:

Method Description:

Tons:
Year:

FUEL BLENDING PRIOR TO ENERGY RECOVERY AT ANOTHER SITE
0.165
2010

CAL000343884

33

Riverside

CAD008252405

19

Los Angeles

331

Off-specification, aged or surplus organics
HO061

FUEL BLENDING PRIOR TO ENERGY RECOVERY AT ANOTHER SITE
0.1815

2011

CAL000343884

33

Riverside

CAD982444481

36

San Bernardino

343

Unspecified organic liquid mixture
H141

STORAGE, BULKING, AND/OR TRANSFER OFF SITE--NO TREATMENT/REOVERY (H010-H129) OR (H131-

H135)
0.034
2010

CAL000343884

33

Riverside
CAD982444481

36

San Bernardino
352

Other organic solids
H129

OTHER TREATMENT
0.0375

2010

CAL000343884

33

Riverside
CAD982444481

36

San Bernardino
352

Other organic solids
H141

STORAGE, BULKING, AND/OR TRANSFER OFF SITE--NO TREATMENT/REOVERY (H010-H129) OR (H131-

H135)
0.35
2011
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Generator EPA ID: CAL000343884
Generator County Code: 33
Generator County: Riverside
TSD EPA ID: CAD982444481
TSD County Code: 36
TSD County: San Bernardino
State Waste Code: 512
State Waste Code Desc.: Other empty containers 30 gallons or more
Method Code: HO039
Method Description: OTHER RECOVERY OF RECLAMATION FOR REUSE INCLUDING ACID REGENERATION, ORGANICS
RECOVERY ECT
Tons: 0.3
Year: 2012
Generator EPA ID: CAL000343884
Generator County Code: 33
Generator County: Riverside
TSD EPA ID: CAD982444481
TSD County Code: 36
TSD County: San Bernardino
State Waste Code: 512
State Waste Code Desc.: Other empty containers 30 gallons or more
Method Code: H129
Method Description: OTHER TREATMENT
Tons: 0.685
Year: 2010
Generator EPA ID: CAL000343884
Generator County Code: 33
Generator County: Riverside
TSD EPA ID: CAD982444481
TSD County Code: 36
TSD County: San Bernardino
State Waste Code: 512
State Waste Code Desc.: Other empty containers 30 gallons or more
Method Code: H129
Method Description: OTHER TREATMENT
Tons: 0.605
Year: 2011
Generator EPA ID: CAL000343884
Generator County Code: 33
Generator County: Riverside
TSD EPA ID: CAD982444481
TSD County Code: 36
TSD County: San Bernardino
State Waste Code: 512
State Waste Code Desc.: Other empty containers 30 gallons or more
Method Code: H129
Method Description: OTHER TREATMENT
Tons: 0.155
Year: 2012
1 6 of 15 NE 8.00/ 1,552.50/ MARCH FIELD FUDS
.00 0
MARCH AIR FORCE BASE CA
FUDS Property No: JO9CA7168

EMS Map Link:
FUDS INST ID:
Status:

SDS ID:

NPL Status Code:
Eligibility:

Site Eligib:
Current Owner:
Has Project:

https://fudsportal.usace.army.mil/ems/ems/inventory/map/map?id=53630

CA99799F999100

Not on the NPL
Eligible

Yes
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DOD FUDS Pro:

Project Required: Yes

No Further Action:

Congressional District: 41

EPA Region: 09

County: RIVERSIDE

Latitude: 33.913799

Longitude: -117.262001

Fiscal year: 2019

USACE Division: SPD

USACE District:
Shape Area:

Shape Len:
Centroid Latitude:
Centroid Longitude:
Media ID:

Metadata ID:
Feature Desc:
Property History:

Los Angeles District (SPL)
.00025269
.0899511

The U.S. Army acquired use of 640 acres in 1918 and established March Field. Initially, the airfield was used for
primary flight training. During WWII, the airfield was used for bomber training. The Army Air Corps leased a total of

654.61 acres immediate

1 7 of 15 NE 0.00/
0.00
Site ID: 387548
Latitude: 33.915110
Longitude: -117.278590
County:
Requlated Programs
El ID: 10326781
El ID: 10326781
Violations
Violation Date: 03/24/2021
Violation Program: HW
Citation:

Violation Notes:

1,552.50/
0

BAS Recycling

CERS HAZ

14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553

El Description:

El Description:

Violation Source:
Violation Division:

Hazardous Waste Generator

Chemical Storage Facilities

CERS
Riverside County Department of Env Health

HSC 6.5 25123.3(h)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, Section(s) 25123.3(h)(1)

Please see compliance item #2 for further detail.

