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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Weiss Associates, as consultant to Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, has conducted this
fifth five-year review of the remedial actions implemented at the Former Fairchild Facility at 101
Bernal Road in San Jose, California. The review period is January 2009 through December 2013.
The triggering action for this review is Fairchild’s submittal of the last Five-Year Review Report,
submitted before January 1, 2009. This report is due in advance of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency’s (USEPA) and California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco
Bay Region’s (Water Board) completion of their own five-year review report, which is required by
September 30, 2014, five years after the completion of the Water Board’s last Five-Year Review
Report, dated September 30, 2009. This current review was conducted because compounds of
concern (COCs) are in on-site groundwater above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted
exposure.

The site is 22 acres in a mixed agricultural, industrial, and commercial area located
approximately nine miles southeast of downtown San Jose and 20 miles southeast of
San Francisco Bay. Between 1977 and 1983, an on-site manufacturing plant etched, cleaned, coated,
and inspected silicon wafers. After ceasing operation and plant demolition, the site was redeveloped
into the current shopping center, which includes a grocery market, restaurants, other retail businesses,
and a surface parking lot.

In November 1981, Fairchild discovered that an underground storage tank, identified as
TSU#4, had failed and released industrial solvents into the subsurface. Soil and groundwater
sampling confirmed that on-site soil and groundwater in the two shallowest water-bearing zones (A
and B Zones) were impacted with volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including acetone,
1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113), isopropanol (IPA), tetrachloroethene (PCE),
1,1,1-trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA), and xylene. 1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE), an abiotic degradation
product of 1,1,1-TCA, was also detected in groundwater. Impacted groundwater migrated oft-site
through the B Zone and reached municipal and agricultural supply wells that were screened across
the B Zone and underlying C Zone. Groundwater samples collected in December 1981 from drinking
water supply well GO-13, located downgradient of the site, contained 1,1,1-TCA. A chronology of
events since the discovery of the release is presented in Table 1.

Fairchild’s initial response included an extensive subsurface investigation to determine the
vertical and lateral extent of compounds in soil and groundwater on-site and off-site. Fairchild also
excavated TSU#4, its associated pipelines, and impacted soil to a depth of 52 feet below ground
surface (bgs) in 1982; commenced and operated groundwater extraction and treatment on-site and
off-site, starting in 1982; installed a slurry wall along the site perimeter in 1985 and 1986; and sealed
off-site agricultural and municipal supply wells downgradient of the site between 1982 and 1986.

Water Board Order 89-16 and the Record of Decision (ROD), both issued in 1989,
established a remedy consisting of continued groundwater extraction and treatment, soil vapor
extraction (SVE), a biodegradation study, a groundwater flushing study, additional groundwater
monitoring wells to delineate the VOC plume, long-term groundwater monitoring, and deed
restrictions to limit site activities. In 1989 and 1990, SVE operated from a total of 39 extraction wells
around the TSU-4 excavation area. After the system removed an estimated total of 15,906 pounds of
VOCs and after VOC concentrations in the system influent reached asymptotic conditions, the

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 1
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Water Board approved shutdown of the system. As VOC concentrations in groundwater declined, the
Water Board also approved cessation of groundwater extraction and treatment off-site in 1991 and
on-site in 1998. Since 1998, Fairchild has continued groundwater monitoring, and the deed
restrictions for the site have remained in effect.

The Water Board completed its last five-year review in 2009, which was “concurred by’ the
USEPA (Water Board, 2009). The review concluded that the site “is currently protective of human
health and the environment. The groundwater plume has been reduced and contained. In the
meantime, institutional controls are in place to prevent exposure. There is no exposure risk from
vapor intrusion.” The report recommended follow-up actions. The status of each is summarized
below.

1. The ROD will need to be amended to reflect the change in remedy and cleanup level for
1,4-dioxane. The Water Board and the USEPA did not amend the ROD since the fourth
five-year review.

2. Fairchild should continue to assess the long-term success of the slurry cut-off wall in
preventing off-property migration of contaminated groundwater and evaluate other
remedies such as in situ bioremediation in terms of accelerating groundwater cleanup.
Fairchild assessed the effectiveness of the slurry wall and bioremediation, among other
remedial technologies, in a Draft Focused Feasibility Study that was submitted to the
Water Board and USEPA in 2011 (Weiss, 2011a).

3. A new restrictive covenant should be recorded for the site that is consistent with current
California law. Fairchild confirmed that deed restrictions that prohibit the use of
groundwater from the site for drinking water and restrict excavation below a depth of
20 feet are recorded and in effect for the site.

This fifth five-year review consisted of a review of historical project documents, a review of
groundwater elevation and analytical data for the past five years, and a site inspection on
October 23, 2013.

Water depths in A Zone wells ranged between 31 and 46 feet bgs and in B Zone wells
between 29 and 52 feet bgs. The water depth in C Zone well WCC-06(C) ranged between 47 and 56
feet bgs. Generally, the 2013 water depths are the lowest measured on-site since 2005, but
groundwater elevations during this period are within historical ranges. The groundwater flow
direction in the off-site B Zone was consistently towards the northwest, with a horizontal gradient of
approximately 0.001 foot per foot.

The analytical data from groundwater monitoring indicate that most of the cleanup levels in
the ROD have been met for the past five years. All samples collected from 14 on-site wells satisfied
the cleanup levels for acetone, Freon 113, IPA, 1,1,1-TCA, and xylene. The cleanup level for PCE
was met for all samples from the on-site wells except for one sample from each of two wells. The
cleanup level of 6 micrograms per liter (ug/L) for 1,1-DCE was consistently achieved in samples
from seven of the fourteen on-site wells sampled. Of the 19 wells sampled outside of the slurry wall,
only wells RW-19(B) and RW-25(B) have had a hazard index (HI) greater than 0.25 during this five
year period. The HI for RW-19(B) was above 0.25 in 2009 but below 0.25 from 2010 to 2013. The
HI for RW-25(B) has been consistently above 0.25 but decreased from 1.9 to 1.0 during the period
from 2009 to 2013.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 2
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The conclusions of the technical assessment for this five-year review are summarized by the
following responses:

A. Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? Yes. The remedy is
functioning as intended by Water Board Order 89-16 and the ROD. Of the remedy
elements, deed restrictions to limit groundwater use and site activities and long-term
groundwater monitoring remain in effect. The two remediation elements of the remedy,
SVE and groundwater extraction, were shutdown in 1990 and 1998, respectively, because
each system met shutdown criteria that were approved by the Water Board. As described
above, most of the groundwater cleanup levels have been satisfied. Modeling conducted
in 1998 as part of the request to shutdown groundwater extraction (Locus, 1998;
Water Board, 1998) and groundwater monitoring results since that time (Weiss, 2013)
indicate that the slurry wall is controlling groundwater migration of COCs from the site.

B. Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial action
objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? No. Although all of the cleanup
levels remain valid and protective, the toxicity data for acetone and IPA and
understanding of vapor intrusion as a potential exposure pathway have changed since the
ROD was issued. However, the change in the toxicity data for acetone and IPA does not
warrant changes to the cleanup levels in the ROD. Also, the Vapor Intrusion Evaluation
and Screening Level Risk Assessment included in Appendix B concludes that recent
compound concentrations in groundwater are below levels of potential concern for vapor
intrusion to indoor air in on-site and off-site buildings.

C. Has any other information come to light that could call into question the protectiveness
of the remedy? No.

The following recommendations are based on the technical assessment in this five-year
review:

1. 23 unnecessary wells should be destroyed. Many monitoring wells are no longer in the
sampling program and/or are not necessary to monitor residual COCs in groundwater due
to significant reductions in the extent of the groundwater plume since the wells were
installed. Many wells are on off-site private properties and could act as conduits for
future surface pollutants to groundwater.

2. The ROD should be amended to include 1,4-dioxane as a COC for on-site groundwater.
1,4-Dioxane has been detected in on-site groundwater monitoring well samples but is not
a COC in the ROD.

3. The ROD should be amended to remove acetone, Freon 113, IPA, 1,1,1-TCA and xylene
as COCs. Groundwater cleanup levels for these COCs have been satisfied for at least the
past five years.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 3
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The protectiveness statement for this five-year review is as follows:

The remedy at the Former Fairchild Facility in San Jose, California is considered
protective because the cleanup levels are still within the USEPA’s acceptable risk
range and there is no current or potential exposure, including by vapor intrusion.

If required, Fairchild will submit its next five-year review report in December 2018 in
advance of the Water Board and/or USEPA’s next five-year review, which will be due in
September 2019.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 4
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FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SUMMARY FORM

SITE IDENTIFICATION

Site Name: Former Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, San Jose

EPA ID: CAD097012298

Region: 9 State: California City/County: San Jose/Santa Clara

SITE STATUS

NPL Status: Final

Remediation Status: Soil vapor extraction and groundwater extraction and treatment systems shutdown
with agency approval; groundwater and slurry wall monitoring and a deed restriction remain in effect.

Multiple Operating Units? No Construction Completion Date: 1987

Has site been put into reuse? Yes. The site was redeveloped as a shopping center between 1998 and
2000.

REVIEW STATUS

Lead agency: California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (Water Board)

Author name: Thomas Fojut, P.E., P.G., C.Hg.

Author affiliation: Weiss Associates, consultant to

Author title: Principal Engincer Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation

Review period: January 2009 through December 2013

Date(s) of Site Inspection: October 23, 2013

Type of Review:
___Post-SARA __ Pre-SARA ____ NPL-Removal only
___ Non-NPL Remediation Action Site _X NPL State/Tribe-lead
___ Regional Discretion
Review Number: 1 (first) 2 (second) 3 (third) X Other (specify) 5 (fifth)
Triggering Action:
___Actual RA Onsite Construction at OU# _ Actual RA Start at OU#
____ Construction Completion X Previous Five-Year Review Report

X Other(specify) Water Board issuance of Order No. 95-084

Triggering action date: January 1, 2009 per the Water Board’s letter dated April 15, 2008.

Due Date: January 31, 2014, based on email correspondence from the Water Board (Water Board, 2013c¢)
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Issues:

The following issues were identified during this review:

1) Several monitoring wells are no longer in the sampling program and/or are not necessary to monitor
residual compounds of concern (COCs) in groundwater due to significant reductions in the extent
of the groundwater plume since the wells were installed. Many wells are on off-site private
properties and could act as conduits for future surface pollutants to groundwater.

2) 1,4-Dioxane has been detected in on-site wells but is not a COC in the Record of Decision
(ROD).

3) Five site COCs, including acetone, 1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113),
isopropanol (IPA), 1,1,1-trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA), and xylene, have attained groundwater
cleanup levels for at least the past five years.

Recommendations and Follow-up Actions:

1) Destroy 23 unnecessary monitoring and former extraction wells.
2) Amend the ROD to add 1,4-dioxane a COC for groundwater.

3) Amend the ROD to remove acetone; IPA; 1,1,1-TCA; Freon 113; and xylene as COCs.

Protectiveness Statement(s):

The remedy at the Former Fairchild Facility in San Jose, California is considered protective because
the cleanup levels are still within the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s acceptable risk
range and there is no current or potential exposure, including by vapor intrusion.

Other Comments:

Weiss performed a Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Screening Level Risk Assessment, which is
included in Appendix B of this report. This evaluation, which was requested in a December 20, 2013
letter from the Water Board (Water Board, 2013b), concludes that recent compound concentrations in
groundwater are below levels of potential concern for vapor intrusion to indoor air in on-site and off-
site buildings. This conclusion is consistent with the vapor intrusion assessment that was included in
the Water Board’s Fourth Five-Year Review Report (Water Board, 2009). The current evaluation
applies guidelines summarized in a December 3, 2013 letter from the United States Environmental
Protection Agency that requests vapor intrusion evaluations at various National Priorities List Sites in
the South Bay (USEPA, 2013c). Many of the guidelines were developed in the External Review Draft
— Final Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating the Vapor Intrusion Pathway from Subsurface Sources
to Indoor Air (USEPA, 2013a).

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 6



Weiss Associates I '@ I

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of five-year reviews is to determine whether the remedy at the site is protective
of public health and the environment. The methods, findings, and conclusions of reviews are
documented in five-year review reports. In addition, five-year review reports identify issues found
during the review, if any, and recommendations to address them.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (Water Board)
Order No. 89-016 requires Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation to submit a report every five years
(Water Board, 1989) for the Former Fairchild Facility at 101 Bernal Road in San Jose, California
(Figures 1&2). The Water Board modified Fairchild’s submittal schedule to coordinate with the
Water Board’s and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA) preparation of their five-year
reviews (Water Board, 2008b). After Fairchild submitted the last five-year review report, the Water
Board prepared its own five-year review report pursuant to Section 121 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the National
Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA §121 states:

If the President selects a remedial action that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants remaining at the Site, the President shall review such remedial action no less often
than each five years after the initiation of such remedial action to assure that human health and the
environment are being protected by the remedial action being implemented. In addition, if upon such
review it is the judgment of the President that action is appropriate at such Site in accordance with
section [104] or [106], the President shall take or require such action. The President shall report to
the Congress a list of facilities for which such review is required, the results of all such reviews, and
any actions taken as a result of such reviews.

The USEPA interpreted this requirement further in the NCP; Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR), §300.430(f)(4)(ii) states:

If a remedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants rvemaining at the Site above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted
exposure, the lead agency shall review such action no less often than every five years after the
initiation of the selected remedial action.

Weiss Associates, consultant to Fairchild, has conducted a five-year review of the remedial
actions implemented at the Former Fairchild Facility at 101 Bernal Road in San Jose, California. This
review was conducted from September 2013 to December 2013. Weiss Engineers Trish Eliasson and
Thomas Fojut performed a site inspection on October 23, 2013. This report documents the results of
the review.

This is the fifth five-year review for the Former Fairchild Facility. The triggering action for
this review is Fairchild’s submittal of the last five-year review report, submitted before
January 1, 2009. This report is due in advance of the agencies’ completion of their own five-year
review report, which is required by September 30, 2014, five years after the Water Board’s last
review of September 30, 2009. This current review was conducted because compounds are in site
groundwater above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 7
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2. SITE CHRONOLOGY

A chronology of site events between 1977 and 2013 is presented on Table 1.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 8
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3. BACKGROUND

This section describes the physical characteristics, land resources, history of contamination,
and initial response actions taken by Fairchild.

3.1  Physical Characteristics

The site is a flat, 22-acre parcel in a mixed agricultural, industrial and commercial area of
San Jose, California, near the intersection of Highways 85 and 101. It is located approximately
20 miles southeast of San Francisco Bay and nine miles southeast of downtown San Jose (Figure 1).
A shopping center that includes a grocery market, restaurants, other retail businesses, and a surface
parking lot occupies the site (Figure 2). Buildings in the immediate vicinity of the site consist of low-
rise development containing offices, commercial businesses, and warehouses. Residential
development exists east of Bernal Road. Previous project reports have used the “site” term to refer to
this parcel and adjacent areas. For the purposes of this report, “site” and “on-site” refers only to the
22-acre parcel depicted in Figures 2 and 3. Adjacent areas are described in this report as “off-site.”

The site slopes toward the northwest. Ground surface elevations range from approximately
220 feet above mean sea level at its southeast boundary to approximately 209 feet above mean sea
level at its northwest boundary. The site vicinity is located on the Santa Teresa Plain, which is a
southern extension of the Santa Clara Valley (Canonie, 1988). The plain is generally flat and slopes
gently to the northwest. It is bounded to the southwest by the Santa Teresa Hills, to the northeast by
the Diablo Range, to the southeast by the Coyote Narrows and Tulare Hill, and to the northwest by
Edenvale Ridge and Oak Hill.

The site is located within a hydrological area designated by California Department of Water
Resources as the South Bay Drainage Unit. This unit consists of a broad, alluvial valley sloping
northward toward San Francisco Bay. It is flanked by alluvial fans deposited at the foot of the Diablo
Range on the east and the Santa Cruz Mountains on the west. Streams that flowed from these
surrounding highlands historically deposited large quantities of alluvial debris onto the valley floor in
the form of alluvial fans and outwash plains. Four groundwater zones, designated as the A, B, C, and
D zones, have been identified at the site.

The A zone extends to as much as 60 feet below ground surface (bgs), with water levels
typically between 30 and 50 feet bgs. Logs for some site borings indicate that a sand and gravel unit
up to 40-feet thick is present in the upper 50 feet, whereas other site borings show only silty clay,
sandy clay or clay over this interval. Thus, it appears that there is no high permeability A Zone in
some areas of the site. The Remedial Action Plan (RAP) also indicates that in 1982, prior to the
installation of the site slurry wall, the A Zone was completely unsaturated in some areas, suggesting
that groundwater did not flow continuously through the A Zone around the time of the volatile
organic compound (VOC) release (Canonie, 1988). An aquitard separates the A Zone from the
underlying B Zone, consisting of sand and gravel generally between 60 and 120 feet bgs. The RAP
also concludes that this aquitard contains interbedded sand lenses, which hydraulically connect the
two zones. The RAP indicates that these units are similar downgradient of the site except the A Zone
was more consistently unsaturated at the time of the remedial investigation. Cross-sections show that

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\SJ Five-Year_Final.doc 9



Weiss Associates I '@ I

the A and B Zones merge together into a single unit approximately one mile downgradient of the site.
Because there was no distinct, water-bearing A Zone identified, off-site groundwater monitoring
wells are mostly screened in the B Zone or deeper. The C zone is generally found between 150 and
190 feet bgs, and the D zone at greater than 300 feet bgs (Figure 4).

3.2 Land and Resource Use

The site was primarily used for agriculture during the early 1900s. The transition from
agricultural to industrial and commercial land use in the area occurred in the late 1960s and early
1970s. Fairchild purchased the site in 1975 and constructed a manufacturing plant for electronic
devices (Figure 3). In April 1977, manufacturing processes began that involved etching, cleaning,
coating, and inspecting of silicon wafers (Remediation Services, 1988-1992). These operations
required the on-site use, handling, repackaging, and storage of industrial solvents that included
acetone, 1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113), isopropanol (IPA), 1,1,1-trichloroethane
(1,1,1-TCA), tetrachloroethene (PCE), and xylene. In 1979, Schlumberger Technology Corporation
(STC) acquired Fairchild and, as a result, also acquired the site.

In October 1983, Fairchild discontinued manufacturing and associated chemical storage at
the site (Locus, 1999). In 1987, STC sold its Fairchild business unit to National Semiconductor
Corporation but retained site ownership. STC has managed the site cleanup on behalf of Fairchild
(Locus, 1999). STC sold the site in 1990 to SRDC, Inc., a retail property developer. Between 1988
and 1992, the former manufacturing facilities on the site were decommissioned and demolished
(Remediation Services, 1988-1992; Water Board, 1992). In 1997, SRDC sold six acres of the site to
American Stores Properties, Inc. The current shopping center was constructed between 1998 and
2000.

