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Site Name Site Address Approximate Location from Status of Listing

Subject Site
Magnetek 1815 W. Gardner 1-2 miles east, southeast PA/SI, QWARF - MM
Pima Paving, Inc. 5180 N. La Cholla Blvd.  1-2 miles northeast PA/SI, Status not listed
John Hiller & Co. Painting 4303 N. Romero Rd. 1-2 miles east PA/SI, QWARF - MM
Baja Industries 4065 N. Romero Rd. 1-2 miles east, southeast PA/SI, QWARF - MM

Groundwater flow in this area travels in a northwest direction. Site that are located north, west, or
directly east of the subject property are unlikely to affect the subject site and not considered a REC of the
subject site. Of the 36 sites identified by the database search, 13 are located hydraulically up gradient and
may have potential for a release of hazardous material onto the subject property and are therefore
considered a REC of the subject property.

5.1.9 SWF/LF

This database is an inventory of solid waste disposal facilities or landfills in a state. The data come from
the Department of Environmental Quality’s Municipal Solid Waste Landfills/Closed Solid Waste
Landfills database.

A review of the SWF/LF list, as provided by EDR, and dated 05/01/2004 has revealed there is one site
listed in the database.

Site Name Site Address Appr omm_ate Location from Status of Listing
Subject Site
Pima County Household 2440 W. Sweetwater Dr. 2—1 mile southeast No status listed
Hazardous Waste Collection
Pima County 2440 W. Sweetwater 2—1 mile southeast Facility type — CSWLF, no status
listed

Groundwater flow in this area travels in a northwest direction. Both sites listed are located southeast of
the subject property. A release of hazardous materials from these sites may potentially travel onto the
subject property and therefore are considered a REC of the subject property.

5.1.10 LUST

This database contains an inventory of reported leaking underground storage tank (LUST) incidents.
The data come from the Department of Environmental Quality’s LUST File listing by Zip Code.

A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 05/01/2005 has revealed there are nine sites
listed in the database.

Site Name Site Address gzgirg‘;irgﬁée Location from Status of Listing
Eagle Milling Company Inc. 4619 N Highway Dr. Ya—"2 mile north, northeast Closed 04/23/1992
Ralph Hays Roofing Co. Inc. 2550 W. Poppy Ave. Ya=Y2 mile east, northeast Closed 05/25/2000
John Carter Construction 2450 W. Poppy Ave. Va2 mile east, northeast Closed 07/26/2000
Quality Paving

Bob’s Custom Roofing 2560 W. Zinnia Ave Ya—'2 mile northeast Closed 04/20/1998

Closed 04/30/1998
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Site Name

Site Address

Approximate Location from

Status of Listing

Subject Site
Wastewater Management 2600 W. Sweetwater Subject Property Closed 07/19/1996
Department Dr.
Firebird Fuel Company 4703 N. Parkway Dr. =1 mile north Closed 06/01/1998
Closed 07/13/1998

2840 W. Ruthraff Rd. 1993 Soil Contamination defined

but > SSCLS in ground
1992 — Known or probable affect on

Gilbert Pump of Tucson Y>—1 mile north

E-Z Serve/Quik Mart 2710 W. Ruthraff Rd. Y2—1 mile north, northeast

#100914 ground water
Silverbell Golf Course- 3600 N. Silverbell Y2 —1 mile south Closed 04/20/1998
MNTC

Of the nine LUST sites listed identified by the EDR report, two have potential for a release of hazardous
material onto the subject property. Groundwater flow in this area travels in a northwest direction, so sites
located north, west, or directly east is unlikely to impact the subject property and are not considered a
REC of the subject site. The Wastewater Management Department site identified in this database is the
subject property and the presence of this storage tank was confirmed through discussions with
Mr. Sherlock. The tank was removed in 1996 and its status was listed as “Closed in 1996”. This listing is
not considered a REC of the subject property because of its removal and closure. Silverbell Golf Course
— MNTC is located directly south of the subject property. If a release of hazardous materials did occur it
is likely that contaminants would travel onto the subject property; however, the tank was removed and the
site was closed in 1998 indicating that soil contamination level meet satisfactory levels. This listing is not
considered a REC of the subject property.

5.1.11 UST
This database contains an inventory of registered underground storage tanks.

A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 05/01/2005 has revealed there are two sites
listed in the database.

Approximate Location from
Subiject Site

Ya — Y2 mile north, northeast

Site Name Site Address Status of Listing

Tank 1 removed 11/26/1990
Tank 2 removed 11/26/1990
Tank 3 removed 11/26/1990
Tank 4 removed 11/26/1990
Tank 5 removed 11/26/1990

Tank 1 removed 03/04/1993

Eagle Milling Company Inc. 4619 N. Highway Dr.