Violation Description:

Failure to send hazardous waste offsite for treatment, storage, or disposal of acute/extremely hazardous waste after the first 1-kilogram threshold
amount was accumulated within a 90 day period.

Violations
Violation Date: 03/17/2014
Violation Program: HW

Citation:
Violation Notes:

Violation Source:
Violation Division:

CERS
Riverside County Department of Env Health

22 CCR 12 66262.34(f) - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.34(f)

Returned to compliance on 04/01/2014.

Violation Description:

Failure to properly label hazardous waste accumulation containers with the following requirements: "Hazardous Waste", name and address of the
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generator, physical and chemical characteristics of the Hazardous Waste, and starting accumulation date.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.31 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.31

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: Observed soiled absorbent and liquid in tertiary containment as well as liquid in secondary containment pallets. CORRECTIVE
ACTION: Owner/operator shall remove soiled absorbent and liquid from tertiary containment, and liquid in secondary containment pallets, and manage
according to Title 22 hazardous waste regulations. Pictures can be emailed to: rsgarcia@rivco.org, faxed to: 951-791-1778, or | can stop by to review in-
person.

Violation Description:

Failure to maintain and operate the facility to minimize the possibility of a fire, explosion, or any unplanned sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous
waste or hazardous waste constituents to air, soil, or surface water which could threaten human health or the environment.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25505(a)(4) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25505(a)(4)

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: No training records observed for 2020 due to CO-VID 19 as well as no records for 2021. CORRECTIVE ACTION: Owner/operator shall
provide training to all employees. Documentation shall be retained and be made available for inspection for a minimum period of 3 years from the date of
the training. Pictures can be emailed to: rsgarcia@rivco.org, faxed to: 951-791-1778, or | can stop by to review in-person.

Violation Description:

Failure to provide initial and annual training to all employees in safety procedures in the event of a release or threatened release of a hazardous material
or failure to document and maintain training records for a minimum of three years.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.5 25123.3(h)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, Section(s) 25123.3(h)(1)

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: The latest manifest for used oil indicates the waste was last hauled off on 11/15/2019. CORRECTIVE ACTION: Owner/operator shall
ensure all hazardous wastes are transported off site within 180 days of the accumulation start date. Owner/operator shall have both drums properly
hauled off site by a registered hazardous waste transporter. Documentation of removal can be emailed to: rsgarcia@rivco.org, faxed to: 951-791-1778,
or | can stop by to review in-person.

Violation Description:

Failure to send hazardous waste offsite for treatment, storage, or disposal within 180 days (or 270 days if waste is transported over 200 miles) for a
generator who generates less than 1000 kilogram per month if all of the following conditions are met:

(1) The quantity of hazardous waste accumulated onsite never exceeds 6,000 kilograms.

(2) The generator complies with the requirements of 40 Code of Federal Regulations section 262.34(d), (e) and (f).

(3) The generator does not hold acutely hazardous waste or extremely hazardous waste in an amount greater than one kilogram for more than 90 days.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.174 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.174
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Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: Observed that weekly inspections of hazardous waste storage areas are occurring however, deficiencies observed are not being
corrected. Specifically, inspection of hazardous waste storage area in regards to drum labeling and absorbent and liquid accumulation. Please see
compliance item #1 and #8 for further detail. CORRECTIVE ACTION: Owner/operator shall correct any deficiencies observed during weekly hazardous
waste storage area inspections.