Great Oaks Water Company, a local water purveyor, operates wells for municipal use within
a mile of the site. An inactive municipal supply well, GO-4(M), is located about 5,000 feet
downgradient (west) of the site. Two additional supply wells are located cross-gradient from the site:
well GO-7(M) is about 2,000 feet northeast and well GO-16(M) is about 2,000 feet north (Figure 2).
Both of these wells are outside of the former off-site plume.

3.3  History of Compounds of Concern at the Site

Waste solvents and waste hydrofluoric acid from site manufacturing were transferred through
piping from disposal sinks and floor drains to 6 tank storage units outside the building (Remediation
Services, 1988-1992). TSU#4, a single-walled fiberglass tank for waste solvents, was installed below
grade (Figure 3).

In November 1981, Fairchild discovered a fractured acid-neutralization pipeline at the facility
and, in response, drilled two exploratory borings (Canonie, 1988). The borings encountered VOC:s,
and a subsequent investigative excavation indicated that TSU#4 was the source (Figure 3). Based on
soil and groundwater sampling results, the released solvents included acetone, Freon 113, IPA, PCE,
1,1,1-TCA, and xylene. 1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE), an abiotic degradation product of 1,1,1-TCA,
was also detected in groundwater.
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Compounds from the release impacted A Zone groundwater on-site. Some of the compounds,
primarily 1,1,1-TCA, migrated into the B Zone because the A and B Zones are hydraulically
connected beneath the site, and municipal pumping of the B Zone in the region likely caused a
downward gradient between the two zones. Impacted groundwater migrated off-site through the
B Zone and reached municipal and agricultural supply wells. Groundwater samples from Great Oaks
Water Company well GO-13, located downgradient of the site, contained 1,1,1-TCA. As a result, the
well was taken out of service in December 1981 and sealed in October 1986.

3.4 Initial Response

In response to the discovery in 1981 of the release from TSU#4, Fairchild performed
extensive subsurface investigations to determine the vertical and lateral extent of compounds in soil
and groundwater on-site and off-site. Prior to the Record of Decision (ROD), Fairchild implemented
several remedial actions to prevent migration of compounds from the source area, remove VOC mass
from the subsurface, and reduce the extent of compound concentrations in the groundwater. These
actions included:

e Removal of TSU#4, its associated pipelines and impacted soil to a depth of
52 feet bgs in 1982.

e  Groundwater extraction and treatment on-site and off-site, starting in 1982.
e Installation of a slurry wall in 1986.
e  Sealing of off-site supply wells between 1982 and 1986.

These initial actions are described further below. Additional remedial actions performed after
the ROD was issued in 1989 are described in Section 4.2.

3.4.1 Tank and Soil Removal

Fairchild removed TSU #4, associated pipelines, an acid-waste neutralization tank, a concrete
holding vault, the concrete slab beneath the former solvent tank, and a temporary waste solvent tank
in 1982 following the discovery of the release (Locus, 1999). Sampling identified VOCs in saturated
and unsaturated soil between 15 and 50 feet bgs near former TSU#4. Soil in an area of approximately
50 feet by 65 feet was estimated to have over 1,000 milligrams per kilogram 1,1,1-TCA. Using an
augured caisson, Fairchild removed impacted soil within this area (Figure 3). The top
15 feet of soil were segregated as clean soil and temporarily stockpiled. Soil from 15 feet to
52 feet bgs was removed and hauled to a Class I landfill. Approximately 3,400 cubic yards of
impacted soil were disposed of, resulting in the removal of an estimated 38,000 pounds of VOCs
(Canonie, 1983). Each caisson was backfilled with concrete from 15 feet to 52 feet bgs. The top
15 feet were backfilled with soil from the temporary stockpile. The area was restored to original
grade and paved with asphalt to minimize surface water infiltration.

3.4.2 Groundwater Extraction and Treatment

Groundwater extraction and treatment operated from 1982 to 1998. The different operation
phases are summarized below.

In January 1982, the former supply well GO-13, renamed “GO-13(M),” was converted into a
remediation extraction well to aid in the off-site hydraulic control of VOC-impacted groundwater.
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The well initially pumped at approximately 1,260 gallons per minute (gpm). The extracted
groundwater was plumbed through four 10,000-pound vessels of granular activated carbon in an on-
site groundwater extraction and treatment system (GWETS) compound. The treatment effluent
discharged under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit to a City of San Jose
storm drain that emptied into Canoas Creek.

In May 1982, two new on-site extraction wells began operation: A Zone well WCC-41(A)
and B Zone well WCC-20(B). Well WCC-20(B) was connected to the GWETS and started at an
extraction rate of 150 gpm. Groundwater from well WCC-41(A), which was located immediately
downgradient of the former waste solvent storage tank, was pumped into tanker trucks and
transported to a Class I disposal facility. This off-site disposal continued until mid-1983, when the
well was connected to the GWETS, which had recently been equipped with an aeration tower to
improve the treatment efficiency. The tower was operated under a permit issued by the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District.

In November 1982, after most of the soil removal described in Section 3.4.1 was completed,
well RW-1(A,B) was connected to the GWETS. The well was connected across both the A and
B Zones and initially pumped at a rate of 1,500 gpm.

From late 1982 through 1984, numerous off-site wells were connected to the GWETS. These
included eight new B Zone wells; five new C Zone wells; and pre-existing agricultural supply wells
17L4, 17N1, 17N11, and 18J1, which were screened across multiple zones. Groundwater production
peaked in 1984, at a total flow of approximately 9,500 gpm. By 1987, the total GWETS flow had
decreased to 2,500 gpm (Locus, 1999). Groundwater extraction continued after the ROD was issued
in 1989 (Section 4.2.1).

3.4.3 Soil-Bentonite Slurry Cutoff Wall

In 1986, construction of a soil-bentonite slurry wall was completed along the inside of the
site perimeter (Figure 2) to contain VOC-impacted groundwater to the site (Canonie, 1988). The
3-feet thick wall encloses nearly the entire 22-acre site. The bottom of the wall is keyed into the B-C
aquitard by a minimum of 2 feet along its entire length. The wall depth varies based on the depth to
the top of the aquitard, and thus, the bottom of the wall varies between 55 and 148 feet bgs.

After it was constructed, the long-term effectiveness of the slurry wall was evaluated using
soil measurements and data collected during construction and from field tests after construction
(Canonie, 1988). Based on the test results, it was concluded that “the slurry wall provides a positive
permanent control measure” and “there is no data to suggest that the slurry wall would ever need to
be repaired or replaced.” A pumping test indicated that the integrity of the slurry wall was
satisfactory and that the wall had substantially decreased groundwater flow onto and through the site.
It was determined that loss of fine-grained particles from the wall would not occur if the head
differential across the wall remains below 24 feet. Using worst-case assumptions involving the
migration of B Zone groundwater through the wall, modeling results indicated that on-site compound
concentrations would attenuate to below the off-site cleanup level. A seismic analysis established
that the ability of the wall to continue to hydraulically isolate the site would not be adversely affected
by a major earthquake.
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In 1981 and 1982, Fairchild canvassed the site vicinity for existing water supply wells. In
December 1981, municipal supply well GO-13(M) was located downgradient of the site and was
determined to screen an interval extending from the A to the D Zone. The well was converted to a
remediation extraction well from January 1982 to September 1986 and permanently sealed in
October 1986.

3.4.4 Sealing of Supply Wells

Fairchild also identified 25 wells near the site, eight of which were located downgradient of
the site within the area of potentially impacted groundwater. Fairchild sealed these eight wells, which
were screened in one or more of the A, B, and C Zones, according to Santa Clara Valley Water
District (SCVWD) specifications. The other 17 wells were not located in the area of the plume. Of
these wells, two wells—17F1 and 18H2—were used for irrigation until 1987. The remaining 15 were
inactive, and of these, 13 have been listed by SCVWD as sealed. The remaining two wells, 17L2 and
20B1, were listed as inactive. Because they were not visible at ground surface, they were presumed
to have been previously abandoned (Canonie, 1988).

3.5 Summary of Basis for Taking Action
The site overlies the Santa Teresa groundwater basin that is actively used as a source of

drinking water. The site was designated as a Superfund site primarily due to past releases that caused
supply wells to be taken out of service.
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4. REMEDIAL ACTIONS

Fairchild submitted a RAP in October 1988 (Canonie, 1988). The RAP evaluated previous
and ongoing remedial actions, groundwater conservation measures and final cleanup alternatives;
proposed cleanup levels; recommended a final cleanup plan; and presented a public health
evaluation. Some of the portions in the RAP were later revised, and the Water Board prepared an

addendum to the RAP in December 1988 (Water Board, 1988).

The Water Board approved the RAP by adopting the Final Site Cleanup Requirements in
Order No. 89-16 in January 1989. Subsequently, the USEPA signed the ROD on March 23, 1989.
Although a remedial action objective is not explicitly stated in the ROD, it does establish a soil
cleanup goal and groundwater cleanup levels for specific compounds of concern (COCs). The
groundwater cleanup levels are shown on Table 2.

4.1 Remedy Selection
The ROD concurs with the remedy selected in Water Board Order No. 89-16, which
consisted of the following actions:

e  Continued groundwater extraction on-site and off-site; treatment by aeration;
and reinjection, reuse or discharge to surface water;

e  On-site soil vapor extraction (SVE) and treatment;

e A laboratory and field study of biodegradation of compounds in the subsurface;
e  An evaluation of the effectiveness of groundwater flushing on-site.

e  Deed restrictions to limit groundwater use and site activities;

e  Additional monitoring wells to assess the groundwater plume boundaries; and

e  Long-term groundwater monitoring.
4.2 Remedy Implementation
Fairchild completed each of the remedy components, which are summarized below.

4.2.1 Continued Groundwater Extraction and Treatment

The groundwater extraction and treatment described in Section 3.4.2 continued on-site and
off-site after the ROD was issued in 1989. The purpose was to remove compounds from
contaminated groundwater and hydraulically control impacted groundwater off-site.

In 1989, on-site groundwater extraction wells AE-1(B), AE-2(B), AE-3(B), AE-4(B), and
RW-28(B) were connected to the GWETS to suppress the water table and facilitate the SVE system
described in Section 4.2.2. Pumping from wells AE-2(B), AE-3(B), AE-4(B), and WCC-20(B) ended
with the termination of the SVE system. On-site pumping continued in the other wells, and the
treated discharge from the system was reinjected into the B Zone using well R-1(B), located outside
of the slurry wall on the downgradient boundary of the site (Locus, 1999).
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Groundwater monitoring results indicated that C Zone groundwater achieved the off-site
groundwater cleanup level, and therefore, extraction ceased in the C Zone extraction wells in 1989.
Groundwater extraction in off-site B Zone extraction wells was discontinued in phases and was
completely terminated by December 1991. The Water Board approved shutdown of the off-site
extraction based on modeling simulations that indicated that pumping was no longer effective for
cleanup and to promote water conservation efforts in the Santa Teresa Basin.

In 1998, the Water Board approved the termination of groundwater extraction on-site. COC
mass removal had reached asymptotic conditions and modeling results showed that COCs would not
migrate off-site after the GWETS was shutdown (Locus, 1999).

4.2.2 Soil Vapor Extraction

A SVE system was installed in January 1989 to remove VOCs from vadose zone soil around
the augered caisson excavation described in Section 3.4.1. A total of 39 extraction wells were
installed to create pneumatic gradients toward the area with high VOC concentrations and to prevent
VOC migration into unimpacted soil in the surrounding area. The wells were connected by
underground piping to a vacuum extraction and treatment unit consisting of a blower, a
dehumidification unit, and five 3,000-pound vapor-phase granular activated carbon units. The treated
air was discharged to the atmosphere.

The SVE system was shutdown in April 1990 with the approval of the Water Board after the
system achieved the shutdown criterion of less than 10 pounds of COC mass extracted per day. The
removal rate at shutdown was 3.6 pounds per day. Post-remediation soil samples were collected from
10 soil borings to evaluate the residual concentrations of COCs in soil. None of the soil samples
contained 1,1,1-TCA above the soil cleanup goal of 1 part per million. The results also indicated that
the SVE system reduced COC concentrations in the area of influence by an estimated 99.97 percent.
The SVE system removed an estimated total of 15,906 pounds of VOCs (Locus, 1999).

4.2.3 Biodegradation Study

A field and laboratory study of on-site biodegradation was performed by Dr. Perry McCarty
of the Department of Civil Engineering at Stanford University. The study indicated no evidence of
microbial degradation of 1,1,1-TCA on-site, and established estimated rates of chemotransformation
(abiotic degradation) of 1,1,1-TCA to acetate and 1,1-DCE (Locus, 1999).

4.2.4 Groundwater Flushing Evaluation

Flushing pilot studies were conducted in the A Zone in the early 1980s and in the B Zone in
the early 1990s. Cyclic pumping, considered a variation of groundwater flushing because it caused
the dewatering and resaturation of soil, was also conducted in the B Zone in the early 1990s. The
cyclic pumping ceased by 1998 when the Water Board approved the GWETS shutdown
(Locus, 1999).
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Deed restrictions that prohibit the use of groundwater from the site for drinking water and
restrict excavation below a depth of 20 feet are in effect for the site. The following documents have
been recorded for site parcels with the Santa Clara County Records Office:

4.2.5 Deed Restrictions

. "Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions," recorded on
May 17, 1989; and

° "Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions and Grant of Easement,"
recorded on August 9, 1990 after Fairchild sold the site.

In December 2013, Weiss performed a title search for the parcels that comprise the site
(Appendix A). The title search confirms that the deed restrictions required in the ROD and the Fourth
Five-Year Review Report (Water Board, 2009) have been recorded by the Santa Clara County
Recorder's Office. These restrictions prevent human contact with site COCs and provide protection
of the monitoring wells and slurry wall.

4.2.6 Additional Monitoring Wells

Monitoring well 144(B) was installed in November 1990. Groundwater samples from the
well contained no detectable COC concentrations. This well, combined with the extensive network of
groundwater monitoring wells that had been installed previously, completed the assessment of the
COC plume (Locus, 1999).

4.2.7 Long-Term Groundwater Monitoring

Groundwater monitoring on-site and off-site has been ongoing since the 1980s and has
demonstrated that most of the groundwater cleanup levels have been satisfied (Section 6.2.2). The
current Self-Monitoring Program (SMP) consists of measuring water levels and collecting
groundwater samples annually from approximately 30 on-site and off-site wells (Water Board, 2007).

4.3  System Operations/Operation and Maintenance

System operation and maintenance ceased when the groundwater extraction and treatment
was shutdown in July 1998 with Water Board approval. Currently, operation and maintenance
consists of:

e  Annual water level measurements and groundwater sampling for approximately
30 wells per the SMP (Water Board, 2007) and off-site disposal of well purge
water.

e  Maintenance of the wellheads for the currently monitored wells and numerous
monitoring and extraction wells that are not included in the SMP.

e Annual reporting of the water level and sampling results and other site-related
activities.

In response to an increase in COC concentrations in well RW-25(B) in 2006, Fairchild
voluntarily increased the sampling frequency of off-site well RW-25(B) to quarterly from 2007 to
2009 and to semi-annually from 2010 to 2011. For the last several years, COC concentrations in this
well have decreased, and thus, annual sampling resumed in 2012. Annual operations and
maintenance costs for this five-year period are presented in Table 3.
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5. PROGRESS SINCE LAST FIVE-YEAR REVIEW

5.1 Protectiveness Statement from the Last Review

The following protectiveness statement is from the Fourth Five-Year Review Report
(Water Board, 2009):

The remedy at the Fairchild San Jose Superfund Site at 101 Bernal Road in San Jose, California
is currently protective of human health and the environment. The groundwater plume has been
reduced and contained. In the meantime, institutional controls are in place to prevent exposure.
There is no exposure risk from vapor intrusion. To be protective in the long term, the feasibility
of alternative remedies or improvements to the existing system need to be amended to reflect the
change in remedy and to identify 1,4-dioxane as a chemical of concern. Also, new
environmental restriction covenant consistent with current California law should be recorded to
ensure long-term protectiveness.

5.2 Status of Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions from Last Review

Table 4 presents recommendations and the status of the follow-up actions presented in the
Water Board’s Fourth Five-Year Review Report (Water Board, 2009).
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6. FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS

For this fifth five-year review, Weiss conducted a document review, data review and site
inspection. Weiss assumes that the agencies will publish a public notice in coordination with the
agencies’ completion of their review.

6.1 Document Review

The five-year review process consisted of reviewing the documents that are listed in the
References Section at the end of this report. For this review, the source of the applicable or relevant
and appropriate requirements (ARARs) and cleanup levels is the ROD (USEPA, 1989). The ROD
includes a statement that it concurs with the Final Site Cleanup Requirements in Water Board Order
89-16 (Water Board, 1989).

6.2 Data Review

Weiss reviewed data collected during this review period, which includes groundwater
elevation and sampling data.

6.2.1 Groundwater Elevation Data

Groundwater elevation data was evaluated for the past five years. Table 5 presents the water
level measurements from 2009 through 2013, which includes the on-site and off-site monitoring
wells in the Revised SMP (Water Board, 2007).

Over the five year period, the depths to water in the on-site A Zone wells ranged between
31 and 46 feet bgs. Water levels in B Zone wells ranged between approximately 29 feet bgs
(downgradient of the site) and 52 feet bgs (upgradient of the site). The water depth in C Zone well
WCC-06(C) ranged between approximately 47 and 56 feet bgs. Generally, the 2013 water depths are
the lowest measured on-site since 2005, but groundwater elevations during this period are within
historical ranges.

As part of the SMP, the groundwater flow direction and gradient is only regularly evaluated
for the B Zone outside of the slurry wall. Historical water level measurements indicate that horizontal
component of groundwater flow in the B Zone is generally towards the northwest, consistent with
regional flow patterns (USGS, 2004) (Figure 5). During this five year period, the horizontal gradient
has been consistently estimated at 0.001 foot per foot.

Since the on-site GWETS was shutdown in 1998 (Water Board, 1998), relative groundwater
elevations for wells inside and outside of the slurry wall indicate a consistent inward hydraulic
gradient in the B Zone across the wall along the northeastern, southeastern and southwestern site
boundaries (Figures 6 through 8 and Table 6). The relative water levels measured in wells 129(B),
146(B), 128(B), WCC-01(B), 127(B), WCC-02(B), 126(B) and 116(B) during different seasons
between 1998 and 2007 indicate that the gradient across the wall along the northwestern side of the
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site fluctuated from inward during wetter times of the year to outward in September and October.
Since 2007, water levels have been measured only every September, and thus the likely inward
gradient during other times of the year is not evident in the data set.

The groundwater level data for WCC-06(C) indicates a downward hydraulic gradient across
the B-C aquitard, a 40-feet thick clay unit that separates the B and C Zones. Over the past five year
period, the groundwater elevation in B Zone well WCC-02(B) ranged from approximately 8.5 to
10 feet higher than that of C Zone well WCC-06(C) (Figure 9 and Table 5). The VOC concentrations
in C Zone well WCC-06C have generally been below detection limits since 1982, which supports the
conclusion that the B and C Zones are not in hydraulic communication beneath the site.