Ralph Hays Roofing Co. Inc.

2550 W. Poppy Ave.

Ya =2 mile east, northeast

CPS-Port-A-Shed

2534 W. Poppy Ave

Ya =2 mile east, northeast

Tank 1 removed 11/04/1993
Tank 2 removed 11/04/1993

John Carter Construction /
Quality Paving

2450 W. Poppy Ave.

Ya =2 mile east, northeast

Tank 1 removed 03/01/1994
Tank 2 removed 07/16/1990
Tank 3 removed 03/01/1994

Bob’s Custom Roofing

2560 W. Zinnia Ave.

Ya =2 mile northeast

Tank 1 removed 12/15/1993

Wastewater Management
Department

2600 W. Sweetwater

Subject property

Tank 1 removed 11/23/1988

Firebird Fuel Company

4703 N. Parkway Dr.

Y2 —1 mile north, northeast

Tank 1 removed 01/23/1996
Tank 2 removed 01/23/1996
Tank 3 removed 01/23/1996
Tank 4 removed 01/23/1996
Tank 5 in use
Tank 6 in use
Tank 7 in use
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Site Name

Site Address

Approximate Location from
Subject Site

Status of Listing

Arizona Pipeline Co.

2402 W. Wetmore Rd.

Y2 —1 mile east

Tank 1 in use
Tank 2 in use

Gilbert Pump of Tucson

2840 W. Ruthraff Rd.

Y2 —1 mile north

Tank 1 removed 03/19/1993
Tank 2 removed 02/08/1991
Tank 3 removed 09/26/1991
Tank 4 removed 09/26/1991

AM/PM #6382

2790 W. Ruthraff

Y2 —1 mile north, northeast

Tank 1 in use

Tank 2 not in use, not removed

E-Z Serve/Quick Mart
#100914

2710 W. Ruthraff Rd.

Y2 —1 mile north, northeast

Tank 1 removed 09/21/1992
Tank 2 removed 09/21/1992

W D Christy Inc.

4320 N Sullinger

Y2 —1 mile east

Tank 1 removed 03/31/1989
Tank 2 removed 03/31/1989

USF Bestway Inc.

2350 W. Wetmore Rd.

Y2 —1 mile east

Tank 1 not in use, not removed

Tank 2 removed 01/30/1990
Tank 3 removed 09/01/1988
Tank 4 in use

M Anderson Construction
Corp.

4650 N. Kain

Y2 =1 mile northeast

Tank 1 removed 11/28/1990
Tank 2 removed 11/28/1990

Tri-La Fiberglass

4315 N. Sullinger

Y2 —1 mile east

Tank 1 removed 03/01/1980

Desert Building Materials

2310 W. Garner Ln.

Y2 —1 mile east, southeast

Tank 1 removed 01/01/1989

Tank 2 removed 01/01/1989

The Wastewater Management Department site identified in this database is the subject property and the
presence of this storage tank was confirmed through discussions with Mr. Sherlock. The tank was
removed in 1996. This listing is not considered a REC of the subject property. Its listing in the LUST
database identifies it as having been removed and file closed.

5.1.12 AZ MANIFEST
This database lists and tracks hazardous waste from generation through transportation to a TSD facility

A review of the AZ MANIFEST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 12/31/2005 has revealed that there is
one site within approximately 0.75 miles of the subject property.

Approximate Location from
Subject Site

Y—1 mile north, northeast

Site Name Site Address Status of Listing

ARCO Facility No 6382 2790 Ruthraff Rd. Waste Code — D001

Due to groundwater flow direction it is unlikely that a release of hazardous materials from this site would
impact the subject property and is therefore not considered a REC of the subject property.

5.1.13 INST CONTROL

This database lists Declaration of Environmental Use Restriction (DEUR) sites and Voluntary
Environmental Mitigation Use Restriction (VEMUR) sites.

A review of the INST CONTROL list, as provided by EDR, and dated 10/10/2006 has revealed that there
is one site within approximately 1 mile of the subject property.
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Approximate Location from

Site Name Site Address Subject Site Status of Listing
IRS Radiator Service 4998 N Casa Grande Y2—1 mile north, northwest Voluntary remediation to non-
Highway residential levels. Contaminants
include lead and inorganic
compounds.

Due to groundwater flow direction it is unlikely that a release of hazardous materials from this site would
impact the subject property and is therefore not considered a REC of the subject property.

5.1.14 WWFAC
This database is a statewide list of wastewater treatment facilities.

A review of the WWFAC list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/24/2006 has revealed there is one site
listed in the database.