Violation Description:

Failure to inspect hazardous waste storage areas at least weekly and look for leaking and deteriorating containers.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 12 66262.34(f) - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.34(f)

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: Observed grey drum labeled "used oil" and red drum with incomplete labeling. Information missing for grey drum included "*hazardous
waste", generator name and address, accumulation start date, and physical state of waste. Information missing for red drum included generator name
and address, accumulation start date, composition and physical state of waste; red drum was not identified while on-site. CORRECTIVE ACTION:
Owner/operator shall label hazardous waste containers with all the required information. Label shall include at least: the words ""hazardous waste™",
generator name and address, accumulation start date, composition and physical state of waste, and hazardous property statement. Pictures can be
emailed to: rsgarcia@rivco.org, faxed to: 951-791-1778, or | can stop by to review in-person.

Violation Description:

Failure to properly label hazardous waste accumulation containers and portable tanks with the following requirements: "Hazardous Waste", name and
address of the generator, physical and chemical characteristics of the Hazardous Waste, and starting accumulation date.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/17/2014 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 15 66265.173 - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 15, Section(s) 66265.173

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 04/01/2014.
Violation Description:

Failure to properly close hazardous waste containers when not in active use.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/17/2014 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 15 66265.31 - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 15, Section(s) 66265.31

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 04/01/2014.
Violation Description:

Failure to maintain and operate the facility to minimize the possibility of a fire, explosion, or any unplanned sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous
waste or hazardous waste constituents to the air, soil, or surface water which could threaten human health or the environment.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/17/2014 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 15 66265.174 - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 15, Section(s) 66265.174
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Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 04/01/2014.
Violation Description:

Failure to inspect hazardous waste storage areas at least weekly.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.5 25144.6(b) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, Section(s) 25144.6(b)

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: Observed improper textile/contaminated rag management. Observed soiled rag and debris on cart near binder totes. CORRECTIVE
ACTION: Owner/operator shall properly manage used/soiled textiles. Owner/operator shall acquire hazardous waste solids drum and store within drum.
Please see compliance item #20 for further detail.

Violation Description:

Failure to properly manage reusable soiled textile materials prior to being sent for laundering.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/17/2014 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 15 66265.171 - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 15, Section(s) 66265.171

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 04/01/2014.
Violation Description:

Failure to accumulate hazardous waste in a container that is in good condition.

Violations

Violation Date: 07/05/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 04/26/2018.
Violation Description:

Failure to annually review and electronically certify that the business plan is complete and accurate on or before the annual due date.

Violations

Violation Date: 03/24/2021 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.32 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.32

Violation Notes:

OBSERVATION: Observed lack of adequate spill equipment. Observed no means of containerizing soiled absorbent. CORRECTIVE ACTION:
Owner/operator shall acquire a container with appropriate labeling for soiled absorbent and maintain on site and available for use.

Violation Description:

Failure of the facility to maintain the following emergency equipment or equivalents:
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1) An internal communications or alarm system;

2) A device, such as a telephone (immediately available at the scene of Operations/ Maintenance ) or a hand-held two-way radio, capable of summoning
emergency assistance from local police departments, fire departments, or State or local emergency response teams;

3) Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment, spill control equipment, and decontamination equipment; and

4) Water at adequate volume and pressure to supply water hose streams, or foam producing equipment, or automatic sprinklers, or water spray
systems.

Enforcements

Enf Action Date: 03/17/2014 Enf Action Program: HW
Enf Action Type: Notice of Violation (Unified Program) Enf Action Source: CERS
Enf Action Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health

Enf Action Description: Notice of Violation Issued by the Inspector at the Time of Inspection

Enf Action Notes:

Evaluations

Eval Date: 03/17/2014

Violations Found: Yes

Eval General Type: Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Eval Type: Routine done by local agency

Eval Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Eval Program: HW

Eval Source: CERS

Eval Notes:

Eval Date: 04/26/2018

Violations Found: No

Eval General Type: Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Eval Type: Routine done by local agency

Eval Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Eval Program: HW

Eval Source: CERS

Eval Notes:

Eval Date: 03/24/2021

Violations Found: Yes

Eval General Type: Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Eval Type: Routine done by local agency

Eval Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Eval Program: HMRRP

Eval Source: CERS

Eval Notes:

Facility is a rubber turf manufacturer with I.p.g., nitrogen, oil, oxygen, and paint on-site.; Note: data in [EVAL Notes] field for some records is truncated
from the source.