6.2.2 Analytical Data for Groundwater

This review includes all groundwater monitoring analytical data collected from 2009 to 2013
as part of the Revised SMP (Water Board, 2007) as well as supplemental data collected during this
time period. The analytical tables and other supporting data are included in Figures 10 through 15
and Tables 7 and 8 and discussed below.

The wells sampled inside the slurry wall consist of four A Zone wells—112(A), 115(A),
RW-23(A) and WCC-41(A)—and 10 B Zone wells—116(B), 119(B), 122(B), 131(B), 145(B),
146(B), WCC-01(B), WCC-02(B), AE-1(B), and AE-2(B). The wells sampled outside the slurry wall
consist of three A Zone wells—82(A), F-6(A), and WCC-04(A)—and 16 B Zone wells: 75(B),
105(B), 106(B), 120(B), 126(B), 127(B), 128(B), 129(B), 135(B), RW-13(B), RW-19(B),
RW-20(B), RW-25(B), RW-27(B), WCC-26(B), and WCC-42(B). Also sampled were well
WCC-06(C), an on-site C Zone well that screens a depth interval below the slurry wall, and
GO-04(M), an inactive supply well located approximately 5,000 feet northwest of the site. The
analytical data are summarized below.

Wells inside the slurry wall: All 14 wells have met the on-site groundwater cleanup levels
for acetone, Freon 113, IPA, 1,1,1-TCA, and xylene for at least the past five years. The cleanup level
for PCE was satisfied for all on-site well samples except for one sample from each of two wells
during the past five years. The cleanup level for 1,1-DCE have been achieved consistently in seven
of the fourteen wells sampled. Wells with 1,1-DCE above the cleanup level of 6 micrograms per liter
(ng/L) are near or downgradient of the former source area. These wells include A Zone wells 115(A),
RW-23(A) and WCC-41(A) (Figure 10) and B Zone wells 131(B), 145(B), AE-1(B), AE-2(B), and
WCC-1(B) (Figure 11). The percent reduction from the maximum detected 1,1-DCE concentration to
the most recent sampling event ranges from 82.5% to 99% at these wells, except for well 131(B),
which had a 7% reduction.

Wells outside the slurry wall: Hazard indices (HIs) have been calculated each year based on
concentrations of 1,1,1-TCA and 1,1-DCE in off-site monitoring wells (Figures 12 and 13 and
Table 9). These Hls are compared annually to the off-site groundwater cleanup level, which is a HI
of 0.25. Of the 19 wells sampled outside the slurry wall, only wells RW-19(B) and RW-25(B) have
had a HI greater than 0.25 during this five year period. The HI for RW-19(B) was above 0.25 in 2009
but below 0.25 from 2010 to 2013. The HI for RW-25(B) has been consistently above 0.25 but
decreased from 1.9 to 1.0 during this period.

Recommended changes to the monitoring program are presented in Section 7.1.2.
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On October 23, 2013, the following individuals performed a site inspection in preparation for
the five-year review process:

e  Mr. Max Shahbazian, Water Board
e  Ms. Melanie Morash, USEPA

e Ms. Ellen Engberg and Mr. Aaron King, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
contractor to the USEPA

6.3  Site Inspection

e  Ms. Trish Eliasson and Mr. Thomas Fojut, Weiss Associates, consultant to
Fairchild

During the site inspection, Weiss summarized the project history, remediation results, and
trends of COC concentrations in groundwater to the other attendees. The inspection consisted of a
reconnaissance to the location of the former underground storage tanks, the enclosure for the inactive
GWETS, and areas across and downgradient of the site.
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7. TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT

7.1  Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents?

Yes, the remedy is functioning as intended by Water Board Order 89-16 and the ROD.
7.1.1 Remedial Action Performance

Of the remedy elements, deed restrictions to limit groundwater use and site activities and
long-term groundwater monitoring remain in effect. The two remediation elements of the remedy,
SVE and groundwater extraction, were shutdown in 1990 and 1998, respectively, because each
system met shutdown criteria that were approved by the Water Board.

The SVE system included 27 extraction wells, operated for approximately 16 months, and
removed an estimated 15,906 pounds of VOCs from the vadose zone (Locus, 1999). The system
operated until the VOC mass removal rate declined to below the shutdown criterion of 10 pounds per
day. No 1,1,1-TCA was detected in 28 confirmation soil samples above the cleanup goal of 1 part per
million.

An estimated 93,285 pounds of VOCs were extracted from on-site and off-site pumping
between 1982 and 1998. The Water Board approved shutdown of off-site extraction when based on
modeling simulations that indicated that pumping was no longer effective for cleanup and to promote
water conservation efforts in the Santa Teresa Basin (Locus, 1999). In 1998, the Water Board
approved shutdown of the on-sitet GWETS because COC mass removal had reached an asymptotic
trend and modeling showed that the slurry wall sufficient for controlling groundwater migration of
COC:s from the site (Locus, 1998; Water Board, 1998).

Data from the current groundwater monitoring program continues to indicate that these
previous remediation efforts, combined with the source removal excavation and slurry wall
installation that were implemented prior to the ROD, have resulted in attainment of most of the
groundwater cleanup levels in the ROD. A comparison of groundwater analytical data for the past
five years with the cleanup levels indicates that:

e  The on-site cleanup levels were not exceeded for five of the seven COCs
(acetone, Freon 113, IPA, 1,1,1-TCA and xylene) in any of the wells.

e  Except for one sample from each of two on-site wells, no PCE was detected
above the cleanup level of 5 pg/L during the past five years. The highest PCE
concentration was 12 ng/L, detected in B Zone well AE-1(B).

e  The only COC that was consistently above the on-site cleanup level is 1,1-DCE.
Eight of 14 on-site wells yielded samples with concentrations above the cleanup
level of 6 ug/L. Regardless, 1,1-DCE has decreased substantially since when
remediation first commenced. In June 1982, the maximum site concentration
was 1,900,000 pg/L. In September 2013, the maximum concentration was
150 pg/L.
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e  Of the 20 off-site wells sampled, samples from two contained 1,1-DCE and
1,1,1-TCA concentrations that exceeded the off-site cleanup level of a HI of
0.25. Only the 2009 sample from well RW-19(B) exceeded this cleanup level;
the results for samples collected between 2010 and 2013 from this well were
below the cleanup level. The HI for well RW-25(B) has been consistently above
the off-site cleanup level, but it has decreased over the last three years (Table 9).
The Mann-Kendall statistical analysis presented in the 2013 Annual Status
Report confirms that 1,1-DCE concentrations have followed a decreasing trend
in this well since 2007 (Weiss, 2013).

The Draft Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) concludes that 1,1-DCE concentrations inside the
slurry wall will decline to below the on-site groundwater cleanup level over the long term (Weiss,
2011a). Concentrations of 1,1-DCE in on-site groundwater appear to be dependent on the desorption
rate of 1,1-DCE from deep, saturated soil units with low permeability that are in contact with the
coarser and more transmissive soil units of the A and B Zones. For this reason, the estimated time to
cleanup to the maximum contaminant level (MCL) using other remedial approaches considered in the
FFS were not significantly shorter than the current remedy of groundwater monitoring with the slurry
wall in place.

Containment of impacted water to the site remains effective. The groundwater monitoring
data indicate that COCs are not present in B Zone groundwater immediately downgradient of the site,
indicating that the slurry wall is effectively controlling COC migration. The off-site cleanup level
was not exceeded in any samples collected from wells 126(B) through 129(B) during the past five
years (Figures 12 and 13).

The remaining components of the remedy, deed restrictions to limit groundwater use and site
activities and long-term groundwater monitoring, will remain effective in comparing COC
concentrations to cleanup levels and assessing the performance of the slurry wall.

7.1.2 Opportunities for Optimization

The groundwater monitoring program could be improved to reduce risk of future
groundwater impacts and remedy implementation costs. Weiss recommends revising the SMP and
abandoning 23 groundwater monitoring and extraction wells that are no longer necessary to assess
remedy effectiveness or monitor groundwater quality. The rationale for destroying these wells is that:

e  Most of the wells were installed nearly 30 years ago to delineate an off-site
VOC plume that has since decreased significantly in size. The off-site
groundwater cleanup level has been achieved in most areas downgradient of the
site.

e  VOCs have generally not been detected in C Zone wells for the past 30 years,
and thus, continued monitoring of this zone is unnecessary.

e  Many of the off-site wells are on private properties and some are in locations
that make them susceptible to damage (e.g., agricultural fields). Thus, these
wells could create conduits for surface contaminants to reach deep groundwater.

Figure 16 shows the well locations, and Table 10 lists the wells, their construction details,
and a specific rationale for each proposed abandonment. This well abandonment recommendation
was also presented in the 2013 Annual Status Report (Weiss, 2013).
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Weiss also recommends removing acetone, IPA, Freon 113, 1,1,1-TCA and xylene as COCs
for groundwater on-site. As discussed in Section 6.2.2, the groundwater cleanup levels in the ROD
were achieved for these COCs more than 5 years ago.

7.1.3 Implementation of Institutional Controls and Other Measures

In December 2013, Weiss performed a title search for the parcels that comprise the site
(Appendix A). The title search confirms that the deed restrictions required in the ROD have been
recorded by the Santa Clara County Records Office. These restrictions prevent human contact with
site COCs and provide protection of the monitoring wells and slurry wall.

7.2 Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and
remedial action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid?

No. Although all of the cleanup levels remain valid and protective, the toxicity data for
acetone and IPA and understanding of vapor intrusion as a potential exposure pathway have changed
since the ROD was issued. As presented in Section 7.2.3, the toxicity data changes to these COCs do
not warrant changes to the groundwater cleanup levels. Also, recent compound concentrations in
groundwater are below levels that may indicate a potential vapor intrusion risk to on-site or off-site
buildings (Section 7.2.2).

7.2.1 Changes in Standards, Newly Promulgated Standards, and To-Be-Considered
Criteria

Weiss reviewed the ARARs and to-be-considered criteria in Water Board Order 89-16 and
the ROD to assess if there have been significant changes to these standards and if such changes call
into question the protectiveness of the remedy. As shown in Table 11, no changes to action-specific
or location-specific were identified.

The only compound-specific standards that have changed since the ROD are California
MCLs for drinking water that were adopted for Freon 113, PCE and xylene. Water Board Order 89-
16 and the ROD state that groundwater cleanup standards shall change accordingly as MCLs are
adopted or change. Thus, these MCLs have been reported as site cleanup levels for approximately the
past 20 years (Table 2).

In 2010, the California Department of Public Health established a response level of 35 ug/L
for 1,4-dioxane, which has been detected in site monitoring wells. Previous five-year reports
recommended adding 1,4-dioxane as a site COC (RMT, 2004; Weiss, 2008b, Water Board, 2009).
The Draft FFS (Weiss, 2011) recommended an on-site cleanup standard equivalent to the response
goal because:

. No federal or state MCL has been established.

e  Except for 7.0 pg/L that was detected from a 2008 sample from well 128(B), no
1,4-dioxane has been detected in any other groundwater samples from outside of
the slurry wall.
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e  The response level is equivalent to a 10-4 carcinogenic risk assuming daily
ingestion of drinking water for 70 years of drinking water (USEPA, 2010). The
existing site deed restrictions prohibit using site groundwater for drinking water.

No changes to standards affect the off-site groundwater cleanup level. The cleanup level of
0.25 of the HI remains a more stringent level than MCLs or a HI of 1.0, which are considered
protective of human health and are thus commonly used as groundwater cleanup levels at other
National Priority List sites.

7.2.2 Changes in Exposure Pathways

Since the site was redeveloped as a shopping center in 2000, no significant changes in on-site
land use have occurred. Land use downgradient of the site also appears unchanged since the last five-
year review. No plans for future land use changes on-site or oftf-site were identified.

Weiss performed a Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Screening Level Risk Assessment, which
is included in Appendix B. This evaluation, which was requested in a December 20, 2013 letter from
the Water Board (Water Board, 2013b), concludes that recent compound concentrations in
groundwater are below levels of potential concern for vapor intrusion to indoor air in on-site and off-
site buildings. The evaluation applies guidelines summarized in a December 3, 2013 letter from the
USEPA that requests vapor intrusion evaluations at various National Priorities List sites in the South
Bay (USEPA, 2013c). Many of the guidelines were developed in the External Review Draft — Final
Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating the Vapor Intrusion Pathway from Subsurface Sources to
Indoor Air (USEPA, 2013a).

Since the ROD was issued, 1,4-dioxane has been detected in groundwater and is included in
the current groundwater sampling program. The 2009 Five-Year Review Report recommended
including 1,4-dioxane as a site COC.

7.2.3 Changes in Toxicity and Other Contaminant Characteristics

The on-site groundwater cleanup levels for acetone and IPA are based on toxicity criteria
because no MCLs are other ARARs are established for these COCs. Weiss’s review of the current
toxicity data for these COCs concludes that the existing groundwater cleanup levels are protective.

Acetone toxicity was last revised in July 2003. The current oral reference dose for chronic
oral exposure in the Integrated Risk Information System is 900 milligrams per kilogram per day.
Based on this dose, the current tap water Regional Screening Level (RSL) is 12,000 pg/L (USEPA,
2013b) and the drinking water Environmental Screening Level (ESL) is 20,000 ng/L (Water Board,
2013a). These values are higher than the groundwater cleanup level of 3,500 pg/L established by the
ROD.

No RSLs or ESLs are currently established for IPA. Based on the current reference dose of
7 milligrams per cubic meter (OEHHA, 2013), the USEPA’s Screening Level Calculator provides a
drinking water level of 14,600 ng/L (USEPA, 2013b). The groundwater cleanup level in the ROD is
450 pg/L, which was based on a site-specific remediation criterion calculated by the California
Department of Public Health.
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7.3  Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into
question the protectiveness of the remedy?

No, other information, including newly identified ecological risks or natural disaster impacts,
have not been identified. Also, as indicated in Section 7.2.2 and Appendix B, compound
concentrations in groundwater are below levels of potential concern for vapor intrusion to indoor air
in on-site and off-site buildings.

7.4  Technical Assessment Summary

The remedy has achieved most of the cleanup criteria presented in Water Board Order 89-16
and the ROD. Both SVE and groundwater extraction operated as required by the ROD and were shut
down with Water Board approval. SVE near the former source area reduced COC concentrations in
soil to below the soil cleanup goal in the ROD. Groundwater extraction on-site and off-site removed
COC mass from groundwater and hydraulically controlled the plume off-site as the source area was
remediated and as COC concentrations declined over the entire plume area. Five COCs have met the
on-site groundwater cleanup levels for at least the past five years. Only one off-site well consistently
has had a HI above the stringent off-site cleanup level of 0.25. Continued groundwater monitoring
will provide data to assess the likely long-term decline of 1,1-DCE to the on-site groundwater
cleanup level and the effectiveness of the site’s perimeter slurry wall. The existing deed restriction
will assist in preventing human exposure to site groundwater and to protect the existing monitoring
wells and slurry wall.

Past remediation efforts have reduced COC concentrations so that they currently do not
present significant risk to human health. The slurry wall has cutoff migration of residual COCs in on-
site groundwater to areas downgradient of the site and deed restrictions prohibit using on-site
groundwater for drinking. Excavation and SVE at the source area have remediated vadose zone soil
to a depth of approximately 50 feet, preventing potential future contact with impacted soil. Although
groundwater at off-site well RW-25(B) remains above the cleanup level, COC concentrations in this
well continue to decline. Previous vapor intrusion assessments and the evaluation included in
Appendix B indicate that the vapor intrusion pathway is not a concern for on-site or off-site
buildings.

Several optimization recommendations are warranted based on groundwater monitoring
results. Groundwater in most areas downgradient of the site has achieved the off-site groundwater
cleanup level, and thus, many off-site wells are no longer necessary. Abandoning the wells presented
in Table 10 will reduce the risk of future surface pollutants from impacting groundwater. Because
acetone, Freon 113, IPA, 1,1,1-TCA and xylene have not been detected above cleanup levels in site
groundwater for at least five years, Weiss recommends eliminating them as COCs. Consistent with
previous five-year reviews, Weiss recommends adding 1,4-dioxane as a site COC for groundwater.
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8. ISSUES, RECOMMENDATIONS AND FOLLOW-UP ACTIONS

Issues identified in the technical assessment of this five-year review, recommendations and
follow-up actions are summarized in Table 12.
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9. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

The remedy at the Former Fairchild Facility in San Jose, California is considered protective
because the cleanup levels are still within the USEPA’s acceptable risk range and there is no current
or potential exposure, including by vapor intrusion.
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10. NEXT REVIEW

If required, Fairchild will submit its next five-year review report in December 2018 in
advance of the Water Board and/or USEPA’s next five-year review, which will be due in
September 2019.
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Figure 1.  Site Location — 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California
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Table 1. Site Chronology—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

DATE

EVENT

1977

Manufacturing operations begin at the site.

December 1981

Great Oaks Water Company public supply well GO-13(M), found to contain
1, 1, 1-trichloroethane (1, 1, 1-TCA) and was taken out of service.

November-
December 1981

Initial investigations identified a leaking underground waste solvent storage tank and
associated soil and groundwater contamination that was the source of 1, 1, 1-TCA in public
supply well GO-13(M).

1982

Remedial action at the site began in 1982 with the removal of the leaking tank and the
associated piping. Soil was excavated in a 50 feet by 65 feet area to a depth of 50 feet around
the tank. An estimated 38,000 pounds of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were removed
during soil excavation. After the excavation work, the site was restored to original grade and
paved with asphalt to prevent percolation of surface water through the excavated area.

January 1982

Fairchild begins groundwater extraction to contain contaminant migration. Great Oaks well
GO-13(M), which was disconnected and taken out of service in December 1981, was
connected to an on-site treatment system and restarted to aid in the off-site hydraulic control
of the chemical bearing groundwater. Start of off-site groundwater extraction from B Zone
wells RW-2(B), RW-12(B), RW-14(B), RW-19(B), RW-20(B), RW-22(B), RW-25(B), and
RW-27(B); C Zone wells RW-3(C), RW-4(C), RW-5(C), RW-9(C), and WCC-18(C); and
agricultural wells 1714, 17N1, 17N11, and 18J1.

May 1982 Start of on-site groundwater extraction from RW-1(A,B), WCC-20(B), and WCC-41(A).

1983 Industrial operations ceased.

1986 An on-site slurry wall was constructed inside site perimeter to contain impacted groundwater.
The wall is approximately 3 feet thick, and the depth varies from 55 to 148 feet. It is keyed
2 feet into an aquitard that separates the B and C Zones.

August 1986 Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (Water Board) issues
initial interim Site Cleanup Requirements Order 86-62.