Approximate Location from

Site Name Site Address Subject Site Facility Type

Wastewater Management 2600 W. Sweetwater Dr. Subject property Wastewater treatment plant
Department

City of Tucson — Santa Cruz 2550 W. Sweetwater Dr. Y>—1 mile southeast Wastewater reuse project
Wastewater Reclamation

Gilbert Pump of Tucson 2840 W. Ruthraff Rd. Y>—1 mile north Commercial property
Sweetwater Recharge 3838 N Silverbell Rd. Y2—1 mile south, southwest Water treatment plant

Facilities

Groundwater flow in this area travels in a northwest direction and surface topography suggest that surface
water will travel in a westerly direction. Sites located north, west, or directly east are unlikely to impact
the subject property. City of Tucson-Santa Cruz Wastewater Reclamation and Sweetwater Recharge
Facilities are located southeast and south, southwest respectively; however, effluent water itself is not
considered a hazardous material. These sites are not considered a REC of the subject site.
The Wastewater Management Department site listed in this database is the subject property and is
considered a REC. Sludge drying beds associated with wastewater treatment facilities can concentrate
heavy metals and other hazardous materials.

5.2 OTHER REPORTS REVIEWED

SWCA reviewed a Technical Memorandum pertaining to comments on the ADEQ proposed WQARF
Priority List. According to this report on December 10, 1996 ADEQ solicited comments on the Proposed
WQARF priority list, which included Roger Road Wastewater Treatment sludge holding ponds.
This report provides evidence suggesting Roger Road sludge holding ponds are not potential sources of
regional groundwater degradation and should not be listed under the WQARF. According to results from
soil sampling taken at the subject impoundments, “the concentration of all of the regulated metal
parameters allowed the sludge to be classified as exceptional quality” and goes on to say, “the biosolids
can be disposed of by land application by virtue that all metal concentrations are less than the ceiling
limits of the Part 503 regulations”. Soil sampling results indicate that these sludge holding ponds are not
the source of a past release of hazardous materials and therefore are not considered a REC of the subject
site.
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A request form titled “Pima County Nonstandard Waste Disposal Request” dated August 15, 1994 was
reviewed by SWCA. In this document the Roger Road Wastewater facility is requesting permission to
dispose of 40 cubic yards of soil contaminated with used oil. Apparently the oil drum storage and pick-up
area is where used oil was drained from one drum to another for transport and disposal. According to this
report, “Oil residues were spilled on the ground when drums were laid on the ground, when drums were
laid on the sides, and also while transferring one drum to another”. Results from soil sampling are
provided in the report and identify elevated levels of cadmium, chromium, lead, and petroleum
hydrocarbons. At the time of this report no documentation was provided that indicates these
contaminated soils had been removed off-site. This report represents evidence of a past release of
hazardous materials and is therefore considered a REC of the subject property.

5.3 WELLS

In addition to the sites/facilities listed in the EDR report, EDR provided a list of well information.
The search revealed twenty-one wells in the federal USGS database located within 0.25-1 mile of the
subject property. One well may be located on the property. A Public Water Supply (PWS) well is located
0.5—1 mile north, northeast of the subject property and has had major violations. Enforcement information
lists all violations as either State Compliance Achieved, not reported, no enforcement action, or EPA
generated implicit TCR RTC. There are 288 wells within the search radius of EDR report in the state
well database. Four wells may be located on the property.

5.4 ORPHAN SITES

In addition to the sites/facilities listed in the EDR report, EDR provided a list of sites/facilities that could
not be mapped due to incomplete address or location information (orphan sites). These facilities are listed
in one or more regulatory agency databases, but do not have enough address information to be located by
EDR. The EDR report identified 40 orphan sites. Thirty-seven listings were eliminated from the list due
to their status or location from the subject property. Three listing were identified as the subject property
and occur in the FINDS, CERC-NFRAP, and SHWS databases. These orphan sites refer to listings
previously discussed in this report.

6.0 PROPERTY RECONNAISSANCE

Mr. Rion Bowers and Mr. Kevin Serrato of SWCA completed the Phase I ESA site investigation for the
subject property on November 9, 2006. Access was gained to the subject property from a private
driveway off Sweetwater Drive. Mr. John Sherlock and Mr. Jack Van Riper guided pedestrian surveys of
the wastewater treatment facility. Mr. Mario Robles guided vehicle surveys of the nursery and vacant land
to the north. Photographs taken during the property reconnaissance are included in Appendix D.

6.1 PROPERTY INSPECTION

The subject property consists of an operational wastewater treatment facility, a small plant and tree
nursery, and open space with abandoned sludge drying beds and vacant graded land. Paved and unpaved
roads intersect the subject property.