Eval Date: 07/05/2017

Violations Found: Yes

Eval General Type: Other/Unknown

Eval Type: Other, not routine, done by local agency
Eval Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Eval Program: HMRRP

Eval Source: CERS

Eval Notes:

Eval Date: 03/27/2014

Violations Found: No

Eval General Type: Other/Unknown

Eval Type: Other, not routine, done by local agency
Eval Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Eval Program: HW
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Eval Source: CERS

Eval Notes:

Eval Date: 03/24/2021

Violations Found: Yes

Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HW

CERS

Facility is a rubber turf manufacturer which generates hazardous waste in the forms of used oils, rags, and absorbent. While on-site observed

rubber/metal dust throughout the facility produced during day-to-day operations; metal dust is a known toxic material to humans and the environment.
Facility is recommended to evaluate possible ways to mitigate and prevent such generation of rubber/metal dust.; Note: data in [EVAL Notes] field for
some records is truncated from the source.

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

Affiliations

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:

04/26/2018

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HMRRP

CERS

03/17/2014

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HMRRP

CERS

Document Preparer
Florin Ardelean

Environmental Contact
Florin Ardelean

14050 Day St
Moreno Valley
CA

92553

Operator
Sako Beudjekian
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Phone: (951) 214-6590
Affil Type Desc: Legal Owner
Entity Name: Lakin Tire West
Entity Title:
Address: 15305 Spring Ave
City: Santa Fe Springs
State: CA
Country: United States
Zip Code: 90670
Phone: (562) 802-2752
Affil Type Desc: CUPA District
Entity Name: Riverside Cnty Env Health
Entity Title:
Address: 4065 County Circle Drive, Room 104
City: Riverside
State: CA
Country:
Zip Code: 92503
Phone: (951) 358-5055
Affil Type Desc: Facility Mailing Address
Entity Name: Mailing Address
Entity Title:
Address: 14050 Day St
City: Moreno Valley
State: CA
Country:
Zip Code: 92553
Phone:
Affil Type Desc: Identification Signer
Entity Name: Florin Ardelean
Entity Title: VP Operations
Address:
City:
State:
Country:
Zip Code:
Phone:
Affil Type Desc: Parent Corporation
Entity Name: Lakin Tire West, LLC
Entity Title:
Address:
City:
State:
Country:
Zip Code:
Phone:
Coordinates
Env Int Type Code: HMBP Longitude: -117.277690
Program ID: 10326781 Coord Name:
Latitude: 33.914130 Ref Point Type Desc: Center of a facility or station.
1 8 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS RECYCLING INC RCRA
0.00 0 14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 NON GEN
EPA Handler ID: CAL000343884
Gen Status Universe: No Report

Contact Name:
Contact Address:
Contact Phone No and Ext:

FLORIN ARDELEAN
14050 DAY ST, , MORENO VALLEY , CA, 92553,
951-214-6590
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Contact Email: FARDELEAN@BASRECYCLING.COM
Contact Country:
County Name: RIVERSIDE
EPA Region: 09
Land Type:
Receive Date: 20090611
Location Latitude: 33.914231
Location Longitude: -117.278726
Violation/Evaluation Summary
Note: NO RECORDS: As of Nov 2021, there are no Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement (violation) records
associated with this facility (EPA ID).
Handler Summary
Importer Activity: No
Mixed Waste Generator: No
Transporter Activity: No
Transfer Facility: No
Onsite Burner Exemption: No
Furnace Exemption: No
Underground Injection Activity:  No
Commercial TSD: No
Used Oil Transporter: No
Used Oil Transfer Facility: No
Used Oil Processor: No
Used Oil Refiner: No
Used Oil Burner: No
Used Oil Market Burner: No
Used Oil Spec Marketer: No
Hazardous Waste Handler Details
Sequence No: 1
Receive Date: 20090611
Handler Name: BAS RECYCLING INC
Source Type: Implementer
Federal Waste Generator Code: N
Generator Code Description: Not a Generator, Verified
Owner/Operator Details
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Owner Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 1140 GRACE LN
Name: BAS RECYCLING INC Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: LOS ANGELES
Date Ended Current: State: CA
Phone: 310-429-3546 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 90049-1555
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Operator Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 14050 DAY ST
Name: FLORIN ARDELEAN Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: MORENO VALLEY
Date Ended Current: State: CA
Phone: 951-214-6590 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 92553
1 9 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS RECYCLING, INC. cab
0.00 0 14050 DAY ST DEBRIS RECY

MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
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County: RIVERSIDE
Activity Type: TIRE-DERIVED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING<BR/>WASTE TIRE PROCESSING
Phone No: (915) 214-6590
1 10 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ INTERNATIONAL MULCH cab
0.00 0 COMPANY
14050 DAY ST DEBRIS RECY
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
County: RIVERSIDE
Activity Type: TIRE-DERIVED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING
Phone No: (866) 936-8524
1 11 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ ENVIRONMENTAL MOLDING cab
0.00 0 CONCEPTS LLC
14050 DAY ST DEBRIS RECY
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
County: RIVERSIDE
Activity Type: TIRE-DERIVED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING
Phone No: (888) 836-2665
1 12 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ BAS RECYCLING, INC.
- 0.00 0 14050 DAY ST WASTE TIRE
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
Organization ID: 1565901
Regulator Status:
Site Type:
Contact Name:
Organization Phone: (909) 383-7050
County:
Suffix:
1 13 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ LAKIN TIRE WEST LLC DBA BAS RCRA
0.00 0 RECYCLING NON GEN
14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
EPA Handler ID: CAL000464375
Gen Status Universe: No Report

Contact Name:
Contact Address:
Contact Phone No and Ext:
Contact Email:
Contact Country:
County Name:

EPA Region:

Land Type:

Receive Date:
Location Latitude:
Location Longitude:

Violation/Evaluation Summary

Note:

Handler Summar

FLORIN ARDELEAN

14050 DAY ST, , MORENO VALLEY , CA, 92553,
951-214-6590
FARDELEAN@BASRECYCLING.COM

RIVERSIDE
09

20210730

NO RECORDS: As of Nov 2021, there are no Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement (violation) records

associated with this facility (EPA ID).

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services

Order No: 21122800480


http://www.erisinfo.com

Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB
Records (mi/ft) (ft)
Importer Activity: No
Mixed Waste Generator: No
Transporter Activity: No
Transfer Facility: No
Onsite Burner Exemption: No
Furnace Exemption: No
Underground Injection Activity:  No
Commercial TSD: No
Used Oil Transporter: No
Used Oil Transfer Facility: No
Used Oil Processor: No
Used Oil Refiner: No
Used Oil Burner: No
Used Oil Market Burner: No
Used Oil Spec Marketer: No
Hazardous Waste Handler Details
Sequence No: 1
Receive Date: 20210730
Handler Name: LAKIN TIRE WEST LLC DBA BAS RECYCLING
Source Type: Implementer
Federal Waste Generator Code: N
Generator Code Description: Not a Generator, Verified
Owner/Operator Details
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Owner Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 600 RIVER AVE 3RD FLR
Name: LAKIN TIRE WEST LLC Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: PITTSBURGH
Date Ended Current: State: PA
Phone: 412-562-1700 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 15212
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Operator Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 14050 DAY ST
Name: FLORIN ARDELEAN Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: MORENO VALLEY
Date Ended Current: State: CA
Phone: 951-214-6590 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 92553
1 14 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP RCRA
0.00 0 14050 DAY ST
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 NON GEN
EPA Handler ID: CAC003141623
Gen Status Universe: No Report
Contact Name: JON RALEIGH

Contact Address:

Contact Phone No and Ext:
Contact Email:

Contact Country:

County Name:

EPA Region:

Land Type:

Receive Date:

Location Latitude:
Location Longitude:

Violation/Evaluation Summary

1 N WACKER DR STE 4200, , CHICAGO, IL, 60606 ,
312-344-4395
JON.RALEIGH@FIRSTINDUSTRIALREALTY.COM

RIVERSIDE
09

20211001
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Note:

Handler Summary

Importer Activity:

Mixed Waste Generator:
Transporter Activity:
Transfer Facility:

Onsite Burner Exemption:
Furnace Exemption:

Underground Injection Activity:

Commercial TSD:

Used Oil Transporter:
Used Oil Transfer Facility:
Used Oil Processor:

Used Oil Refiner:

Used Oil Burner:

Used Oil Market Burner:
Used Oil Spec Marketer:

Hazardous Waste Handler Details

Sequence No:
Receive Date:
Handler Name:
Source Type:

Federal Waste Generator Code:
Generator Code Description:

Owner/Operator Details

NO RECORDS: As of Nov 2021, there are no Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement (violation) records
associated with this facility (EPA ID).