1987 Water Board issues Order No. 87-16 that amends interim Site Cleanup Requirements
Order 86-62.

1988 A baseline Public Health Evaluation was completed for the site using the data compiled from
1982-1987 as part of the Draft Remedial Action Plan. The assessment concluded that there
were no known current chemical exposure to humans, and quantified potential future
exposures to groundwater and soil to establish remediation target levels.

1989 1. Fairchild site is added to the National Priorities List.

2. Water Board adopts Final Site Cleanup Requirements Order 89-16.

3. Fairchild terminates groundwater extraction from C Zone wells RW-3(C), RW-4(C),
RW-5(C), RW-9(C), and WCC-18(C) in 1989.

January 1989-
April 1990

On-site soil vapor extraction in vadose zone, A Zone and in low permeability units between
the A and B Zones. Approximately 15,906 pounds (Ibs) of VOCs were removed.

January 1989

Water Board issues Final Site Cleanup Requirements in Order 89-16.

March 1989

United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) issues Record of Decision (ROD).

May 1989

A deed restriction was prepared for the property and recorded with the Santa Clara County
Records Office on May 16, 1989. The deed restriction prohibits the use of groundwater from
the site for drinking water and restricts excavation below a depth of 20 feet.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 1_Chronology.docx Page 1of2
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Table 1. Site Chronology—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

DATE EVENT
May 1990 Water Board issues Order No.90-064, which amends the Final Site Cleanup Requirements
Order No.89-16.
1990 The site is sold to SRDC, Inc; Fairchild retains responsibility for site cleanup.

December 1991

Fairchild terminates off-site groundwater extraction from B Zone from wells RW-2(B),
RW-12(B), RW-14(B), RW-19(B), RW-20(B), RW-22(B), RW-25(B), and RW-27(B).

1994 Fairchild submits first Five-Year Review Report to Water Board addressing the period
between January 1, 1989 through June 30, 1993.
April 1995 Water Board issues Order No. 95-084, which amends Order N0.90-064, and the Final Site

Cleanup Requirements Order No.89-16.

November 1995

A Supplemental Health Risk Assessment to address vapor intrusion concluded that there were
no unacceptable risks to potential human receptors from chemicals of concern (COCs) in
groundwater.

July 1998 Fairchild terminates on-site groundwater extraction and treatment in July 1998 after
demonstrating that asymptotic VOC concentrations and other conditions had been reached.
Between 1982 and 1998, the groundwater extraction and treatment system removed
approximately 93,285 Ibs of VOCs from groundwater.

July 1999 Second Five-Year Review issued by USEPA and Water Board, addressing the period from
July 1993 through December 1998.

1998-2000 Property is redeveloped into a retail shopping center.

September 2004 | Third Five-Year Review Report issued by USEPA and Water Board, addressing the period
from January 1999 through October 2004.

January 2007 Initiate voluntary quarterly sampling of well RW-25(B) and upgradient monitoring well
127(B) to evaluate concentration increase in RW-25(B). No COCs were detected in well
127(B) above the off-site cleanup level, so quarterly sampling in this well reverted back to
annual in January 2008.

July 2007 Revised Self Monitoring Program issued and monitoring and reporting requirements changed
from semi-annual to annual. Wells 74(B), 83(B), WCC-13(B), and WCC-27(B) removed
from monitoring network because VOCs were not detected in these wells above maximum
contaminant levels (MCLs) for the previous 10+ years.

October 2008 Vapor intrusion evaluation for on-site and off-site wells indicates no unacceptable risks under
most restrictive scenarios based on Water Board Tier 1 Environmental Screening Levels.

September 2009 | Fourth Five-Year Review Report issued by Water Board with USEPA concurrence.

January 2010 Corrected grant deed recorded for site parcels to acknowledge that previously filed deed
restrictions remained valid and met California Civil Code Section 1471 requirements.

November 2010 | Water Board requested a Focused Feasibility Study.

2010 Fairchild changed the voluntary quarterly sampling for well RW-25B to semi-annual.

June 2011 Fairchild submitted Draft Groundwater Focused Feasibility Study to Water Board and
USEPA.

2012 Fairchild changed the voluntary semi-annual sampling of well RW-25(B) to annual.

December 2013 Water Board requests a Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Risk Screening Level Risk

Assessment, which is included in Appendix B of the Five-Year Review Report.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 1_Chronology.docx
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Table 2. Groundwater Cleanup Levels—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Onsite Cleanup Level

Chemical of Concern micrograms per liter Basis for Cleanup Level
(ng/L)
No MCL has been established. The ROD based this cleanup goal on the
acetone 3,500

oral reference dose in the Integrated Risk Information System.

1,1-dichloroethene 6 The cleanup goal in the ROD is the current California MCL.

Freon 113 1,200 The cleanup goal in the ROD is the current California MCL.

No MCL has been established. The ROD based this cleanup goal on a "Site-

isopropanol 450 Specific Criterion" developed by the California Department of Health
Qarvicac
tetrachloroethene 5 The cleanup goal in the ROD is the current California MCL.
1,1,1-trichloroethane 200 The cleanup goal in the ROD is the current California MCL.
xylene 1,750 The cleanup goal in the ROD is the current California MCL.

Note:

The off-site cleanup goal is a hazard index of 0.25, calculated as (1,1,1-TCA Concentration/1,1,1-TCA MCL)+ (1,1-DCE Concentration/1,1-DCE MCL)

Abbreviations:

MCL - maximum contaminant level
ROD - Record of Decision
1,1,1-TCA - 1,1,1-trichloroethane
1,1-DCE -1,1,-dichloroethene

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 2 GW_Cleanup RASichiumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 2_GW_Cleanup_Levels.xls 1/22/2014
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Table 3.  Annual Operation and Maintenance Costs—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Dates
Cost Rounded To Nearest $10,000
From To
January 2009 December 2009 $40,000
January 2010 December 2010 $30,000
January 2011 December 2011 $50,000
January 2012 December 2012 $50,000
January 2013 December 2013 $40,000

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 3.doc
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Table 4.

Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions from Fourth Five-Year Review—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Issue From Recommendations/ Party Milestone Action Taken Date of Action
Previous Review Follow-up Actions Responsible Date and Outcome
1,4-Dioxane is present in the contaminated groundwater plume, | The ROD will need to be amended to reflect the change in Water Board/ 2012 ROD amendment pending.
but is not identified in the ROD and does not have a clean up remedy and the new contaminant of concern. USEPA
level.
The slurry cut-off wall around the site is preventing off- Fairchild should continue to assess the long-term success Fairchild 2013 Fairchild submitted a Draft Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) to the June 16, 2011
property migration of contaminated groundwater, but it may of the slurry cut-off wall in preventing off-property Water Board and the USEPA (Weiss, 2011a). The FFS concludes that
not be capable of achieving groundwater cleanup standards migration of contaminated groundwater and evaluate the slurry wall will remain effective in the long term and that no other
within the slurry wall for many years. The GWETS was shut other remedies such as in situ bioremediation in terms of technologies or remedies, including in sifu bioremediation, will
off in 1998. accelerating groundwater cleanup. significantly accelerate cleanup of groundwater inside the slurry wall.
Of 17 process options evaluated, the following ten passed preliminary
screening and were identified as appropriate for consideration as
components of remedial alternatives developed in the FFS: no action,
institutional controls, groundwater monitoring, containment with slurry
wall, in situ chemical oxidation treatment, groundwater extraction, ex
situ physical/chemical treatment by air stripping, ex situ
physical/chemical treatment by granular activated carbon, ex situ
physical/chemical treatment by hydrogen peroxide and ozone, and
treated groundwater discharge via reinjection. I situ bioremediation did
not pass the preliminary screening because other in situ processes (e.g.,
chemical oxidation treatment) are more effective in treating the
potential chemicals of concern (e.g., 1,4-dioxane). The conclusion of the
remedial alternative evaluation in that none of the technologies
evaluated would achieve on-site cleanup levels than the recommended
alternative of long-term groundwater and slurry wall monitoring and
maintenance of institutional controls.
The existing restrictive covenant was recorded prior to the A new restrictive covenant should be recorded for the site Current Site 2011 Fairchild confirmed that deed restrictions that prohibit the use of June 2, 2010
passage of California Civil Code section 1471, which that is consistent with current California law. Owner groundwater from the site for drinking water and restrict excavation
establishes the framework for environmental covenants in below a depth of 20 feet are in effect for the site. Title search documents
California. presented in Appendix A confirm that the deed restrictions required in
the ROD have been recorded by the Santa Clara County Recorder’s
Office.
Abbreviations:
GWETS - ground water extraction and treatment system
ROD - Record of Decision
Water Board - Regional Water Quality Control Board
USEPA - United States Environmental Protection Agency
R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 4_Recs_from_4th_FYR.doc Page 1 of 1
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Table 5. Historical Groundwater Elevations - September 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, California

Well ID Top of Casing Date Depth to Groundwater + /- previous
Elevation Water Elevation measurement
(ft amsl) (ft) (ft amsl) (ft)
105(B) 201.72 09/08/09 35.80 165.92 ---
09/08/10 33.50 168.22 2.30
09/12/11 32.23 169.49 1.27
09/11/12 37.70 164.02 -5.47
09/03/13 41.00 160.72 -3.30
106(B) 199.48 09/08/09 39.36 160.12 ---
09/08/10 36.69 162.79 2.67
09/12/11 35.45 164.03 1.24
09/11/12 40.80 158.68 -5.35
09/03/13 44.32 155.16 -3.52
112(A) 212.84 09/08/09 38.58 174.26 ---
115(A) 210.82 09/08/09 36.61 174.21 ---
116(B) 210.56 09/08/09 40.43 170.13 ---
09/08/10 38.12 172.44 2.31
09/12/11 36.85 173.71 1.27
09/11/12 42.35 168.21 -5.50
09/03/13 45.60 164.96 -3.25
119(B) 212.59 09/08/09 42.30 170.29 ---
09/08/10 3991 172.68 2.39
09/12/11 38.75 173.84 1.16
09/11/12 44.32 168.27 -5.57
09/04/13 47.50 165.09 -3.18
120(B) 213.47 09/08/09 41.20 172.27 -
09/08/10 39.25 174.22 1.95
09/12/11 37.81 175.66 1.44
09/11/12 43.44 170.03 -5.63
09/04/13 46.52 166.95 -3.08
122(B) 216.73 09/08/09 46.50 170.23 ---
09/08/10 44.10 172.63 2.40
09/12/11 42.83 173.90 1.27
09/11/12 48.60 168.13 -5.77
Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 09:36:26 AM
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Table 5. Historical Groundwater Elevations - September 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, California

Well ID Top of Casing Date Depth to Groundwater + /- previous
Elevation Water Elevation measurement
(ft amsl) (ft) (ft amsl) (ft)
122(B) 216.73 09/03/13 51.60 165.13 -3.00
126(B) 209.45 09/08/09 40.53 168.92 -
09/08/10 38.41 171.04 2.12
09/12/11 36.95 172.50 1.46
09/11/12 42.63 166.82 -5.68
09/03/13 45.84 163.61 -3.21
127(B) 210.65 09/08/09 41.84 168.81 -
09/08/10 39.72 170.93 2.12
09/12/11 38.23 172.42 1.49
09/11/12 43.50 167.15 -5.27
09/03/13 47.15 163.50 -3.65
128(B) 211.29 09/08/09 42.75 168.54 ---
09/08/10 40.53 170.76 2.22
09/12/11 39.06 172.23 1.47
09/11/12 44.70 166.59 -5.64
09/03/13 48.00 163.29 -3.30
129(B) 212.03 09/08/09 43.45 168.58 ---
09/08/10 41.24 170.79 2.21
09/12/11 39.94 172.09 1.30
09/11/12 45.43 166.60 -5.49
09/03/13 47.85 164.18 -2.42
131(B) 209.79 09/08/09 39.50 170.29 ---
09/08/10 37.18 172.61 2.32
09/12/11 35.96 173.83 1.22
09/11/12 41.47 168.32 -5.51
09/03/13 44 .85 164.94 -3.38
135(B) 196.74 09/08/09 38.02 158.72 ---
09/08/10 36.35 160.39 1.67
09/12/11 35.11 161.63 1.24
09/11/12 40.30 156.44 -5.19
09/03/13 43.85 152.89 -3.55
145(B) 212.42 09/08/09 42.20 170.22 -
Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 09:36:27 AM
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Table 5. Historical Groundwater Elevations - September 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, California

Well ID Top of Casing Date Depth to Groundwater + /- previous
Elevation Water Elevation measurement
(ft amsl) (ft) (ft amsl) (ft)
145(B) 212.42 09/08/10 39.80 172.62 2.40
09/12/11 38.55 173.87 1.25
09/11/12 44.07 168.35 -5.52
09/03/13 47.30 165.12 -3.23
146(B) 211.80 09/08/09 41.55 170.25 ---
09/08/10 39.15 172.65 2.40
09/12/11 37.92 173.88 1.23
09/11/12 43.41 168.39 -5.49
09/03/13 46.65 165.15 -3.24
75(B) 205.19 09/08/09 38.66 166.53 ---
09/08/10 36.35 168.84 2.31
09/12/11 34.87 170.32 1.48
09/11/12 40.57 164.62 -5.70
09/03/13 44.03 161.16 -3.46
82(A) 207.85 09/08/09 31.35 176.50 -
AE-1(B) 211.22 09/08/09 40.95 170.27 ---
09/08/10 39.55 171.67 1.40
09/12/11 37.33 173.89 2.22
09/11/12 42.85 168.37 -5.52
09/03/13 46.06 165.16 -3.21
AE-2(B) 210.55 09/08/09 39.90 170.65 ---
09/08/10 37.51 173.04 2.39
09/12/11 37.31 173.24 0.20
09/11/12 41.79 168.76 -4.48
09/03/13 45.02 165.53 -3.23
RW-13(B) 197.97 09/08/09 37.06 160.91 ---
09/08/10 34.57 163.40 2.49
09/12/11 33.29 164.68 1.28
09/11/12 38.69 159.28 -5.40
09/03/13 42.15 155.82 -3.46
RW-19(B) 200.36 09/08/09 35.83 164.53 -
09/08/10 33.37 166.99 2.46
Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 09:36:27 AM
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Table 5. Historical Groundwater Elevations - September 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, California

Well ID Top of Casing Date Depth to Groundwater + /- previous
Elevation Water Elevation measurement
(ft amsl) (ft) (ft amsl) (ft)
RW-19(B) 200.36 09/12/11 32.35 168.01 1.02
09/11/12 37.55 162.81 -5.20
09/03/13 41.05 159.31 -3.50
RW-20(B) 199.25 09/08/09 37.47 161.78 ---
09/08/10 34.90 164.35 2.57
09/12/11 33.56 165.69 1.34
09/11/12 39.00 160.25 -5.44
09/03/13 42.45 156.80 -3.45
RW-23(A) 206.50 09/08/09 40.75 165.75 -
09/08/10 38.34 168.16 2.41
09/12/11 37.32 169.18 1.02
09/11/12 42.10 164.40 -4.78
09/03/13 45.75 160.75 -3.65
RW-25(B) 210.07 09/08/09 42.56 167.51 ---
09/08/10 39.96 170.11 2.60
09/12/11 39.91 170.16 0.05
09/11/12 44.57 165.50 -4.66
09/03/13 47.85 162.22 -3.28
RW-27(B) 200.84 09/08/09 37.61 163.23 ---
09/08/10 34.95 165.89 2.66
09/12/11 33.57 167.27 1.38
09/11/12 39.11 161.73 -5.54
09/03/13 42.60 158.24 -3.49
WCC-01(B) 209.93 09/08/09 39.65 170.28 -
09/08/10 37.27 172.66 2.38
09/12/11 36.04 173.89 1.23
09/11/12 41.56 168.37 -5.52
09/03/13 44.80 165.13 -3.24
WCC-02(B) 210.79 09/08/09 40.56 170.23 -
09/08/10 38.21 172.58 2.35
09/12/11 37.01 173.78 1.20
09/11/12 42.44 168.35 -5.43
09/03/13 45.70 165.09 -3.26
Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 09:36:27 AM
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Table 5. Historical Groundwater Elevations - September 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, California

Well ID Top of Casing Date Depth to Groundwater + /- previous
Elevation Water Elevation measurement
(ft amsl) (ft) (ft amsl) (ft)
WCC-06(C) 210.83 09/08/09 49.52 161.31
09/08/10 46.72 164.11 2.80
09/12/11 46.67 164.16 0.05
09/11/12 52.48 158.35 -5.81
09/03/13 55.65 155.18 -3.17
WCC-26(B) 195.13 09/08/09 32.58 162.55
09/08/10 30.11 165.02 2.47
09/12/11 28.82 166.31 1.29
09/11/12 34.24 160.89 -5.42
09/03/13 37.65 157.48 -3.41
WCC-41(A) 206.79 09/08/09 41.30 165.49
09/08/10 38.95 167.84 2.35
09/12/11 37.82 168.97 1.13
09/11/12 43.05 163.74 -5.23
09/03/13 46.15 160.64 -3.10
WCC-42(B) 215.19 09/08/09 41.40 173.79
09/08/10 39.71 175.48 1.69
09/12/11 38.40 176.79 1.31
09/11/12 43.83 171.36 -5.43
09/03/13 46.75 168.44 -2.92

Notes and Abbreviations:

ft - feet
ft amsl - feet above mean sea level

Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 09:36:27 AM
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)

02/11/99 129(B) NA 146(B) 170.16 NA

04/05/99 NA 169.73 NA

07/06/99 163.42 165.15 -1.73
09/30/99 158.02 158.64 -0.62
01/06/00 165.72 162.82 2.90
04/06/00 171.10 169.43 1.67
07/06/00 169.10 170.29 -1.19
10/04/00 167.90 168.75 -0.85
03/12/01 173.54 173.03 0.51

06/04/01 170.76 172.82 -2.06
09/19/01 165.01 167.19 -2.18
12/06/01 168.46 168.07 0.39
03/11/02 169.98 170.44 -0.46
09/16/02 161.32 163.38 -2.06
03/19/03 169.31 166.28 3.03

09/02/03 162.11 164.02 -1.91
07/20/04 160.98 163.55 -2.57
09/07/04 158.94 161.33 -2.39
03/29/05 167.81 167.18 0.63

10/04/05 163.01 165.41 -2.40
03/14/06 172.25 171.28 0.97
09/27/06 171.51 172.73 -1.22
03/05/07 174.18 174.25 -0.07
09/19/07 166.27 168.14 -1.87
09/08/08 166.84 168.49 -1.65
09/08/09 168.58 170.25 -1.67
09/08/10 170.79 172.65 -1.86
09/12/11 172.09 173.88 -1.79
09/11/12 166.60 168.39 -1.79
09/03/13 164.18 165.15 -0.97
01/06/97 120(B) 179.60 119(B) 155.28 24.32
02/03/97 183.46 158.00 25.46
03/03/97 183.93 159.68 24.25
04/01/97 181.74 159.03 22.71
05/13/97 178.30 155.97 22.33
06/10/97 176.34 154.51 21.83
07/07/97 175.67 151.42 24.25
08/04/97 178.38 150.49 27.89
09/02/97 179.47 151.92 27.55
10/07/97 177.28 154.80 22.48
11/06/97 175.45 152.58 22.87
12/08/97 175.36 151.55 23.81
01/05/98 175.46 150.99 24.47
02/02/98 176.16 152.20 23.96