Structures associated with the wastewater treatment facility includes: one headworks, seven primary
clarifiers, nine final clarifiers, three aeration basins, two biofilter towers, three gravity thickeners, six
digesters, one chlorine contact basin, and one dechlorination feed facility. Buildings located on the
subject property include: control and administration, office and laboratory, odor control, mechanical,
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flotation thickener, plant maintenance, sludge dumping station, two storage buildings, a chlorine feed and
storage, bulk chlorine facilities, and a welding shop. There are thirteen pump stations located throughout
the facility. Two concrete line sludge-drying stations and a runoff detention basin are located near the
northwest corner of the property.

Preliminary investigation of the wastewater facility suggests a clean well maintained system. Hazardous
materials or petroleum products are not typically associated with headworks, clarifiers, aeration basins,
biofilter towers, gravity thickeners, or digesters. The chlorine contact basin utilizes Sodium Hypochlorite
to chlorinate wastewater, which is then transported to the dechlorination feed facility where Sodium
Bisulfite is used to remove chlorine from the wastewater. Sodium Hypochlorite and Sodium Bisulfite are
stored on-site in three large aboveground storage tanks that appeared to be in very good condition
(Site Photo 1 and 2). No soil staining was observed around any of the tanks. These chemicals are
injected into wastewater through the chlorine feed and storage and bulk chlorine facilities buildings
(Site Photo 3). These buildings were entered and appeared clean and well maintained, although, a strong
smell of chlorine was present. These storage tanks and injection facilities did not appear to be
contributing to any soil or water contamination; however, the potential for a release of hazardous
materials is present and is therefore considered a REC of the subject property.

Two decommissioned chlorine gas scrubbers are located near the northwest corner of the property
(Site Photo 4). These scrubbers were used in the process of chlorination of wastewater using chlorine
gas, which is no longer used. Residual chlorine or other chemicals may be present within the units. The
area around the scrubbers did not smell of chlorine and no soil staining was apparent around the units;
however, potential for a release of hazardous materials is present and therefore considered a REC of the
subject property.

Two aboveground storage tanks were observed near the southwest corner of the subject property that are
labeled old oil and new oil (Site Photo 5). Twelve 55-gallon drums are also stored in this area.
Discussions with Mr. Sherlock and Mr. Van Riper revealed that many of there pump systems run off
petroleum and this site is were they store the fuel. These tanks were atop a concrete secondary
containment system that was covered by a pavilion. This facility appeared well maintained and soil
staining was not apparent around the area during site reconnaissance. These storage tanks do not appear
to be contributing to soil contamination, had secondary containment, and are not considered a REC of the
subject property.

Sixteen 55-gallon drums labeled anti-freeze were stacked near the southwest corner of the property.
Nearby were nineteen 55-gallon drums standing up-right (Site Photo 6 and 7). Some of these drums were
labeled anti-freeze. Neither set of drums were in a secondary containment system. No soil staining was
observed. The potential for a release of hazardous materials from these drums is present and therefore
considered a REC of the subject property.

Behind the maintenance building near the center of the wastewater treatment facility, sixteen barrels
labeled Sodium Hydroxide were observed (Site Photo 8). These barrels appeared new and in good
condition, but were not in a secondary containment system. Soil staining was not observed around this
area; however the potential for a release of hazardous materials is present and therefore considered and
REC of the subject property.

Storm water that enters the property is retained through a series of drains and lines that enter a storm
water drainage basin. Construction of a new storm water drainage system and basin was under way
during site reconnaissance. This construction is not considered a REC of the subject site.
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The northern portion of the subject property includes a small plant and tree nursery. Due to the size of the
plant and tree nursery it is unlikely that if pesticides or fertilizers were used at this facility they would be
in concentrations that would significantly contribution to the contamination. This plant and tree nursery
is not considered a REC of the subject site.

Eight abandoned concrete lined sludge drying beds are located near the northern portion of the subject
property (Site Photo 9). According to Mr. Mario Robles, approximately 12 inches of topsoil has been
removed from this area as part of a mitigation effort conducted by the city of Tucson (Site Photo 10). He
did not identify the type of contaminant motivating the mitigation effort, but did mention that it is listed
as a RCRA site. Until mitigation activities are complete and soil samples from the area indicate
acceptable contamination levels as determined by the ADEQ this site is considered a REC of the subject
site.

Vacant graded land is also located in the northern portion of the subject property. De minimis debris such
as wind blown trash were observed in this area, which is not considered a REC of the subject property.