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

1

20211001

FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP
Implementer

N

Not a Generator, Verified

Owner/Operator Ind: Current Operator Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 1 N WACKER DR STE 4200
Name: JON RALEIGH Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: CHICAGO
Date Ended Current: State: IL
Phone: 312-344-4395 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 60606
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Owner Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 1 N WACKER DR STE 4200
Name: FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP Street 2:
Date Became Current: City: CHICAGO
Date Ended Current: State: IL
Phone: 312-344-4395 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 60606
1 15 of 15 NE 0.00/ 1,552.50/ FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP RCRA
0.00 0 14050 DAY ST.
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553 NON GEN
EPA Handler ID: CAC003142215
Gen Status Universe: No Report
Contact Name: DAVID ROSS

Contact Address:

Contact Phone No and Ext:

Contact Email:
Contact Country:
County Name:

EPA Region:

Land Type:

Receive Date:
Location Latitude:
Location Longitude:

1 N. WHACKER DR, STE4200 , CHICAGO, IL, 60606 ,
951-321-0193
DAVID.ROSS@GOBLUSKY.COM

RIVERSIDE
09

20211005
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Violation/Evaluation Summary
Note: NO RECORDS: As of Nov 2021, there are no Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement (violation) records
associated with this facility (EPA ID).
Handler Summary
Importer Activity: No
Mixed Waste Generator: No
Transporter Activity: No
Transfer Facility: No
Onsite Burner Exemption: No
Furnace Exemption: No
Underground Injection Activity:  No
Commercial TSD: No
Used Oil Transporter: No
Used Oil Transfer Facility: No
Used Oil Processor: No
Used Oil Refiner: No
Used Oil Burner: No
Used Oil Market Burner: No
Used Oil Spec Marketer: No
Hazardous Waste Handler Details
Sequence No: 1
Receive Date: 20211005
Handler Name: FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP
Source Type: Implementer
Federal Waste Generator Code: N
Generator Code Description: Not a Generator, Verified
Owner/Operator Details
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Operator Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 1 N. WHACKER DR
Name: DAVID ROSS Street 2: STE4200
Date Became Current: City: CHICAGO
Date Ended Current: State: IL
Phone: 951-321-0193 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 60606
Owner/Operator Ind: Current Owner Street No:
Type: Other Street 1: 1 N. WHACKER DR
Name: FIRST INDUSTRIAL LP Street 2: STE4200
Date Became Current: City: CHICAGO
Date Ended Current: State: IL
Phone: 951-321-0193 Country:
Source Type: Implementer Zip Code: 60606
2 lofl ENE 0.07/ 1,553.65/ REDMAN HOMES INC
B 352.07 1 22201 ALESSANDRO BL EMISSIONS
RIVERSIDE CA 92508
1987 Criteria Data
Facility ID: 1675 CERR Code:
Facility SIC Code: 3715 TOGT: 1
CO: 33 ROGT: .9044
Air Basin: SC COT:
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District: SC NOXT:
COID: RIV SOXT:
DISN: SOUTH COAST AQMD PMT:
CHAPIS: PM10T:
1987 Toxic Data
Facility ID: 1675 COID: RIV
Facility SIC Code: 3715 DISN: SOUTH COAST AQMD
CO: 33 CHAPIS:
Air Basin: SC CERR Code:
District: SC
TS:
Health Risk Asmt:
Non-Cancer Chronic Haz Ind:
Non-Cancer Acute Haz Ind:
3 lof4 SE 0.08/ 1,553.45/ United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno
- 441.99 1 Valley HZH
22150 Goldencrest Dr RIVERSIDE
Moreno Valley CA 92553
3 20f4 SE 0.08/ 1,553.45/ United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno
= HWG
441.99 1 Valley RIVERSIDE
22150 Goldencrest Dr
Moreno Valley CA 92553
3 3o0f4 SE 0.08/ 1,553.45/ United Natural Foods, Inc-Moreno
B 441.99 1 Valley CERS TANK
22150 GOLDENCREST DR
MORENO VALLEY CA 92553
Site ID: 404953 Latitude: 33.912155
Longitude: -117.276314
Requlated Programs
EI ID: 10484986
El Description: Hazardous Chemical Management
EI ID: 10484986
El Description: Aboveground Petroleum Storage
EI ID: 10484986
El Description: Chemical Storage Facilities
EI ID: 10484986
El Description: Hazardous Waste Generator
Violations
Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS
Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.5 25123.3(h)(1)(c) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, Section(s) 25123.3(h)(1)(c)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.