Database: \\WEISSFS02\data\WELLDATA\Schlumberger\San Jose\SImbSj.mdb Printed: 01/20/2014 05:32:31 PM
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)
03/02/98 120(B) 182.31 119(B) 157.55 24.76
03/23/98 183.28 159.87 23.41
07/06/98 NA NA NA
12/14/98 172.99 171.31 1.68
02/11/99 171.67 170.14 1.53
04/05/99 171.32 169.72 1.60
07/06/99 165.16 165.13 0.03
09/30/99 160.15 158.61 1.54
01/06/00 169.80 162.78 7.02
04/06/00 173.93 169.41 4.52
07/06/00 174.51 170.27 4.24
10/04/00 173.57 168.72 4.85
03/12/01 178.18 173.02 5.16
06/04/01 175.44 172.81 2.63
09/19/01 169.59 167.18 2.41
12/06/01 172.94 168.04 4.90
03/11/02 173.87 170.42 3.45
09/16/02 166.06 163.37 2.69
03/19/03 173.32 169.32 4.00
09/02/03 167.02 164.28 2.74
07/20/04 166.28 163.51 2.77
09/07/04 163.77 161.19 2.58
03/29/05 171.25 167.15 4.10
10/04/05 168.02 165.14 2.88
03/14/06 175.77 171.27 4.50
09/27/06 175.78 172.73 3.05
03/05/07 177.94 174.24 3.70
09/19/07 170.25 168.15 2.10
09/08/08 170.60 168.49 2.11
09/08/09 172.27 170.29 1.98
09/08/10 174.22 172.68 1.54
09/12/11 175.66 173.84 1.82
09/11/12 170.03 168.27 1.76
09/04/13 166.95 165.09 1.86
01/06/97 WCC-42(B) 180.69 122(B) 155.37 25.32
02/03/97 184.71 158.09 26.62
03/03/97 184.93 159.76 25.17
04/01/97 182.67 159.11 23.56
05/13/97 179.26 156.05 23.21
06/10/97 177.43 154.60 22.83
07/07/97 177.25 151.53 25.72
08/04/97 180.18 150.58 29.60
09/02/97 181.10 152.02 29.08
10/07/97 178.39 154.87 23.52
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)
11/06/97 WCC-42(B) 176.44 122(B) 152.66 23.78
12/08/97 176.32 151.71 24.61
01/05/98 176.43 151.07 25.36
02/02/98 177.19 152.30 24.89
03/02/98 183.60 157.62 25.98
03/23/98 184.39 159.96 24.43
07/06/98 NA NA NA
12/14/98 174.13 NA NA
02/11/99 172.73 170.18 2.55
04/05/99 172.40 169.73 2.67
07/06/99 166.49 165.14 1.35
09/30/99 161.48 158.64 2.84
01/06/00 172.21 162.83 9.38
04/06/00 175.68 169.45 6.23
07/06/00 176.64 170.28 6.36
10/04/00 175.87 168.74 7.13
03/12/01 179.90 173.04 6.86
06/04/01 177.16 172.81 435
09/19/01 171.65 167.14 4.51
12/06/01 175.06 168.07 6.99
03/11/02 175.60 170.45 5.15
09/16/02 168.17 163.40 4.77
03/19/03 174.89 169.34 5.55
09/02/03 169.09 164.33 4.76
07/20/04 167.54 163.41 4.13
09/07/04 165.84 161.21 4.63
03/29/05 172.73 167.12 5.61
10/04/05 169.86 165.15 4.71
03/14/06 177.20 171.25 5.95
09/27/06 177.38 172.72 4.66
03/05/07 179.38 174.24 5.14
09/19/07 172.94 168.12 4.82
09/08/08 172.11 168.48 3.63
09/08/09 173.79 170.23 3.56
09/08/10 175.48 172.63 2.85
09/12/11 176.79 173.90 2.89
09/11/12 171.36 168.13 3.23
09/03/13 168.44 165.13 3.31
01/06/97 128(B) 176.33 WCC-01(B) 155.36 20.97
02/03/97 179.79 158.11 21.68
03/03/97 180.61 159.77 20.84
04/01/97 178.72 159.13 19.59
05/13/97 175.23 156.07 19.16
06/10/97 173.22 154.62 18.60
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)

07/07/97 128(B) 171.56 WCC-01(B) 151.48 20.08
08/04/97 173.10 150.57 22.53
09/02/97 175.26 152.01 23.25
10/07/97 173.29 154.89 18.40
11/06/97 172.06 152.69 19.37
12/08/97 172.07 151.67 20.40
01/05/98 172.48 151.11 21.37
02/02/98 173.28 152.25 21.03
03/02/98 179.11 157.62 21.49
03/23/98 180.52 159.96 20.56
07/06/98 NA NA NA

12/14/98 170.41 171.32 -0.91
02/11/99 NA 170.15 NA

04/05/99 NA 169.73 NA

07/06/99 164.12 165.15 -1.03
09/30/99 158.60 158.64 -0.04
01/06/00 166.26 162.83 343

04/06/00 171.73 169.43 2.30
07/06/00 169.15 170.27 -1.12
10/04/00 167.95 168.76 -0.81
03/12/01 173.57 173.04 0.53

06/04/01 170.83 172.81 -1.98
09/19/01 165.10 167.19 -2.09
12/06/01 168.51 168.07 0.44

03/11/02 170.08 170.44 -0.36
09/16/02 161.38 163.38 -2.00
03/19/03 169.40 169.29 0.11

09/02/03 162.16 164.32 -2.16
07/20/04 161.02 163.58 -2.56
09/07/04 158.97 161.22 -2.25
03/29/05 167.82 167.13 0.69

10/04/05 163.05 165.30 -2.25
03/14/06 172.21 171.28 0.93

09/27/06 171.49 172.71 -1.22
03/05/07 174.11 174.20 -0.09
09/19/07 166.30 168.13 -1.83
09/08/08 166.84 168.50 -1.66
09/08/09 168.54 170.28 -1.74
09/08/10 170.76 172.66 -1.90
09/12/11 172.23 173.89 -1.66
09/11/12 166.59 168.37 -1.78
09/03/13 163.29 165.13 -1.84
01/06/97 126(B) 175.78 116(B) 156.19 19.59
02/03/97 179.28 158.97 20.31
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)

03/03/97 126(B) 180.06 116(B) 160.58 19.48
04/01/97 178.24 159.89 18.35
05/13/97 174.77 156.84 17.93
06/10/97 172.79 155.35 17.44
07/07/97 171.12 152.31 18.81
08/04/97 172.60 151.47 21.13
09/02/97 173.72 152.87 20.85
10/07/97 172.79 155.61 17.18
11/06/97 171.57 153.44 18.13
12/08/97 171.70 152.47 19.23
01/05/98 172.03 151.91 20.12
02/02/98 172.85 153.04 19.81
03/02/98 179.38 158.36 21.02
03/23/98 180.79 160.68 20.11
07/06/98 NA NA NA

12/14/98 170.67 171.17 -0.50
02/11/99 169.40 170.04 -0.64
04/05/99 169.02 169.64 -0.62
07/06/99 162.49 164.91 -2.42
09/30/99 156.73 158.43 -1.70
01/06/00 164.23 162.90 1.33

04/06/00 169.87 169.43 0.44
07/06/00 169.57 170.15 -0.58
10/04/00 168.37 168.66 -0.29
03/12/01 173.83 173.06 0.77

06/04/01 171.30 172.61 -1.31
09/19/01 165.61 167.00 -1.39
12/06/01 168.84 168.10 0.74
03/11/02 170.46 170.39 0.07

09/16/02 161.87 163.21 -1.34
03/19/03 169.76 169.34 0.42

09/02/03 162.63 163.12 -0.49
07/20/04 161.59 163.31 -1.72
09/07/04 159.50 161.01 -1.51
03/29/05 168.07 167.21 0.86
10/04/05 164.17 165.41 -1.24
03/14/06 172.45 171.36 1.09

09/27/06 171.79 172.59 -0.80
03/05/07 174.34 174.23 0.11

09/19/07 166.70 167.94 -1.24
09/08/08 167.22 168.31 -1.09
09/08/09 168.92 170.13 -1.21
09/08/10 171.04 172.44 -1.40
09/12/11 172.50 173.71 -1.21
09/11/12 166.82 168.21 -1.39
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference'
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)

09/03/13 126(B) 163.61 116(B) 164.96 -1.35
01/06/97 127(B) 176.37 WCC-02(B) 155.55 20.82
02/03/97 179.83 158.30 21.53
03/03/97 180.65 159.94 20.71
04/01/97 178.79 159.31 19.48
05/13/97 175.31 156.26 19.05
06/10/97 173.32 154.80 18.52
07/07/97 171.69 151.67 20.02
08/04/97 173.25 150.79 22.46
09/02/97 174.37 152.24 22.13
10/07/97 173.36 155.08 18.28
11/06/97 172.12 152.88 19.24
12/08/97 172.15 151.80 20.35
01/05/98 172.57 151.32 21.25
02/02/98 173.36 152.42 20.94
03/02/98 180.17 158.01 22.16
03/23/98 181.59 160.35 21.24
07/06/98 NA NA NA

12/14/98 170.61 171.26 -0.65
02/11/99 169.34 170.17 -0.83
04/05/99 168.95 169.70 -0.75
07/06/99 162.35 165.08 -2.73
09/30/99 156.66 158.58 -1.92
01/06/00 164.32 162.83 1.49
04/06/00 169.89 169.43 0.46
07/06/00 169.50 170.20 -0.70
10/04/00 168.30 168.69 -0.39
03/12/01 173.84 173.01 0.83

06/04/01 171.19 172.73 -1.54
09/19/01 165.47 167.12 -1.65
12/06/01 168.81 168.04 0.77

03/11/02 170.37 170.38 -0.01
09/16/02 161.74 163.31 -1.57
03/19/03 169.67 169.24 0.43

09/02/03 162.48 164.22 -1.74
07/20/04 161.45 163.44 -1.99
09/07/04 159.35 161.15 -1.80
03/29/05 168.07 167.12 0.95

10/04/05 164.15 165.18 -1.03
03/14/06 172.48 171.27 1.21

09/27/06 171.71 172.68 -0.97
03/05/07 174.33 174.43 -0.10
09/19/07 166.56 168.06 -1.50
09/08/08 167.09 168.44 -1.35
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Table 6. Groundwater Elevations, Slurry Wall Well Pairs, January 1997 to September 2013,
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Date Well ID Groundwater Well ID Groundwater Difference’
(outer/B well) Elevation (inner/B well) Elevation (ft amsl)
(ft amsl) (ft amsl)
09/08/09 127(B) 168.81 WCC-02(B) 170.23 -1.42
09/08/10 170.93 172.58 -1.65
09/12/11 172.42 173.78 -1.36
09/11/12 167.15 168.35 -1.20
09/03/13 163.50 165.09 -1.59

Notes and Abbreviations:

1 - Positive value denotes either an inward gradient (outer > inner) or an upward gradient (B1 > A)
B - B water-bearing zone

ft - feet

ft amsl - feet above mean sea level

inner - well inside slurry wall

outer - well outside slurry wall

NA - not available

NM - not measured
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Table 7. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Inside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2-  Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< ng/L >

112(A) 02/03/11 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 6.4
115(A) 02/03/11 69 1 10 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 77
116(B) 09/10/09 8.8 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
116(B) 09/09/10 6.1 <0.5 16 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
116(B) 09/14/11 19 <0.5 25 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
116(B) 09/12/12 5.8 <0.50 0.80 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
116(B) 09/05/13 22 <0.50 4.2 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
119(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
119(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
119(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
119(B) 09/13/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
119(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
122(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
122(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
122(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
122(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
122(B) 09/05/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
131(B) 09/10/09 8.1 <0.5 37 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
131(B) 09/09/10 9.1 05 9.2 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
131(B) 09/14/11 7.0 <0.5 7.1 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
131(B) 09/12/12 8.1 <0.50 54 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
131(B) 09/05/13 59 13 26 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50

131(B) (DUP) 09/05/13 6.0 13 26 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
145(B) 09/09/09 16 0.6 36 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <20 <05 <0.5 <0.5 <05 <05
145(B) 09/09/10 19 12 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
145(B) 09/13/11 14 <0.5 2.7 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
145(B) 09/13/12 11 0.62 4.9 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
145(B) 09/05/13 9.4 <0.50 5.0 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50

145(B) (DUP) 09/05/13 11 0.57 6.9 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
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Table 7. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Inside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2-  Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< ng/L >
146(B) 09/09/09 11 0.6 19 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
146(B) 09/10/10 13 0.6 25 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
146(B) 09/14/11 9.3 0.6 16 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
146(B) 09/13/12 5.9 <0.50 13 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
146(B) 09/05/13 5.2 <0.50 14 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
AE-1(B) 09/08/09 160 120 2,000 <20 <400 <20 <80 <20 <20 <20 <20 <20
AE-1(B) (DUP) 09/08/09 150 110 1,800 <13 <250 <13 <50 <13 <13 <13 <13 <13
AE-1(B) 09/10/10 200 170 2,600 20 <250 <13 <50 <13 <13 <25 <13 <13 <13
AE-1(B) 02/03/11 170 150 2,400 13 <250 <13 <50 <13 <13 <25 <13 <13 <13 180
AE-1(B) 09/14/11 100 180 1,700 12 <71 <3.6 <14 <3.6 <3.6 <7.1 <3.6 <3.6 <3.6
AE-1(B) 09/13/12 47 84 2,600 9.4 <50 1.2 6.0 <5.0 80 12 14 1.4
AE-1(B) 09/06/13 75 12 150 0.62 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 16 <0.50 <0.50
AE-2(B) 09/09/09 130 120 490 <3.6 <71 <3.6 <14 <3.6 <3.6 <3.6 <3.6 <3.6
AE-2(B) 09/10/10 120 120 630 <3.6 <71 <3.6 <14 <3.6 <3.6 <7.1 52 <3.6 <3.6
AE-2(B) (DUP) 09/10/10 110 120 640 <5.0 <100 <5.0 <20 <5.0 <5.0 <10 7.7 <5.0 <5.0
AE-2(B) 02/03/11 150 120 990 <10 <200 <10 <40 <10 <10 <20 <10 <10 <10 56
AE-2(B) 09/14/11 180 160 440 3.4 <40 <2.0 <8.0 <2.0 <2.0 <4.0 <2.0 <2.0 <2.0
AE-2(B) (DUP) 09/14/11 140 140 480 <25 <50 <25 <10 <25 <25 <5.0 <25 <25 <25
AE-2(B) 09/13/12 45 67 510 17 <50 052 47 <5.0 <1.0 4.4 <0.50 <0.50
AE-2(B) (DUP) 09/13/12 4 65 510 17 <50 <0.50 3.9 <5.0 <1.0 28 <0.50 <0.50
AE-2(B) 09/06/13 3.4 44 28 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 0.88 <0.50 <0.50
RW-23(A) 09/09/09 14 6.9 25 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 16 <0.5 <0.5
RW-23(A) 09/10/10 48 3.2 2.9 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 05 06 <0.5
RW-23(A) 02/03/11 9.0 8.1 19 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 0.9 12 <0.5 <1.0
RW-23(A) 09/13/11 6.4 6.2 48 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 11 <0.5
RW-23(A) 09/13/12 14 6.2 20 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 0.65 11 <0.50
RW-23(A) 09/05/13 6.7 55 9.7 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 1.0 <0.50
WCC-01(B) 09/09/09 33 25 8.1 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-01(B) 09/10/10 27 2.1 7.1 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-01(B) 09/13/11 40 26 74 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-01(B) 09/13/12 28 2.8 9.3 <0.50 <50 <0.50 0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-01(B) 09/05/13 29 2.8 11 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-01(B) (DUP)  09/05/13 25 24 74 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
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Table 7. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Inside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2-  Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< ng/L >
WCC-02(B) 09/10/09 28 <0.5 16 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-02(B) 09/09/10 29 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-02(B) 09/14/11 29 <0.5 14 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-02(B) 09/12/12 27 <0.50 2.0 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-02(B) 09/05/13 28 <0.50 35 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-41(A) 09/08/09 74 21 120 <0.7 <14 <0.7 <29 <0.7 <0.7 15 <0.7 <0.7
WCC-41(A) 09/22/09 91
WCC-41(A) (DUP)  09/22/09 86
WCC-41(A) 09/10/10 35 17 84 06 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 78
WCC-41(A) (DUP)  09/10/10 84
WCC-41(A) 02/03/11 36 15 20 05 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 2.0 <0.5 <0.5 95
WCC-41(A) 09/14/11 34 20 100 <1.0 <20 <1.0 <4.0 <10 <1.0 <2.0 18 <1.0 <1.0 93
WCC-41(A) (DUP)  09/14/11 100
WCC-41(A) 09/13/12 39 23 84 071 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 0.95 <0.50 <0.50 110
WCC-41(A) (DUP)  09/13/12 100
WCC-41(A) 09/05/13 4 30 110 0.72 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 13 <0.50 <0.50 90
WCC-41(A) (DUP)  09/05/13 100
Cleanup Goal: 200 NE 6 NE 3,500 NE 1,200 450 1,750* 1,750* 1,750 5 NE NE NE

Notes and Abbreviations:

--- - not analyzed for particular analyte
<+# - analyte not detected above the reporting limit of "#" pg/L
* - cleanup goal is for total xylenes
DCA - dichloroethane

DCE - dichloroethylene

DUP - duplicate sample

PCE - tetrachloroethene

NE - not established

TCA - trichloroethane

TCE - trichloroethylene

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
ng/L - micrograms per liter