7.0 PHASE I ESA FINDINGS
The following list presents selected findings of this Phase I ESA.

® The subject property is approximately 105 acres in size and irregular in shape.

e The subject property consists of an operational wastewater facility, a small plant and tree nursery,
abandoned concrete lined sludge drying beds, and vacant graded land.

e Structures identified on the subject property include: one headworks, seven primary clarifiers,
nine final clarifiers, three aeration basins, two biofilter towers, three gravity thickeners, six
digesters, one chlorine contact basin, and one dechlorination feed facility.

¢ Buildings located on the subject property include: control and administration, office and
laboratory, odor control, mechanical, flotation thickener, plant maintenance, sludge dumping
station, two storage buildings, a chlorine feed and storage, bulk chlorine facilities, and a welding
shop. There are thirteen pump stations located throughout the facility. Two concrete line sludge-
drying stations and a runoff detention basin are located near the northwest corner of the property.

® Vacant graded land is located in the northern portion of the subject property. De minimis debris
such as wind blown trash were observed in this area, but is not considered a REC of the subject

property.

e The EDR database search revealed twenty-one federal USGS wells located within 0.25—1 mile of
the subject property. A Public Water Supply (PWS) well is located 0.5—1 mile north, northeast of
the subject property and 288 state wells are located within the search radius of EDR report.

e The EDR database search reported 127 listings in 14 databases. Of the 127 listings reported,
22 are identified as RECs. Only RECs are listed below. For a complete listing refer to
Environmental Regulatory Review section of this report or Appendix C.

o Desert Building Materials, Young Block Co. of Tucson, and Calmat of AZ are listed in the
CERCLIS-NFRAP database and located east, southeast of the subject property. Groundwater
flow from this site moves in the direction of the property. These listing identify past releases
of hazardous waste that has potential to travel in groundwater onto the subject property.
These three sites are considered a REC of the subject property.
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o Tucson and Pima County Wastewater Treatment Facility is listed as a RCRA site and is the
subject property. The status of this listing concludes that no violations were identified in the
EDR report; however, it is referenced elsewhere in the EDR report and was mentioned in an
interview with a Pima County Wastewater Division engineer and therefore is considered a
REC of the subject property.

o The Silverbell Jail Annex Landfill is listed as AZ SPL and a WQAREF site and is located
directly south, southeast of the subject property. Groundwater flow from this site moves in
the direction of the subject property. The Silverbell Jail Annex Landfill listing is considered
a REC of the subject property.

o Thirteen sites are listed in the SHWS database that are located east, southeast of the subject
property. Groundwater flow from this site moves in the direction of the property. Hazardous
material from these sites may enter local groundwater. All thirteen sites are considered a
REC of the subject property. For a complete list of these sites please refer to the
Environmental Records Review Section or Appendix C of this report.

o Pima County Household Hazardous Waste Collection and Pima County Closed Solid Waste
Landfill are listed in the SWF/LF database. Both sites are located southeast of the subject
property. Groundwater flow in this area travels in a northwest direction. A release of
hazardous materials from these sites may potentially travel through groundwater onto the
subject property and therefore are considered RECs of the subject property.

o The subject site is listed in the WWFAC database and is considered a REC.

A report reviewed by SWCA titled “Pima County Waste Disposal Request” identifies a request to
remove 40 cubic yards of soil contaminated with petroleum from the subject site. Apparently,
contamination occurred from improper storage and transfer of used oil. Documentation was not
provided to indicate that the disposal request was granted or that any subsequent soil sampling
has occurred to evaluate petroleum concentrations after soil removal. This past release of a
petroleum product is identified as a REC of the subject property.

Two large aboveground storage tanks filled with sodium hypochlorite and one large aboveground
storage tank filled with sodium bisulfite and associated injection facilities are located on the
subject property. These storage tanks and injection facilities did not appear to be contributing to
any soil or water contamination; however, the potential for a release of hazardous materials is
present and is therefore considered a REC of the subject property.

Two aboveground storage tanks were observed near the southwest corner of the subject property
filled with new and used oil. Twelve 55-gallon drums are also stored in this area. These tanks
and barrel’s are atop a concrete secondary containment system that is covered by a pavilion.
These storage tanks do not appear to be contributing to soil contamination, and have secondary
containment, and are not considered a REC of the subject property.

Sixteen 55-gallon drums were stacked near the southwest corner of the property. Nearby were
nineteen 55-gallon drums standing upright. Neither set of drums was in a secondary containment
system. No soil staining was observed; however, the potential for a release of hazardous
materials from these drums is present and therefore considered a REC of the subject property.