Violation Description:
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Failure to send hazardous waste offsite for treatment, storage, or disposal of acute/extremely hazardous waste after the first 1-kilogram threshold
amount was accumulated within a 90 day period.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.173 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.173

Violation Notes:

Returned to compliance on 06/16/2017.

Violation Description:

Failure to meet the following container management requirements:

(a) A container holding hazardous waste must always be closed during storage, except when it is necessary to add or remove waste.
(b) A container holding hazardous waste must not be opened, handled, or stored in a manner which may rupture the container or cause it to leak.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 12 66262.12 - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.12

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to obtain an Identification Number prior to treating, storing, disposing of, transporting or offering for transportation any hazardous waste.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 12/30/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to complete and electronically submit hazardous material inventory information for all reportable hazardous materials on site at or above
reportable quantities.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 12/30/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to establish and electronically submit an adequate emergency response plan and procedures for a release or threatened release of a hazardous
material.
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Violations
Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS
Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.33 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.33

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to test and maintain as necessary all facility communications or alarm systems, fire protection equipment, spill control equipment, and
decontamination equipment to assure its proper operation in time of emergency.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: Un-Specified

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Business Plan Program - Operations/Maintenance - General Local Ordinance

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 12 66262.34(f) - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.34(f)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 12/27/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to properly label hazardous waste accumulation containers and portable tanks with the following requirements: "Hazardous Waste", name and
address of the generator, physical and chemical characteristics of the Hazardous Waste, and starting accumulation date.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 12/30/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to complete and electronically submit a site map with all required content.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: CalARP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 19 CCR 4.5 2745.10(f) - California Code of Regulations, Title 19, Chapter 4.5, Section(s) 2745.10(f)

Violation Notes:

Returned to compliance on 11/04/2019.
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Violation Description:

Failure to contact the UPA within 30 days of a change of owner or operator to update the registration information.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 265.31 - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 265.31

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 06/16/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to maintain and operate the facility to minimize the possibility of a fire, explosion, or any unplanned sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous
waste or hazardous waste constituents to air, soil, or surface water which could threaten human health or the environment.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to establish and electronically submit an adequate training program in safety procedures in the event of a release or threatened release of a
hazardous material.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25505(a)(4) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25505(a)(4)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to provide initial and annual training to all employees in safety procedures in the event of a release or threatened release of a hazardous material
or failure to document and maintain training records for a minimum of three years.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.

Violation Description:

Failure to complete and electronically submit hazardous material inventory information for all reportable hazardous materials on site at or above
reportable quantities.

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480



http://www.erisinfo.com

Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB

Records (mi/ft) (ft)
Violations
Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS
Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.5 25201.16(f) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, Section(s) 25201.16(f)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 12/05/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to comply with the applicable requirements related to accumulation and containment standards for universal waste aerosol cans.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 12 66262.34(d) - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.34(d)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to send hazardous waste offsite for treatment, storage, or disposal within 180 days (or 270 days if waste is transported over 200 miles) for a
generator who generates less than 1000 kilogram per month if all of the following conditions are met: (1) The quantity of hazardous waste accumulated
onsite never exceeds 6,000 kilograms.

(2) The generator complies with the requirements of 40 Code of Federal Regulations section 262.34(d), (e) and (f).