Analytical Methods: VOCs by United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Method 8260B, 8010 or equivalent method. 1,4-Dioxane by USEPA Method 8270C or equivalent method.
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Table 8. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Outside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2- Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o0-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< /L >
75(B) 09/09/09 06 <05 <05 <05 <10 <05 <2.0 <05 <05 <05 <05 <05
75(B) 09/10/10 07 <05 <05 <05 <10 <05 <2.0 <05 <05 <1.0 <05 <05 <05
75(B) 09/14/11 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
75(B) 09/13/12 0.79 <050 <050 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <050 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
75(B) 09/06/13 0.64 <050 <050 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <050 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
82(A) 02/02/11 <05 <05 <05 <05 <10 <05 <20 <05 <05 <1.0 <05 <05 <05 <0.97
105(B) 09/08/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
105(B) 09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
105(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
105(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
105(B) 09/05/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
106(B) 09/09/09 3.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
106(B) 09/09/10 2.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
106(B) 09/12/11 25 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
106(B) 09/12/12 2.2 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
106(B) 09/04/13 2.1 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
120(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
120(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
120(B) 09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
120(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
120(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
126(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
126(B) 09/08/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
126(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
126(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
126(B) 09/03/13 <0.50 <050 <050 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <050 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
127(B) 09/10/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
127(B) 09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
127(B) 09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
127(B) 09/13/12 <0.50 <050 <050 <050 <50 <0.50 <050 <50 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
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Table 8. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Outside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2- Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o0-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< Ho/L >
127(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
128(B) 09/10/09 1.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
128(B) 09/22/09 -—- -- -—- --- -—- <0.99
128(B) 09/10/10 1.9 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.99
128(B) 09/12/11 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.98
128(B) 09/13/12 11 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0
128(B) 09/04/13 15 <0.50 0.52 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0
129(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
129(B) 09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
129(B) 09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
129(B) 09/13/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
129(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
135(B) 09/09/09 3.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
135(B) 09/09/10 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
135(B) 09/12/11 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
135(B) 09/11/12 24 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
135(B) 09/03/13 1.2 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
F-6(A) 02/02/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.97
GO-04(M) 08/25/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
GO-04(M) 08/16/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
GO-04(M) 08/18/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
GO-04(M) 08/28/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 9.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
GO-04(M) 11/06/12 - <5.0 --- -
GO-04(M) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
RW-13(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-13(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-13(B) 09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-13(B) 09/11/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
RW-13(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
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Table 8. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Outside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2- Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o0-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< Ho/L >
RW-19(B) 09/08/09 5.0 <0.5 1.6 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-19(B) 09/09/10 4.1 <0.5 11 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-19(B) 09/13/11 34 <0.5 1 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-19(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
RW-19(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
RW-20(B) 09/09/09 2.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-20(B) 09/09/10 2.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
RW-20(B) 09/12/11 14 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-20(B) 09/11/12 0.89 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
RW-20(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
RW-25(B) 03/12/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 - - -—- - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B) 06/09/09 16 13 11 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 - - -—- --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B) 09/09/09 14 1.2 11 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B) 03/17/10 13 1.4 11 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B)-65' 09/09/10 <0.5 0.9 31 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B)-75' 09/09/10 0.8 1.2 4.3 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B)-90' 09/09/10 12 1 9.1 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B) 02/03/11 1.2 1.4 5.8 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.99
RW-25(B) 09/14/11 11 12 11 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-25(B) 09/13/12 75 11 7.1 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
RW-25(B) 09/04/13 7.2 0.93 6.0 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 - - <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 ---
RW-27(B) 09/09/09 53 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 - <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-27(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-27(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 -
RW-27(B) 09/11/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 - --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 -
RW-27(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-04(A) 02/02/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 - <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.96
WCC-06(C) 09/10/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <0.5 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-06(C) 09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-06(C) 09/14/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 --- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-06(C) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
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Table 8. Analytical Results for Groundwater Samples from Wells Outside Slurry Wall - January 2009 to September 2013, 101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sample 1,1,1- 1,1- 1,1- 1,2- Acetone cis-1,2- Freon Isopro- m,p- o0-Xylene Total PCE TCE Vinyl 1,4-
Location Date TCA DCA DCE DCA DCE 113 panol  Xylene Xylenes Chloride Dioxane
< Hg/L >

WCC-06(C) 09/03/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-26(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 -—- <0.5 <0.5 --- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-26(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 -—- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-26(B) 09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 -—- <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-26(B) 09/11/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-26(B) 09/04/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 --- <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-42(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-42(B) 09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-42(B) 09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <10 <0.5 <2.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
WCC-42(B) 09/12/12 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50
WCC-42(B) 09/05/13 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <100 <1.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50

Notes and Abbreviations:

--- - not analyzed for particular analyte
< # - analyte not detected above the reporting limit of "#" pug/L

DCA - dichloroethane

DCE - dichloroethylene
DUP - duplicate sample
PCE - tetrachloroethene

NE - not established
TCA - trichloroethane

TCE - trichloroethylene

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

Hg/L - micrograms per liter

Analytical Methods: VOCs by United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Method 8260B, 8010 or equivalent method.1,4-Dioxane by EPA Method 8270C or equivalent method.
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Table 9. Hazard Indices for Off-site Groundwater Samples, 2009-2013—

101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sampling 1,1,1-TCA 1,1-DCE
Location Date Concentration Concentration HI
(ng/L) (ng/L)
75(B) 09/09/09 0.6 <0.5 0.00
09/10/10 0.7 <0.5 0.00
09/14/11 0.9 <0.5 0.00
09/13/12 0.79 <0.5 0.00
09/06/13 0.64 <0.5 0.00
105(B) 09/08/09 <0.5 <0.5
09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/05/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---
106(B) 09/09/09 3.8 <0.5 0.02
09/09/10 2.8 <0.5 0.01
09/12/11 2.5 <0.5 0.01
09/12/12 2.2 <0.5 0.01
09/04/13 2.1 <0.5 0.01
120(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 -—-
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 -—-
09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---
126(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 -
09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 -
09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 -
09/03/13 <0.5 <0.5 -
127(B) 09/10/09 <0.5 <0.5
09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/13/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---
09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---
128(B) 09/10/09 1.6 <0.5 0.01
09/10/10 1.9 0.6 0.11
09/12/11 2.3 <0.5 0.01
09/13/12 1.1 <0.5 0.01
09/04/13 1.5 0.52 0.09
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Table 9. Hazard Indices for Off-site Groundwater Samples, 2009-2013—

101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sampling 1,1,1-TCA 1,1-DCE
Location Date Concentration Concentration HI
(ng/L) (ng/L)

129(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 -
09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 -—-

09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 -—-

09/13/12 <0.5 <0.5 -—-

09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 -—-
135(B) 09/09/09 3.1 <0.5 0.02
09/09/10 2.3 <0.5 0.01

09/12/11 1.9 <0.5 0.01

09/11/12 2.4 <0.5 0.01

09/03/13 1.2 <0.5 0.01

GO-4(M) 08/25/09 <0.5 <0.5
08/16/10 <0.5 <0.5 ---

08/18/11 <0.5 <0.5 ---

08/28/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---

09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---

RW-13(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 ---

09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 ---

09/11/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---

09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---
RW-19(B) 09/08/09 5.0 1.6 0.29
09/09/10 4.1 1.1 0.20
09/13/11 3.4 1.0 0.18

09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 ---

09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---

RW-20(B) 09/09/09 2.7 <0.5 0.01
09/09/10 2.1 <0.5 0.01

09/12/11 1.4 <0.5 0.01
09/11/12 0.89 <0.5 0.00

09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 ---

RW-25(B) 03/12/09 <0.5 <0.5
06/09/09 16 11 1.9

09/09/09 14 11 1.9

RW-25(B) 03/17/10 13 11 1.9
09/09/10 12 9.1 1.6
02/03/11 1.2 5.8 0.97

09/14/11 11 11 1.9

09/13/12 7.5 7.1 1.2

09/04/13 7.2 6.0 1.0
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Table 9. Hazard Indices for Off-site Groundwater Samples, 2009-2013—
101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Sample Sampling 1,1,1-TCA 1,1-DCE
Location Date Concentration Concentration HI
(ng/L) (ng/L)
RW-27(B) 09/09/09 5.3 0.6 0.13
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/11/12 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 —
WCC-06(C) 09/10/09 <0.5 <0.5
09/10/10 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/14/11 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 --
09/03/13 <0.5 <0.5 --
WCC-26(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 -
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/13/11 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/11/12 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/04/13 <0.5 <0.5 —
WCC-42(B) 09/09/09 <0.5 <0.5 -—-
09/09/10 <0.5 <0.5 —
09/12/11 <0.5 <0.5 .
09/12/12 <0.5 <0.5 .
09/05/13 <0.5 <0.5 .

Notes and Abbreviations:

Boldface text indicates HI is above off-site cleanup level for groundwater of 0.25.

----1,1,1-TCA and 1,1-DCE not detected, therefore, HI not calculated.

1,1-DCE - dichloroethene

1,1,1-TCA - trichloroethane

pg/L - micrograms per liter

HI - Hazard index, calculated as (1,1,1-TCA Concentration/1,1,1-TCA MCL)+ (1,1-DCE Concentration/1,1-DCE MCL)

MCL - California Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water, (200 pg/L for 1,1,1- TCA and 6 pg/L for 1,1-DCE)
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Table 10. Construction Details of Wells Proposed for Destruction—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Water- Well Screen  Sand Pack
Well Type of  Bearing Diameter Depth Interval  Interval
Name Well Zone (inches)  (feet bgs) (feet bgs) (feet bgs) Location Rationale
Well has not been regularly monitored since 1987. During monitoring
82(A) monitoring A 2 60.13 33.5-60 30-61.5 On-site, but outside of southwestern slurry wall. between 1982 and 1987, only 1,1,1-TCA was detected, at concentrations
up to 37 pg/L.
On-site. but outside of northwestern slurry wall Well has not been monitored since the 1983. Several COCs were detected
F-6(A) monitoring A 2 44.45 26-46 3-46 T . Y ’ concentrations below cleanup goals during monitoring between 1981 and
Crossgradient of former offsite plume. 1983
On-site. but outside northeastern shurry wall and Well has not been monitored since 1989. Generally, VOCs were not
WCC-04(A) monitoring A 6 57.12 42-54 40-58 N . Y detected or detected near reporting limits during monitoring between 1982
upgradient from site sources.
and 1989.
Downeradient of the site. but crosseradient of the Well has not been monitored since 1998. Generally, no VOCs were
74(B) monitoring B 2 132.4 74-131 70-134 £ ’ g detected during regular sampling between 1983 and 1998. Well is
former B Zone plume. . . . .
vulnerable to damage due to its location in an active agricultural field.
Well is in the current monitoring program. Since 2007, only low levels of
L . . 1,1,1-TCA, up to 1.7 pg/L, have been detected in this well. Prior to 2007,
75®) menitoring B 2 o175 66-93 65-96.5 Downgradient of the site low levels of 1,1-DCE and other VOCs have been detected at this well.
The HI for this well was 0.003 in 2013, well below the HI goal of 0.25.
L Downgradient of the site, but crossgradient of the Well has not been monitored since 1998. Generally, no VOCs were
838 monitoring B 2 81.80 S1-109 49-112 former B Zone plume. detected during regular sampling between 1983 and 1998.
105(B) monitoring B 6 121.12 95-125 85-130 Downgradient of the site, but crossgradient of the Th}s well l?as l?ccn m01A11torchsmcc 1984. Well is vulnerable to damage due
former B Zone plume. to its location in an active agricultural field.
. . . Well is in the current monitoring program. Since 2000, the only VOC
- D dient of the site, but dient of th L . .
106(B) monitoring B 6 120.7 90-120 80-130 fo(r)'r::ﬁ; ZIZECO lurrfl)eSl €, but crossgradient ot the detected in this well is 1,1,1-TCA at low concentrations up to 5.2 pg/L.
P ’ The HI for this well was 0.011 in 2013, well below the HI goal of 0.25.
. Near the downgradient extent of the plume, Well has not been monitored since 1992. Generally, no VOCs were
133(B t B 4 114.9 80-110 77-111 . . . .
(B) momtoring downgradient of the site. detected during regular sampling between 1989 and 1992.
. Well is in the current monitoring program. Since 1991 the only VOC
135(B) monitoring B 4 118.3 83-118 80-119 El(fi;tk;:;iznwtnog;?}?;c;t:mcm of the plume, detected in this well is 1,1,1-TCA at low concentrations up to 4.0 pg/L.
S ’ The HI for this well was 0.006 in 2013, well below the HI goal of 0.25.
inactive Well is in the current monitoring program. No VOCs have been detected in
RW-13(B) . B 10 102.5 70-100 60-105 Downgradient of the site this well since 2002. Prior to 2002, low levels of 1,1,1-TCA and other
extraction .
VOCs have been detected at this well.
Well is in the current monitoring program. No VOCs have been detected in
inactive . . this well since 2011. Prior to 2011, low levels of 1,1,1-TCA and 1,1-DCE
RW-19(B) extraction B 10 93.32 69-99 60-104 Downgradient of the site have been detected at this well. The most recent HI was 0.184 in 2011,

below the HI goal of 0.25.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Tables\Table 10_Constr_Details_for_Wells_Proposed_Destruction

Page 1 of 2



Weiss Associates l l@ I

Table 10. Construction Details of Wells Proposed for Destruction—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

Water- Well Screen  Sand Pack
Well Type of  Bearing Diameter Depth Interval  Interval
Name Well Zone (inches)  (feet bgs) (feet bgs) (feet bgs) Location Rationale

inactive Well is in the current monitoring program. Since 2005, the only VOC
RW-20(B) extraction B 10 118.3 90-120 80-135 Downgradient of the site detected in this well is 1,1,1-TCA at low concentrations up to 4.6 pug/L.
The most recent HI was 0.004 in 2012, well below the HI goal of 0.25.

Well is in the current monitoring program. No VOCs have been detected in
inactive . . this well since 2009. Prior to 2009, low levels of 1,1,1-TCA and 1,1-DCE
RW-27(8) extraction B 10 122.6 §7-117 75121 Downgradient of the site have been detected at this well. The most recent HI was 0.127 in 2009,
below the HI goal of 0.25.

Well has not been monitored since 1998. During monitoring between 1982
and 1998, up to 26 pg/L 1,1,1-TCA and, less frequently, low

WCC-13(B) - monitoring B 2 7181 60-80 42100 Downgradient of the site. concentrations of other COCs were detected. Well is vulnerable to damage
due to its location in an active agricultural field.
WCC-26(B)  monitoring B by 8580 5406 3496 Downgradient of the site. This well has been monitored regularly since 1982. Generally no VOCs or

low VOC concentrations have been detected.

Well has not been monitored since 1998. During monitoring between 1982
WCC-27(B)  monitoring B 2 102.6 63-108 64-118 Downgradient of the site. and 1998, up to 14 pg/L 1,1,1-TCA and, less frequently, low
concentrations of other COCs were detected.

Downgradient of the site, but crossgradient of the Well has not been monitored since 1990. Generally, no VOCs were

WCC-29(B)  monitoring B 2 19.7 64-123 59-127 former B Zone plume. detected during regular sampling between 1982 and 1990.

Well has not been monitored since 1989. In 1982, well contained up to
WCC-31(B)  monitoring B 2 60 40-60 39-60 On-site, but outside western corner of slurry wall. 640 pg/L 1,1,1-TCA, but concentrations remained below 25 ug/L from
1983 to 1989.

. . Well has not been monitored since 1994. Generally, no VOCs or low VOC
On-site, but outside of northwestern slurry wall.

WCC-37(B)  monitoring B 2 87 57-87 52-98 Crossgradient of former off-site plume. (l:(;rglf)cntratlons were detected during regular sampling between 1982 and
L . . Well has not been monitored since 1991. Generally, no VOCs were
107(C) monitoring C 6 178.3 148-178 138-190 Downgradient of the site. detected during regular sampling between 1983 and 1991
inactive . . Well has not been monitored since 1991. Generally, no VOCs were
RW-10(C) extraction ¢ 10 180 150-180 135-182 Downgradient of the site. detected during regular sampling between 1983 and 1991.
WCC-06(C)  monitoring C 6 183.6 140-185 135190 On-site; Wt?ll is horizontally within slurry wall, but Well is thF last actlvel?/ monitored well for the C Zone and, generally, has
the screen is below wall bottom. not contained VOCs since 1982.
Abbreviations:

ng/L - micrograms per liter
1,1-DCE - 1,1-dichloroethene
1,1,1-TCA - 1,1,1-trichloroethane
bgs - below ground surface
COCs - chemicals of concern

HI - hazard index

VOC:s - volatile organic compounds
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Table 11. Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements and To Be Considered Criteria—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

ARARs and TBC Criteria Result of Review

Chemical-Specific

State: CCR, Title 22,Division 4, Chapter 15 - Establishes California MCLs The ROD used proposed MCL of 2 pg/L as original cleanup level for tetrachloroethene (TCE) and
states, "If the MCL is not the proposed value of 2 ppb, the final cleanup goal shall be modified
accordingly." After ROD, California adopted MCL of 5 pg/L, which has been used as the on-site

groundwater cleanup level.

State: California Health and Safety Code §116455 - Establishes California Department of Public Health The ROD proposed response (action) levels as site groundwater cleanup levels for Freon 113 and

Response Levels xylene and stated that the levels shall be updated to be equal to any new MCLs for these chemicals of
concern. MCLs were later established for both chemicals of concern, and the cleanup levels changed
accordingly.

State: Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, promulgated under California Water Code

1. SWRCB Resolution 68-16. Anti-degradation Policy No change since ROD
2. SWRCB Resolution 88-63. Sources of Drinking Water No change since ROD
State: California Water Code, Chapter 1 and Chapter 2.5, Article 3, Sections 100 and 275 No change since ROD

Federal: Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 United States Code, Chapter. 82, §§ 6901-6991[i] -
Defines RCRA hazardous waste. No change since ROD

Location-Specific

State: CCR, Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15, Article 3 - Siting Criteria for Waste Management Units No change since ROD

Action-Specific

State: California Civil Code Section 1471 - Environmental Covenants Requirement became effective after the ROD. In 2010, Schlumberger Technology Corporation filed
recorded deed restrictions for the site parcels to acknowledge that previously recorded restrictions,

which had already met the new requirement, still applied.

State: CCR, Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15, Article 3 - Siting Criteria for Waste Management Units

State: CCR, Title 22, Division 4.5, Chapter 11 - Defines State Hazardous Waste

Federal and State: Federal Clean Air Act as implemented by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
1. BAAQMD Regulation 2, Rule 5
2. BAAQMD Regulation 8, Rule 2
3. BAAQMD Regulation 8, Rule 47

Federal: RCRA, 42 United States Code, Chapter. 82, §§ 6901-6991[i] - Defines RCRA hazardous waste.
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Table 11. Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements and To Be Considered Criteria—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

ARARs and TBC Criteria Result of Review

Abbreviations:

ARARSs - Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements
BAAQMD - Bay Area Air Quality Management District
CCR - california code of regulations

CFR - code of federal regulations

MCL - maximum contaminant level

ppb - parts per billion

RCRA - resource conservation and recovery Act

ROD - record of decision

§ - section

SWRCB - State Water Resources Control Board

TBC - to be considered

pg/L - micrograms per liter
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Table 12. Issues, Recommendations and Follow-up Action Items for the Fifth Five-Year Review—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

. . . Affects
Ry | oot | et | M| protetveness
P P gency (Yes/No)
Current | Future
Several monitoring wells are no longer in the | Destroy 23 unnecessary wells. Fairchild Water Board | November 2014 Yes Yes
sampling program and/or are not necessary to and
monitor residual COCs in groundwater due to SCVWD
significant reductions in the extent of the
groundwater plume since the wells were
installed. Many wells are on off-site private
properties and could act as conduits for future
surface pollutants to groundwater.
1,4-Dioxane has been detected in on-site wells Amend the ROD to include Water Board USEPA 2019 No Yes
but is not a COC in the ROD. 1,4-dioxane as a COC and an
on-site cleanup for
1,4-dioxane in groundwater.
Five site COCs, including; acetone, Freon 113, Amend the ROD to remove Water Board USEPA 2019 No No
isopropanol, 1,1,1-trichloroethane and xylene these COCs.
have attained groundwater cleanup levels for at
least the past five years.