Sixteen 55-gallon barrels labeled Sodium Hydroxide were observed near the center of the
wastewater treatment facility. These barrels appeared in good condition, but were not in a
secondary containment system. Soil staining was not observed around this area; however the
potential for a release of hazardous materials is present and therefore considered and REC of the
subject property.
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8.0

Two decommissioned chlorine gas scrubbers are located near the northwest corner of the
property. Residual chlorine or other hazardous material may be present inside the units. The area
around the scrubbers did not smell of chlorine and soil staining was not apparent around the units;
however, potential for a release of hazardous materials is present and therefore considered a REC
of the subject property.

Eight abandoned concrete lined sludge drying beds are located near the northern portion of the
subject property. According to Mr. Mario Robles, approximately 12 inches of topsoil has been
removed from this area as part of a mitigation effort conducted by the City of Tucson. He did not
identify the type of contaminant motivating the mitigation effort, but did mention that it is listed
in the RCRAinfo database as a RCRA site. Until mitigation activities are complete and soil
samples from the area indicate satisfactory contamination levels as determined by the ADEQ this
site is considered a REC of the subject site.

The northern portion of the subject property includes a small plant and tree nursery. Due to the
size of the plant and tree nursery it is unlikely that if pesticides or fertilizers were used at this
facility they would be in concentrations that would significantly contribution to soil of
groundwater contamination. This plant and tree nursery is not considered a REC of the subject
site.

PHASE I ESA CONCLUSIONS

SWCA has completed a Phase I ESA of the subject property described in this document in conformance
with the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard E 1527-05 and the limitations described in this report.
Based on the information obtained during the site investigation conducted on November 9, 2006, and the
information obtained through the activities of this Phase I ESA, excluding the limitations, twenty-nine
recognized environmental conditions were identified:

Twenty-two listings from state and federal databases identifying past or potential release of
hazardous materials onto the subject property.

On-site soil contamination from improperly stored and transported used oil.
Two aboveground storage tanks containing sodium hypochlorite without secondary containment.
One aboveground storage tank containing sodium bisulfite without secondary containment.

Thirty-five empty and full 55-gallon drums of anti-freeze being stored without secondary
containment.

Sixteen full 55-gallon drum of sodium hydroxide being stored without secondary containment.
Two decommissioned chlorine gas scrubbers.

Eight abandoned concrete lined sludge drying beds currently under mitigation activities.
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APPENDIX A

Phase I ESA Proposal



SCOPE OF WORK
FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES FOR APPROXIMATELY 5-ACRES NEAR THE
INTERSECTION OF VAL VISTA AND THE LOOP 202-INTERSTATE IN PHOENIX,
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA

Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment

SWCA will complete a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for the Property in accordance
with modified standards described in ASTM Standard E-1527-05, Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process (2005). The objective of the
preliminary environmental site assessment will be to assess the presence of recognized environmental
conditions (RECs) located in, under, or originating from the site that may require remediation in the
future. This preliminary environmental site assessment will not include an aerial photograph review,
chain-of title documentation, nor will SWCA make recommendations to address any RECs found on the
property. The document generated will not be complete under the ASTM Standard E-1527-05 and
therefore not provide any form of liability protection.

The scope of work for the Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment will consist of the following four
activities:

Records Review

Review of available historical documents including: Sanborn fire insurance maps, and other land-use
documents (if available) to identify past operations or activities which may have caused adverse
environmental impacts. If made available by the client, SWCA also will review copies of environmental
reports previously prepared for the site, environmental compliance audits, environmental permits,
environmental liens or activity use limitations, or any other available environmental documents relating to
the site. Specialized knowledge or experience relating to the property or nearby properties will be
reviewed by SWCA if provided by the client. Additionally, available state and federal regulatory
databases will be reviewed to assess whether the site or nearby facilities have been subject to any
environmental actions or review. The regulatory database review will, at a minimum, include the
databases required to satisfy the ASTM standard. As part of the review process, the site location,
hydrogeologic characteristics, geographic setting, and physiography also will be summarized.

Interviews
If a site contact is available, SWCA personnel will interview individuals knowledgeable about the history

of the site (typically a past or current owner, operator, manager, or occupant of the site). Greeley and
Hanson will arrange for SWCA access to the property and provide contact information for the interview.

SCOPE OF WORK CONTINUED
Site Reconnaissance
SWCA personnel will visit the Property for the purpose of visually identifying and photographing areas

of RECs and documenting current site conditions. A windshield survey of adjacent and nearby properties
will be conducted in association with the site visit. The ESA will neither include activities such as the
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collection or analysis of soil, air, water, or other samples nor will issues such as radon, asbestos, lead, or
radioactivity be addressed in the field.