(3) The generator does not hold acutely hazardous waste or extremely hazardous waste in an amount greater than one kilogram for more than 90 days.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: CalARP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 19 CCR 4.5 2745.10.5(b) - California Code of Regulations, Title 19, Chapter 4.5, Section(s) 2745.10.5(b)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 11/04/2019.
Violation Description:

Failure to correct and submit the emergency contact information in the Risk Management Plan required under Section 2740.1(d)(6) within one month of
any change.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25507 - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25507

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to adequately establish and implement a business plan when storing/handling a hazardous material at or above reportable quantities.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 22 CCR 12 66262.34(f) - California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Chapter 12, Section(s) 66262.34(f)

erisinfo.com | Environmental Risk Information Services Order No: 21122800480


http://www.erisinfo.com

Map Key Number of Direction Distance Elev/Diff Site DB
Records (mi/ft) (ft)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 06/16/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to properly label hazardous waste accumulation containers and portable tanks with the following requirements: "Hazardous Waste", name and
address of the generator, physical and chemical characteristics of the Hazardous Waste, and starting accumulation date.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.

Violation Description:

Failure to complete and electronically submit a site map with all required content.

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: Un-Specified

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 06/16/2017.
Violation Description:

Business Plan Program - Operations/Maintenance - General Local Ordinance

Violations

Violation Date: 06/16/2017 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HMRRP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: HSC 6.95 25508(a)(1) - California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section(s) 25508(a)(1)

Violation Notes:
Returned to compliance on 08/21/2017.
Violation Description:

Failure to complete and electronically submit a business plan when storing/handling a hazardous material at or above reportable quantities.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: HW Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 40 CFR 1 262.34(d)(5)(ii) - U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Chapter 1, Section(s) 262.34(d)(5)(ii)

Violation Notes:

Returned to compliance on 12/05/2019.

Violation Description:

Failure to post the following information next to the telephone:

(A) The name and telephone number of the emergency coordinator;
(B) Location of fire extinguishers and spill control material, and, if present, fire alarm; and
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(C) The telephone number of the fire department, unless the facility has a direct alarm.

Violations

Violation Date: 11/04/2019 Violation Source: CERS

Violation Program: CalARP Violation Division: Riverside County Department of Env Health
Citation: 19 CCR 4.5 2745.10(b) - California Code of Regulations, Title 19, Chapter 4.5, Section(s) 2745.10(b)

Violation Notes:

Returned to compliance on 11/04/2019.

Violation Description:

Failure to revise, update, and submit the Risk Management Plan to the UPA as follows:

1. At least once every five years from the date of its initial submission or most recent update required by section 2745.10(b)(2) through (7);
2. No later than three years after a newly regulated substance is first listed by the California Office of Emergency Services.

3. No later than the date on which a new regulated substance is first present in an already covered process above a threshold quantity;

4. No later than the date on which a regulated substance is first present above a threshold quantity in a new process;

5. Within six months of a change that requires a revised process hazard analysis or hazard Review.

6. Within six months of a change that requires a revised offsite consequence analysis as provided in section 2750.7;

7. Within six months of a change that alters the program level that applied to any covered process.

Evaluations

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:
Eval Type:

Eval Division:

Eval Program:
Eval Source:

Eval Notes:

APSA initial inspection; Note: data in [EVAL Notes] field for some records is truncated from the source.

Eval Date:
Violations Found:
Eval General Type:

11/04/2019

Yes

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
CalARP

CERS

06/16/2017

Yes

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HW

CERS

06/16/2017

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
APSA

CERS

04/22/2014
No
Compliance Evaluation Inspection
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Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Eval Date:
Violations Found:

Eval General Type:

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HMRRP

CERS

11/04/2019

Yes

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HW

CERS

11/04/2019

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
APSA

CERS

11/04/2019

Yes

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HMRRP

CERS

06/25/2014

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
CalARP

CERS

04/22/2014

No

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HW

CERS

06/16/2017

Yes

Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
HMRRP

CERS

06/16/2017
No
Compliance Evaluation Inspection
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Eval Type:
Eval Division:
Eval Program:
Eval Source:
Eval Notes:

Affiliations

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Affil Type Desc:
Entity Name:
Entity Title:
Address:

City:

State:

Country:

Zip Code:
Phone:

Routine done by local agency

Riverside County Department of Env Health
CalARP

CERS

Legal Owner
United Natural Foods, INC

PO Box 999
Dayville

CT

United States
06241-0999
(800) 779-2800

Facility Mailing Address
Mailing Addre