Abbreviations:

COC - chemical of concern

ROD - Record of Decision

SCVWD - Santa Clara Valley Water District

Water Board — Regional Water Quality Control Board

USEPA - United States Environmental Protection Agency
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APPENDIX A

TITLE SEARCH RESULTS



101 Bernal Road
101 Bernal Road
San Jose, CA 95119

Inquiry Number: 3808723.1S
December 17, 2013

The EDR Chain of Title Report

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, CT 06461
E DR ) 800.352.0050
Environmental Data Resources Inc www.edmet.com



EDR Chain of Title

The EDR Chain of Title Report tracks a line of successive owners from the present back to 1940 of a particular parcel of property,
linked together by recorded transactions which pass title. Available nationwide, this report provides a summary of
a property’s ownership history and is a valuable source for determining the prior uses of a property

A network of professional abstractors following established procedures, uses client supplied address
Information to locate:

e Historical Chain of Title research
e Leases and Miscellaneous

Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050
with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer — Copyright and Trademark Notice

This report was prepared for the use of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., and Discovery Research Solutions, LLC, exclusively. This report

is neither a guarantee of title, a commitment to insure, nor a policy of title insurance. NO WARRANTY, EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE

WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) and Discovery Research Solutions, LLC
specifically disclaim the making of any such warranties, including without limitation, merchantability or fithess for a particular use or purpose.

The information contained in this report is retrieved as it is recorded from the various agencies that make it available. The total liability is limited
to the fee paid for this report.

Copyright 2009 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any
report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are the property of
their respective owners.




EDR Chain of Title

TJARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

101 Bernal Road
101 Bernal Road

San Jose, CA 95119

Research Source
Source 1:
Source 2:

Examiner’s Note:

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Santa Clara County Assessor
Santa Clara County Recorder

Public records of Santa Clara County, California were searched from January 1, 1940 to December 17, 2013, and no
other deeds vesting title in the subject property were found of record during the period searched.

Save Mart Supermarkets

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 1, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-084

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-085

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-086



Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Current Owner:

Legal Description:

Property Identifiers:

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-087

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-088

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-089

Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008 (as to an undivided 25% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera
Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the
testamentary trust created under the last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera,
Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest);
Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert
Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

All that certain piece or parcel of land Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California on 04/24/1998 in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 21 and 22, situate
and lying in the County of Santa Clara, State of California.

706-01-090

HISTORICAL CHAIN OF TITLE

See Exhibit “A”

LEASES AND MISCELLANEOUS

See Exhibit “B” — Leases Not Requested



EDR Chain of Title

Chain of Title

Exhibit “A”




EDR Chain of Title

HISTORICAL CHAIN OF TITLE

PARCEL NO. 706-01-084
Chain 1
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Title is vested in: Lucky Stores Props, Inc.

Date Recorded: 05/04/1998

Instrument Number: 14169384



Type of Deed: Warranty Deed

Title received from: Lucky Stores Properties, Inc., a corporation

Title is vested in: LSP Properties, LLC

Date Recorded: 09/29/2006

Instrument Number: 19124248

Comments: According to the Santa Clara County Assessor, the current owner of the subject property is Save Mart Supermarkets. No
conveyance was found of record transferring fee title ownership into Save Mart Supermarkets.

PARCEL NO. 706-01-085
Chain 2
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770



Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, I, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379

PARCEL NO. 706-01-086
Chain 3
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414



Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376



Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, I, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379

PARCEL NO. 706-01-087
Chain 4
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639



Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, I, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379



PARCEL NO. 706-01-088
Chain 5
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813



Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, Il, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379

PARCEL NO. 706-01-089
Chain 6
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102



Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, II, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377



Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379

PARCEL NO. 706-01-090
Chain 7
Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Michael H. Merz

Title is vested in: IBM Business Park Partners
Date Recorded: 02/05/1943

Instrument Number: 2541

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park Partners
Title is vested in: IBM Business Park IV

Date Recorded: 09/06/1958

Instrument Number: 107414

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: IBM Business Park IV
Title is vested in: Industrial Business Plaza
Date Recorded: 06/23/1963

Book: 1904

Page: 102

Type of Deed: Deed

Title received from: Industrial Business Plaza

Title is vested in: Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Date Recorded: 05/17/1977

Book: 2601

Page: 14

Type of Deed: Corporation Quitclaim Deed

Title received from: Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation, formerly known as Fairchild Camera and Instrument Corp.
Title is vested in: Schlumberger Technology Corporation

Date Recorded: 10/09/1987

Instrument Number: 9461639

Type of Deed: Corporation Grant Deed

Title received from: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Title is vested in: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation
Date Recorded: 08/09/1990

Instrument Number: 10617053



Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: SRDC, Inc., a California corporation

Title is vested in: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company
Date Recorded: 04/29/1998

Instrument Number: 14162770

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California limited liability company

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an
undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza
LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 04/30/2003

Instrument Number: 17003813

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza, LLC (as to
an undivided 13.55% interest); John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal
Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert B.
Facchino, Il, Bernal Plaza LLC (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera (as to an undivided 25% interest); S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987
Trust, dated 06/03/1987 (as to an undivided 13.55% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of John Danna (as to an undivided 17.86% interest); Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the
last will of Carmella Danna (as to an undivided 26.58% interest); Facchino Properties, Inc., (as to an undivided 15.41% interest) and Robert
B. Facchino, Il (as to an undivided 1.60% interest), as Tenants in Common

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450376

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Robert B. Facchino, also known as Robert Bernard Facchino, Il

Title is vested in: Robert Bernard Facchino, I, trustee of the Robert Bernard Facchino, Il Separate Property Trust
Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450377

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: Michael T. LaBarbera

Title is vested in: Michael T. LaBarbera and Jennifer S. LaBarbera, as trustees of the Michael and Jennifer LaBarbera Revocable Trust,
dated 12/16/2008

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450378

Type of Deed: Grant Deed

Title received from: S. P. Labarbera (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated
06/03/1987

Title is vested in: Salvatore P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera Revocable Trust, dated 02/11/2010

Date Recorded: 12/08/2011

Instrument Number: 21450379



EDR Chain of Title

LEASES and MISCELLANEOUS

Exhibit “B”




EDR Chain of Title

LEASES and MISCELLANEOUS

1. Type of Instrument: Declaration of Covenants Conditions and Restrictions
First Party: Schlumberger Technology Corporation
Second Party: Regional Water Quality Control Board
Recorded: 05/17/18989
Book: K953
Page: 959
Document No.: 10113311
Comments: Fairchild operated an electronics manufacturing plant from 1977 to 1983 at the 22-acre site. Chemicals used in the
manufacturing process and wastes generated from this process were handled and stored onsite in drums and underground storage
tanks. In 1981, leaks discovered in pipelines and underground tanks resulted in releases of 1,1,1 trichloroethane (TCA), xylene,
isopropanol, acetone and freon to soil and groundwater. The site was listed on the National Priority List (NPL) by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) was named the lead agency.
Approximately 3,400 cubic yards of contaminated soil was excavated and disposed offsite in June 1982. A soil vapor extraction system
(SVE) operated from 1989 until 1995. Groundwater treatment began on the four affected aquifers. Off-site groundwater extraction was
suspended in December 1991 due to an asymptotic trend. On-site extraction of groundwater was suspended in July 1998. No
groundwater pumping, treatment, or reinjection is currently being performed at the site. A deed restriction was recorded limiting use of
groundwater, prohibiting installation of new wells and no excavation below 5 feet without an approved remediation program. American
Store Properties, Inc. bought a 6-acre parcel within the site that did not contain contamination and entered into a covenant not to sue with
RWQCB on February 19, 1997. Approval for the shopping center plan was given by U.S. EPA. After demolition of the Fairchild structures,
a shopping center was built on the site under the oversight of the San Jose Redevelopment Agency.

2. Type of Instrument:
First Party:
Second Party:
Recorded:

Book:
Page:
Document No.:
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL
DOCUMENT AND TAX
STATEMENTS TO:

SCHULTE ROTH & ZABEL LLP
919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022
Attention: Bruce Cybul

(Space Above This Line For Recorder’s Use)

WARRANTY DEED éé’k

apn: 706-01-849

Unit Ne.: 7163

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR DECLARES: Doular ag Asn /. /M
No Tax due per R&TC 11925(d). Parties continue to hold the same proportional interests in the
property.

Date: June 2, 2006

For vajuable consideration, LUCKY STORES PROPERTIES, INC., a corporation under the
Taws of Delaware, Grantor, whose address is 250 East Park Center Blvd,, Boise, Idaho 83726,
by these presents does hereby grant to LSP Properties LLC, Grantee, whose address is 250 East
Park Center Blvd., Boise, Idaho 83726, a limited liability company under the laws of Delaware,
real property in Santa Clara County, California, described as follows:

See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof,
together with all hereditaments and appurtenants belonging thereto (collectively, the "Property”),
subject to the following encumbrances:

10150188.1

California
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subject to the following encumbrances:
See Exhibit B attached hereto and made a part hereof,

to have and to hold the same, unto Grantee, in fee simple, forever.

Grantor hereby covenants with Grantee that Grantor is lawfully seized of the Property in
fee simple and that Grantor has good right and lawful authority to sell and convey the Property,
Grantor hereby warrants the title to the Property. Grantor warrants that the Propenty is free of ail
encumbrances except those described on Exhibit B.

In the case of any breach of Grantor’s warranties herein contained, whether such
warranties are express or implied, the liability of Grantor shall be limited to Grantor's interest in
the Property hereby conveyed (immediately prior to the conveyance described in this Warranty
Deed) and all amounts (collectively, “Indemnified Amounts™) which are recovered from the non-
affiliated transferors prior to Grantor in the Property's chain of title (“Prior Transferors”) or
pursuant to any title insurance policies for the Property existing prior to the date of this Warranty
Deed (*‘Pre-Existing Title Policy™).

Grantor irrevocably assigns to Grantee all of Grantor’s right, title and interest in and 1o all
Indemnified Amounts, including without limitation all claims, actions, rights of recovery and
indemnity, losses, damages, expenses and fees (including, without limitation, reasonable
attorneys’ fees and court costs), at law, in equity or by contract, which Grantor may now or
hereafter have against any and all Prior Transferors or under any Pre-Existing Title Policy, and
Grantor hereby imrevocably designates and appoints Grantee as Grantor's attorney-in-fact,
coupled with an interest, with respect to all Indemnified Amounts.

Notwithstanding any provision herein to the contrary, the warranties and covenants
contained herein shall be solely for the benefit of and enforceable by Grantee hereunder and for
no other party including heirs, successors and assigns of Grantee and under no circumstances
shall such warranties and covenants be deemed to run with the land.

Without limiting the foregoing provisions of this Warranty Deed, if Grantee makes any
claim against Grantor as the result of any alleged breach of any covenants or warranties in this
Warranty Deed, upon Grantor’s receipt of Grantee’s written notice of such breach to the address
set forth below, Grantor shall either (i) make and diligently pursue all claims against the Prior
Transferors and against any title insurance company under any applicable Pre-Existing Title
Policy, or (ii) permit Grantee, in the name of Grantor, to make any or all such claims, in all cases
at the sole cost and expense of Grantee, including without limitation counsel selected and
retained by Grantee as is reasonably acceptable to Grantor. If Grantor is named by any third-
party in any proceeding in connection with any such claim, Grantee (at Grantee’s sole cost) shall
with counsel reasonably acceptable to Grantor defend and procure the dismissal of Grantor from
such proceeding (subject to the requirements of law in connection with pursuing the claims
against the Prior Transferors and the title insurance company, as applicable).

10150188.1

California
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Grantor’s address for notice pursuant to the immediately foregoing paragraph is:

250 East Park Center Blvd.
Boise, Idaho 83726

10150188.1
California
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has exccuted and delivered this Warranty Deed to
Grantee as of the date first written above.

GRANTOR:
LUCKY STORES PROPERTIES, INC.

Title: AUTHORIZED SIGNATORY

Unit No.: <3P@dss '7[ 63

10150188.t
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
) SS.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

On June ,L.It, 2006, before me, IG Sﬂﬂ& A. ﬁlﬂ:-'«f/ {"4 , a notary public in and

for said County and State, personally appeared _! &1 Lrok ﬂad!fgg . personally
known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidenct) 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.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature: / //% SPACE FOR NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP

Va4 . -
; T
{ NolOSep,,
/ Y Pubyjch. ARG
/ CO uﬂ”ﬂedoln 02&4?69 of N§ = ,
DRAFTED BY: T Ssion g Vesto, 9567 Yo,
irg, ster J
TRa 849,” CoUn !
SCHULTE ROTH & ZABEL LLP “:;"7:::;\‘3: 2 @ j
919 Third Avenue “‘“\ I
New York, New York 10022 =

Attention: Bruce Cybul

10150188.1
California
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EXHIBIT A

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN JOSE,
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

Parcel One:

Parcel 1, as shown on that certain Parcel Map entitled, "PARCEL MAP SAN IGNACIO
CENTER (FOR COMMERCIAL PURPOSES) BEING A PORTION OF LOTS AS SHOWN
UPON THAT MAP ENTITLED "MAP OF THE S. COBB PARTITION" FILED FOR RECORD
IN BOOK 1 OF MAPS AT PAGE 139, CITY OF SAN JOSE, SANTA CLARA COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA", filed in the office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of
California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps at Pages 21 & 22.

Parcel Two:
Non-exclusive easements for ingress, egress, parking, utility lines and building encroachments as

said easements are set forth in that certain Declaration and Grant of Easements recorded May 4,
1998 as Instrument No. 14169385, Official Records.

APN: 706-01-084

7163 CA.doc
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EXHIBIT B

Permitted Exceptions

1. Real estate taxes and special assessments that are not delinquent as of the date of this
Warranty Deed.

2. Easements, covenants, conditions and restrictions that do not interfere with the current use
and occupancy of the Property.

10150188.1

Czlifornia
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A N O B A

- L& 4 3PAGE (1)
e B R no Logy 1062 10617053 (1
Curporation - : Rocorded at the request of
Escrow No. 202695-PB_{INSURED) BEC FEE Valley Titie Compan
ABN 706-1-7S8. CA#_40-233 BE | y
- SR, NG, "“‘/ Micho_ | g AUG 01S90 &0MM
P.0. Box 1316 LIEN <
" Mountain View, CA 94042 LAURIE KANE, Recorder
v Attn: Ray Ferrari, Vice aupr_ |} ) Sﬂhm.mm
' President PLOR =<
L 10 l- _’
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDIN'S USE e
AR AL MaMak b FILOR REQUESTS DO NOT RECORD STAMP VALUE
' r SRDC, INC. L DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX §
i) P.0, Box 1316 ———COMPUTED ON FULL VALUE OF FROPERTY CONVEVHD)
i) :‘éiﬁ’f‘i’,‘y";iﬁ; ag?' 932;2 PNCUMBRANCES REMAINING AT TTME OF SALE
" I_ President _l Signstwre of Declarant or Ageat determining ez Firm Name
. | FILOR REQUESTS I
X Corporation Grant Deed Wwp VAL
a0 NS HE . THMIS FORM FUAMISHED BY TRUSTORS SECURITY SEAYICE .

FOR A VALUADLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.
SCHLUMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

a corporation organized under the laws of the state of Texas
hereby GRANTS to :

SRDC, INC., a California corporation

the following described real propenty inthe City of San Jose,
Countyof Santa Clara + State of California:

ee Attached Exhibit A.

The rex)] preperty conveyed by this deed is subject to that
certain Declaration dated May 16, 1989 and recerded on May 17,
1989 in official records of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California as Document No. 10113311, which Declaration
impos=s certain covenants, conditions and restrictions on the
installation of groundwater wells, excavation or other
disturkbance of scils, and interference with the operation of
remedial program equipment at the real property described
herein.

In Witness Whereof, raid corporation has caused its corporate name and seal to be affixed hereto and this
Ynstrument to be d by its Rutriventc xodh - -
therzunio duly suthorized,

Dated: {/ ?',/ 90
T A e ch INOLOGY CORPORATION
" far A S5 SCHLUMBERGER TECHNOL .
LOUNTY OF. : < 5 TeXas COrDOrBEIGH
o.___Ayu.t_I,_iﬂ__u... my, the under- _@7
signed. o Netary Public in ln: for sald Caunly snd State, personslly By.. e,

wppenied_ L K. EQETIC - >
e R ———— 2
" s ztrrtl e.;:l’...‘!‘l‘-’aﬂ

o be

R ‘-.m- of Georparation that enacuied the
~ within Insirument, hnown 10 me 1o be tUre preosts whe srocuted the

-i{hh Insicument n'.i:hll .Er:.‘%:::um llu'r’::u 'm.d. and
'M - "l expcwied lllll'l-
:u:tw:‘rml uﬁ by laws se o resnlution of s baard of direciers.

* WITNESS my head and sfficlai sval
1Seal)

) d
. 2 ‘ Title Order No.
Sigm e ———
Mm - Joow oy e File, Estrow or Luan N
Netary Fublia n and for ssld Coumty und Siale
Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 10617053 Page: 1l of 6
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. DOCUMENT: 17003813 Pages. 4 D)

. “RECORDING REQUESTED BY Fees .. ©46.08-
Alliance Title Company Taxes. . 118368.00
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO w301 760381 3

Copies.
AMT PAID 118406 @8

Na
su:: Michael T. LaBarbera, et al

o BRENDA DAVIS RDE ®# @22
o ;’3‘;,3‘*;5:‘::3:3“’1 Real ESate  SaNTA CLARA COUNTY RECORDER 4/38/2083
P Chy.State Recorded at the request of 1:38 PM
S~ % Saratoga, CA 95070 Mliance Title Company
‘3 Order No. 11124769-006-KAY
S SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE
+
@ GRANT DEED
<
g J a 3 Brtary [ ranske ax 159529, 0900
. City of San Jose . B computed on full value of interest or property conveyed, or
132] Conveyance Tax is $88,770.00 8 {ull value less value of lians or encumbrances remaining at
9 Parcel No, 706-01-085; 706-01-086j of 1 06§, 089 + 090 the time of-dale

H

Declarant ent Determining Tax
FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,

Portofino Il Investment Company, LLC, a California Limited Liability Company
hereby GRANT(s) to

See Exhibit “A” attached hereto for Grantees

the following real property in the city of San Jose, county of Santa Clara, state of California;
See Exhibit B attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Dated: April 28, 2003

STATE OF CALIFORNIA } Portofine |l Investment Company, LLC, a
COUNTY OF__Santa Clara S.8. California limited liabitity company
On__April 29, 2003 before me,

By: Aulla Managament pany, a Delaware
M

K. Marcelino

a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared
Remo Ferrarl and Larry Ferrari

personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence) o be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed fo the

K. MARCELING

within instrument and acknowledged 1o me that he/sheithey executed ol APE COMM. #1246807 m
the same in hismer/their authorized capacity(ies) and that by A irra APgs) Notary Public-Califomla ¢
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity w Sy SANTA CLARA COUNTY =
upon behalf of which the person(s), acted, executed the instrument. l R/ My Comm. Exp. Jan 21, 2004 ‘

TR TwTTTYTTTYTIYUTYYY

WITNESS nay hang angfficial seal,
Signamm_’m&'_‘ﬁ_é_— {This area for official notorial sea!)