Report Generation

The findings and conclusions (if any) of the preliminary environmental site assessment will be
summarized and documented in a bound report. Three final bound reports will be generated. Sections
within the report will include: 1) an introduction and description of the scope-of-work, 2) a description of
the site, 3) a summary of the site history including interviews and user provide information, 4) a
regulatory database review, 5) a description and findings of the site reconnaissance, 6) opinions and
conclusions (if any), and 7) any other relevant issues. Report limitations and references will also be
included. Figures at a minimum will include 1) a regional site location map, and 2) a detailed site plan.
Where applicable, report appendices could include: 1) a copy of the regulatory database review report, 2)
color reproductions of up to 20 site photographs, 3) any applicable site history and prior-use
documentation, and 4) copies of relevant environmental reports previously prepared for the site (if
supplied by the client).

Please note this proposal includes application of the new ASTM standards that will take effect November
1, 2006.

Fixed-Fee Cost to Complete Phase I ESA: $4,700
Proposed Project Schedule
SWCA will begin work immediately on this project upon receipt of a signed contract. We anticipate being

able to provide you with three copies of the Phase I ESA report within approximately four weeks. Cost
for these services will be on a fixed-fee basis of $4,700.
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SWCA

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

Education

M.S., Ecology/Natural Resource
Policy, University of West Florida,
1997

B.A., Biology, State University of
New York, 1985

Registration / Certification

Hazwoper (40 hours) 29 CFR
1910.120(E), Current

Expertise

Permitting and regulatory
compliance

National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA)
Clean Water Act (CWA)
Endangered Species Act (ESA)

Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA)

Wetlands and water resources

Selected Projects

Sr. Project Manager, King Ranch
Master Planned Community;
Maricopa County, Arizona. CWA
permitting and natural resources
management.

Sr. Project Manager, Whetstone
Ranch West; Cochise County,
Arizona. CWA Permitting and
Natural Resources Management.

Sr. Project Manager, Tortolita
Interchange and 3,700-acre
Villages of Tortolita Master
Planned Community; Pinal and
Pima Counties, Arizona.
Environmental Services and
regulatory permitting.

Sr. Project Manager, Copper and
Gila Buttes Section 404
permitting; Maricopa County,
Arizona

RION BOWERS, M.S.
Environmental Planner

Mr. Bowers is a Senior Project Manager for SWCA's
Tucson office. His fourteen years of experience
includes permitting and regulatory compliance,
where he assists clients in developing permit
applications and facilitate project compliance with
the NEPA, CWA, ESA, RCRA, and state and local
statutes. This work typically involves coordination of
resource studies, development of the permit
applications, client coordination, and consultation
with regulatory personnel.

In natural resources management and planning, Mr.
Bowers has completed biological evaluations and
assessments, plant and wildlife surveys, and habitat
assessments to support projects throughout the
southwestern United States. He develops and
implements habitat mitigation and monitoring plans,
and facilitates major components of NEPA studies,
such as research, analysis, and document
preparation.

Mr. Bowers is currently federally permitted (# TE
834782) to survey for several threatened and
endangered species in Arizona. He completed survey
training in 1999 for cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl
(CFPO) and has conducted numerous surveys for this
species. In 2005, Mr. Bowers managed CFPO
surveys on over 150 properties from 1 to over 5,000-
acres in size located throughout Arizona. He has
also completed surveyor training (2003) and
conducted surveys for Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
(SWFL) throughout Arizona. Several pairs of SWFL
were located along Pinal Creek during one survey in
2005.

As an experienced researcher in wetlands and water
resources, he has provided management for and
facilitated Individual and Nationwide CWA Section
404, Section 402 and Section 401 permitting and
wetland mitigation and constructed wetland projects.
He has conducted numerous jurisdictional
delineations, and wetland delineations, and develops
404(b)(1) alternatives  analysis,  environmental
assessments and other studies to support CWA
permitting.
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SWCA

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

Education

e B.S., Hydrology, University
of Arizona, Tucson, 1995

Professional Certification

e Professional Hydrologist —
Ground Water (P.HGW.).
Registered and Certified by the
American Institute of Hydrology

e Adjunct Faculty, Gateway
Community College Water
Technology Program

Expertise

® Hydrology and water resource
permitting

e Water supply analysis:
groundwater/surface water
interaction studies

e NEPA compliance
e Clean Water Act compliance

e GIS compilation and
programming, Database design
and management

Selected Projects

e Project Manager / Hydrologist,
Planet Ranch Hydrologic Study;
Maricopa County, AZ

e Soil & Watershed Specialist,
Prescott National Forest Boundary
Project; Yavapai County, AZ

e Environmental Specialist, San

Pedro Hydrologic Study; Cochise
County, AZ

e Database Developer and
Programmer, Town of Payson
Water Department, Gila Cty, AZ

e Environmental Specialist,
AZGame and Fish Department

Water Rights Investigation,
Apache County, AZ

CHRISTOPHER J. GARRETT, B.S., PHGW
Project Manager / Hydrologist

Mr. Garrett has more than 10 years of extensive
experience in hydrology, water resources, and
environmental investigations. As a project manager in
SWCA's Phoenix office, he coordinates hydrologic
investigations and water resource assessments with
water and energy utilities, commercial and industrial
clients, developers, and private land owners.
Mr. Garrett has developed professional working
relationships with numerous federal and state land
and resource management agencies in Arizona, and
he is a former board member of the Arizona
Hydrological Society.

Mr. Garrett's professional experience includes work
with both groundwater and surface water issues,
including comprehensive water resource assessments,
Assured Water Supply demonstrations, well spacing
analyses, wetland inventory and impact analysis,
production well design and installation, surface water
gain/loss surveys, groundwater modeling, streamflow
modeling, and watershed modeling. He has also
been involved in expert witness support for litigation
involving complex groundwater issues, including
several toxic-tort cases in Phoenix and surface water
adjudication hearings around the state.

Mr. Garrett has been involved in data management
for dozens of complex environmental sites using
relational databases and Geographic Information
Systems (GIS), has conducted three-dimensional
groundwater modeling for large contaminated sites,
aond has prepared three-dimensional, high-end
graphical representations of environmental data. Mr.
Garrett is a registered professional hydrologist, and is
currently an adjunct faculty member in the Water
Resources Technology program at Gateway
Community College, teaching classes in GIS for water
resources and hydrologic instrumentation.

Mr. Garrett has worked with a number of federal,
state, and local government agencies including the
Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Arizona Game and Fish Department,
Flood Control District, Arizona Department of Water
Resources, Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality, and the Arizona Corporation Commission.
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SWCA

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

Education

e B.S., Biology, Northern Arizona
University, Flagstaff, 2003

Training / Certification

® Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (ADEQ)
Rapid Bioassessment Training
Course

Expertise

e Environmental and marine
biology

e Aquatic insect identification
e Laboratory management
e Stream ecology

Selected Projects

® Environmental Scientist,
Alchesay-Williams Creek
Bioassessment; Navajo County,
Arizona

e Environmental Scientist, Buena
Vista Phase | Environmental Site
Assessment; Maricopa County,
Arizona

e Environmental Scientist, Lone
Tree 100-Acre Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment;
Coconino County, Arizona

e Environmental Scientist, Grand
Canyon Native Fish Monitoring;
Coconino County, Arizona

e Environmental Specialist, Navajo
Homesites Biological Evaluation;
Navajo and San Juan Counties,
Arizona

e Environmental Scientist, Pine
Mountain Ecological Risk
Assessment; Maricopa County,
Arizona

KEVIN SERRATO, B.S.

Environmental Specialist

As an environmental scientist in SWCA's Phoenix
office, Mr. Serrato has been involved in general
stream surveys in northern Arizona while focusing on
macroinvertebrate populations and their use as a
bioassessment indicator for stream quality. He has
also taken part in the drafting of an aquatic
Bioassessment  Technical Report, Biological
Evaluations, Phase | Environmental Site Assessments,
and Trip Reports. Recently, he has participated as a
crew leader for Native Fish Monitoring in the
Colorado River through Grand Canyon National
Park. Additionally he has participated in two fish
population surveys in Bright Angel Creek at Grand
Canyon National Park, gaining experience in
electrofishing, population estimates, and random
population surveys. He has also gained valuable
experience in data entry and analysis of fish
population surveys of the mainstem of the Colorado
River in Grand Canyon National Park.

Mr. Serrato has participated in Phase | Environmental
assessments in Maricopa and Coconino Counties.
His experience includes site visits, interviews, reviews
of aerial photographs, city directories, environmental
databases, and regulatory reports, concerning sites
such as leaking underground storage sites (LUSTS),
and report preparation.

He mentored under Dr. Stephen Shuster, a professor
at Northern Arizona University, studying marine
invertebrates for three years and publishing multiple
abstracts on marine isopods. To further his education
in marine biology, he attended James Cook
University in Australia for six months. Mr. Serrato
gained hands-on experience in  microbiology
working in a teaching laboratory for two years. He
understands the techniques of inoculation, storage,
and disposal of pathogenic and non-pathogenic
organisms. He has knowledge in media and reagent
production and disposal, and experience using
equipment generally found in a microbiology
laboratory. While working there he also gained
experience in the supervision of other student
workers.
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