ARD  703-21-003.03 003.03.02, 003.03.02, 003.03, 03, 003.03. 04

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO PARTY SHOWN ON THE FOLLOWING LINE; IF NO PARTY SHOWN, MAIL AS DIRECTED ABOVE

Naria Strast Addresa Clty & State
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EXHIBIT “A”

GRANTEES:

Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 25% interest; S.P.
LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 13.55% interest; John Danna
Trust, Bernal Plaza LLLC, as to an undivided 17.86% interest; Carmella Danna
Trust, Bernal Plaza L1.C, as to an undivided 26.58% interest; Facchino Properties,
Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 15.41% interest and Robert B. Facchino, 11,
Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 1.60% interest, as Tenants in Common

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 17003813 Paga: 2 of 4
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Exhibit B
All that certain real property situate in the City of San Jose, County of Santa Clara, State of California, described as
follows:

PARCEL ONE:

Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

Reserving therefrom reciprocal easement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE Ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parcels 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, and 7, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in
Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and
22.

PARCEL CONE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records,

PARCEL TWO:

Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Reserving therefrom reciprocal easement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE Ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parceis 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7, as shown on the Map filed for record Aprit 24, 1998 in
Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWO A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal
(COE) Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map fited for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages
21 and 22,

PARCEL TWO B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL THREE:

Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Reserving therefrom reciprocal sasement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE Ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in
Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22, .

PARCEL THREE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal
{COE) Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages
21 and 22.

PARCEL THREE B:

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-~DocID 17003813 Page: 3 of 4
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Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FOUR:

Parcel 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Reserving therefrom reciprocal easement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, as shown on the map filed for record April 24, 1998 in
Baok 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL FQUR A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal

(COE) Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages
21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR B:

Those ¢ertain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder’s Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FIVE:

Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

Reserving therefrom reciprocal easement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE Ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in
Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL FIVE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, shown as Reciprocal
(COE) Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Baok 701 of Maps, pages
21 and 22,

PARCEL FIVE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL SIX:

Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Reserving therefrom reciprocal easement for ingress and egress shown on the map as Reciprocal COE Ingress &
Egress Easement for the benefit of Parceis 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, as shown on the map filed for record April 24, 1998 in
Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL SIX A;

A recipracal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, shown as Reciprocal
{COE) Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages
21 and 22,

PARCEL SIX B:

Those certain rights and easemenits provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1,
1998, recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.
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GRANT DEED

APN: 706-01-085, 086, 087, 088, 089 & 90

v

FOR NO CONSIDERATION, Michael T. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 25% interest; S.P. g
LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza L1.C, as to an undivided 13.55% interest; John Dam‘ia Trust, Bernal Piaza LLC, as to an
undivided 17.86% interest; Carmella DanndTrust, Bemal Plaza LLC, asto an undivided 26_58% interest; Facchino ~
Properties, Bernal Plaza LLC, as to an undivided 15.41% interest and Robert B. Facchino, H, Bernal Plaza LLC, +
as to an undivided 1.60% interest, as Tenants in Common, HEREBY GRANT to Michael T. LaBarbera, as to an
undivided 25% interest; S.P. LaBarbera, as Trustee of the Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated June 3,1987,

as to an undivided 13.55% interest; Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust created under the last
will of John Danna, as to an undivided 17.86% interest; Salvatore P. LaBarbera, Trustee of the testamentary trust
created under the last will of Carmella Danna, as to an undivided 26.58% interest; Facchino Properties, Inc., as

to an undivided 15.41% interest and Robert B. Facchino, I, as to an undivided 1.60% interest, as Tenants in
Common, the following real property located in the city of San Jose, county of Santa Clara, state of California:

See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof '

This transfer is between individual(s) and a legal entity that results in a change in method of holding title only,
the proportional ownership interests in the realty have not changed and therefore is exempt from reassessment
pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code §62(a)(2) and documentary transfer taxes pursuant RTC § 11925(d).

Executed on thisZ2_ day of September, 2011, at Rim 5@;‘ , California.

Michael T, LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza LLC S.P. LaBarbera, Bernal Plaza LLC
—‘-%t;\ /?/—’77":—————\
M%mmmmﬁp Salvator P. LaBarbera, President & sole member

John Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC Carmella Danna Trust, Bernal Plaza LLC
//”_ﬁ—-w\ /-’%_‘;—————‘\

Salvator P. LaBarbera, President & sole member Salvator P. LaBarbera, President & sole member

%}m}&%:%mc Robert B. Facchino 11, Bernal Plaza LLC

Facchino Properties, Inc, . Robert B. Facc%mo II, President & sole member

By: Robert B. Facchino :

Its: e,
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California All-Purpose Acknowledgment

State of California
County of Danta Claca

On _Seplember 29, 2011 before me, TWacy ’Pﬂ-"ﬁo Motaa L

* Neme of Nolary Public. Title

personally appeared Michael T Lalacbery

Name of Signer {1}

Name of Signer (2)
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/shefthey 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 - TN
true and correct, s A COMM. #1942987

’ - 4 =
WITNESS my hand and official seal, ] o Clca cameme 3
_,-': 3L Cm. (Dire i 2. |

e Phso =

~ U Sagm‘:% of Notary Publc

OPTIONAL INFORMATION

Aithough the information in this sechon is not required by law. it could prevent fraudulent removal and realtachment of
this acknowledgmant to an unauthorized document and may prove useful to persons relying on the attached document

Description of Attached Document
The preceding Certificate of Acknowledgment is attached to a Method of Signer Identification

document titled/for the purpose of Proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence
] formis) of identificaton [ credible witness(es}

containing pages, and dated . Notarial event is detalled in notary joumal on:

o Entry &

The signer(s) capacity or authority is/are as: Page#_____ Entry¥ ____
O Individual(s) Notary contact:
O Attorney-in-fact
O Corporate Officer{s) Other
Thie(s) [ Addivonal Signer [ Signer(s) Thumbprints(s)

O

O Guardian/Conservator
O Partner - Limited/General
O Trustes(s)

(3 Other.

representing:

Nameis) of Persoms) Entity(ies) Signer 1s Representing

& 2010 Notary Leaming Center - All Rights Reserved

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 21450376 Page: 2 of 8
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California All-Purpose Acknowledgment

State of California
County of Sante Ciaca s-8.
On Seplember 29 111 before me, | raey ?9“"50 ,

Name of Notary Public, Title

Salunrel P LaBorbrede

Nama of Signer {1)

personally appeared

Hame of Signer (2}
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/heritheir signature(s) on the
instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the
instrument.

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

Y.
WITNESS my hand and official seal. E3 oY

_d“_“‘:e%m'n—
Sugnature of Notary Pubhc

OPTIONAL INFORMATION

Although the information in this section is nof required by law. it could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of
ttws acknowledgment o an unauthonzed document and may prove uselful to persons relying on the attached document.

COMM. #1942987

N . TRACT PATIHD }
) Notary Public - Caffomia 5
Santa Cla c:un?ym ik

Seal

Description of Attached Document IR tona nrerae
The preceding Certificate of Acknowledgment is attached to a Method of Signer Identification
document titledffor the purpose of Proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence,

[0} form(s) of identficaton [ credible witness(es)

containing pages, and dated . Notarial event is detaded in notary joumal on;
The signer(s) capacity or authority is/are as: Page ¥ Enty#_
3 individual(s) Notary contact
O Atlomey-in-fact
[0 Corporate Officer(s) Other
Tt [ Addibonal Signer [ Signer(s) Thumbprints(s}

(W

3 Guardian/Conservator
£ Partner - Uimited/General
O Trustes(s)

O Cther.

representing:

Nare(s) of Parsonts) Entty(ies) Sigaee is Represeniing

© 2010 Notary Leaming Center - AH Rights Reserved
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California All-Purpose Acknowledgment

State of California
County of St\n'm Clar S:S:

On _Septenmber 25 _101) before me, \“"\1 ?M""‘U

Name of Notary Public, Trtle

personally appeared ?‘&,94 3. Wechine

Name of Signer (1)

Name of Signer (2)
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s}
isfare 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 TRACY PATINO

tr n rrect. & LY COMM. #1942987 =
ue and correct ot *ggng"g',f'c‘?:f;“;" :
i R4 If -

WITNESS my hand and official seal. T4 Conen Exras o 3 2015

' /ﬂfhm ?GJRMQ N

(= Ungnawr:DNmary Public

OPTIONAL INFORMATION

Although the information in this section 15 nol required by law, K could prevent fraudiulent removal and realtachment of
this acknowiedgment lo an unauthorized docurnent and may prove useful to persons reiying on the attached document

Description of Attached Document |
The preceding Certificate of Acknowledgment is attached to a Method of Signer Identification

document titled/for the purpose of Provad to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence.
[ form(s) of igentification [ credible witnesstes)

containing pages, and dated . Motanal event is detaled i notary joumal on;

Page # Entry® _____

The signer(s) capacity or authority is/are as:

O Individual(s) Notary contact:
[0 Attomey-in-fact
O Corporate Officer(s) Qther

Titie(s) ] Additional Signer  [] Signer{s) Thumbpnnts(s)

O

O Guardian/Conservator
(1 Partner - Limited/General
O Trustes(s)

{1 Other.

representing:

Nameis) of Personis) Entilypes) Signar s Representing

© 2010 Netary Leaming Center - All Rights Reserved

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 21450376 Page; 4 of 8
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California All-Purpose Acknowledgment

State of California
c°unty of &nh C\M“

Tuau( "Rl’mob

Name of Notary Public, Title

On _September 2% 200t before me,

ersonhaily appeared
p y pp Name of Signer (1)

fame of Signer (2}
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.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Adw.\ Q@b

L:.gr@ne of Nozry Public

TRACY PATING |
COMM. #1042987
n
=3

- No!sagl Pubiec . glurl:a-ma
Comm.

Seal

OPTIONAL INFORMATION

Although the information in this section is not required by law it could prevent fravdulent removal end reaftachiment of
this acknowiedgmient to an unauthorized document and may prove useful to persons relying on the attached document

Ao G e eTon

Method of Signer ldentification

Description of Attached Document
The preceding Certificate of Acknowledgment is attached to a

Proved to me on the basis of satistactory evidence.
{] form(s) of identficatron [] credible withess(es)

document titledifor the purpose of

Notaral event is detaled in notary journal on;

containing pages, and dated

Page # Entry# ___

The signer(s) capacity or authority isfare as:

O Indwidual(s)
[ Attomey-in-fact
O Comporate Officer(s)

Notary coritact

Other

Titke(s)

O Guardian/Conservator
O Partner - Limited/General
(] Trustee(s)

{0 Other.

representing:

Name(s) of Person(s) Entity{ies) Signer 13 Represenung

® 2010 Notary Leaming Centler - Alf Righis Reserved

[J Additionat Signer [] Signer(s) Thumbprints(s)

a
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Escrow No.: 11-98206974-5K
Locate No.: CACTI7743-7743-2982-0098206974
Title No.; 11-98206974-M0

EXHIBIT "A"

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL ONE:

Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on Apri! 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of 1, 3,4, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE) Ingress &
Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL TWO:

Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWOQ A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2,4, 5, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL TWQ B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Dedaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL THREE:

Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit){08-07)
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PARCEL THREE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2,3, 5,6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL THREE B:

Those Certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FOUR:

Parce! 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder’s Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FIVE:

Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL SIX:
Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit){08-07)
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Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX B:
Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,

recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records.

APN: 706-01-085 through 090
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DOCUMENT: 21450377 ‘Pages: 4

§ ' Fees. .. 44.00 -
RECORDING REQUEST BY AND H Taxes
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: I o
SWEENEY, MASON, WILSON & BOSOMWORTH : Copies . ____
STUART G. SCHMIDT, ESQ. AMT PAID 44 @0
983 University Ave,, Suite 104C )
Los Gatas, CA 35032 REGINA ALCOMENDRAS Roeegmgzr:
RO 12/ 1
MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: SANTA CLARA COUNTY REC? E;:R S en an
Robert B. Facchino Recorded gt the request o
¢/o Terracommercial Real Estate Chicago Title
18770 Cox Avenue
San Jose, CA 95070
The undersigned grantors declare the Documentary Transfer Tax is $0.00. SP.ACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

GRANT DEED

APN: 706-01-085, 086, 087, 088, 089 & 90

FOR NO CONSIDERATION, ROBERT B. FACCHINO, also known as ROBERT BERNARD FACCHINO, I, _
HEREBY GRANTS to ROBERT BERNARD FACCHINO, I, trustee of the ROBERT BERNARD FACCHINQ,
I SEPARATE PROPERTY TRUST all his interest in the following real property located in the city of San Jose,
county of Santa Clara, state of California;

See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof

This conveyance is to a revocable living trust created by grantors; it does not constitute a change of ownership and
is not subject to reassessment pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 62. Further, no consideration was paid for the
transfer and therefore it is exempt from documentary transfer taxes pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 11930.

Executed on this 3p_ day of October, 2011, at ia m , California.

7
P

ROBERT B. FAECHING_./

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY QF SANTA CLARA )

On this 30 day of October, 2011, before me, Tea Yy ?ﬁ—l-l 0, Notary Public, personally appeared ROBERT B.
FACCHINO, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the G&Fsongs) who s){Yare subscribed to the within
instryment and acknowledged to me thatffig¥she/they executed the same infii¥her/their authori apaCityies), and that byJii¥her/their

@s} on the instrument thy (s), or the entity upon behalf of which the(ersdilis) acted, executed the instrument,

I cenify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the iaws of the State of Caltfornia that the foregoing paragraph is true and
correct,

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

. Notary Public

{ ir)“’f&fm idﬁ"“\oj
TING N~ J
B COMM. #1942987
g Notary Public - California '
Santa Clara County
Comm. Expires July 2, 2015

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE
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Escrow No.: 11-98206974-5K
Locate No.: CACTI7743-7743-2982-0098206974
Title No.: 11-98206974-M0

EXHIBIT "A"

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL ONE:

Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of 1, 3,4, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal {(COE) Ingress &
Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No., 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL TWO:

Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parce! Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on Aprif 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWO A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 24, 5, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWQ B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder’s Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL THREE:

Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 In Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Exhibit Page - Legal{exhibit)(08-07)
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PARCEL THREE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL THREE B:

Those Certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records,

PARCEL FOUR:

Parcel 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map fited for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR 8:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FIVE:

Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL FIVE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE}
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 In Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided In the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder’s Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL SIX:
Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit)(08-07)
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Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1,2, 3, 4,5, and §, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records.

APN: 706-01-085 through 050

Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit)(08-07)

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 21450377 Pagae: 4 of 4
Order: 6 Comment:




— - _— -

DOCUMENT: 21450378  Pages: 4

RECORDING REQUEST BY AND ?ees S 44.00 -
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: axes -

SWEENEY, MASON, WILSON & BOSOMWORTH Copies .

STUART G, SCHMIDT, ESQ. AMT PAID 44 9@

983 University Ave., Suite 104C

Los Gatas, CA 95032 REGINA ALCOMENDRAS RDE # @24

SANTA CLARA COUNTY RECORDER 12/88/281)

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: Recorded at the request of 11:43 AM

Michael T, LaBarbera Chi .

c/o Terracommercial Real Estate lcago Title

18770 Cox Avenue

San Jose, CA 95070

The undersigned grantors dectare the Documentary Transfer Tax is $0.00. SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

GRANT DEED

APN: 706-01-085, 086, 087, 088, 089 & 90

FOR NO CONSIDERATION, MICHAEL T. LaBARBERA, HEREBY GRANTS toMICHAELT. LaBARBERA
and JENNIFER S. LaBARBERA, as trustees of the MICHAEL AND JENNIFER LaBARBERA REVOCABLE
TRUST, dated December 16, 2008, all his interest in the following real property located in the city of San Jose,
county of Santa Clara, state of California:

See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof

This conveyance is to a revocable living trust created by grantors; it does not constitute a change of ownership and
15 not subject to reassessment pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 62. Further, no consideration was paid for the
transfer and therefore it is exempt from documentary transfer taxes pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 11930.

Executed on this 20 day of October, 2011, at 98~ Jose  California,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF SANTACLARA )

On this Z0day of October, 201 1, before me, —];-MH P‘Hﬂ WO _, Notary Public, personally appeared MICHAEL T.
LABARBERA, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the GEFSONS) whose SET are subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me thaigshe/they executed the same inGii3¢her/their authorized €apacity(ies}, and that by &¥herftheir
@@Qm the instrument the » o the entity upon behalf of which zhc@@&n acted, executed the instrument.

I centify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true and

/‘i{/tmf%who
Cl7 2

. Notary Public

cormect.
WITNESS my hand and official seal.

TRACY PATINOD
B COMM. #1942987 4
P Nolay Public - Caiformia 3
4 aClaraCounty =
] Comm, Expires asy 2, 2015

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE
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Escrow No.: 11-98206974-5K
Locate No.: CACTI7743-7743-2982-0058206974
Title No.: 11-98206974-MO

EXHIBIT "A"

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL ONE;

Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record In the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE A:

A reciprocal easement for Ingress and egress over those portions of 1, 3,4, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE) Ingress &
Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL TWO:

Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parce! Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWO A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2,4, 5, 6 and 7, shown as Reciproca! (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL TWO B:

Those certain rights and easements pravided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL THREE:

Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Exhibit Page - Legal{exhibit)(08-07)

Description: Santa Clara,CA Document-DocID 21450378 Paga: 2 of 4
6 Comment:

Order:




PARCEL THREE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL THREE B:

Those Certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FOUR:

Parcel 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Ciara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Deciaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FIVE:

Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, shown as Reciprocal {COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 In Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements datéd May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Officlal Records.

PARCEL SIX:
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Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on Aprif 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL SIX B:
Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,

recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No.14169385, Official Records.

APN: 706-01-085 through 090
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DOCUMENT: 21450379 ~ Pages: 4
Fees . 44 @8 -

RECORDING REQUEST BY AND Taxes ..

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: Copies.. _—
SWEENEY, MASON, WILSON & BOSOMWORTH AMT PAID 44 @0
STUART G. SCHMIDT, ESQ.

983 University Ave., Suite 104C

Los Gatos, CA 95032 REGINA ALCOMENDRAS ROE ® @24
SANTA CLARA COUNTY RECORDER 12/@8/2@1 |

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: Recorded at the request of 11:43 AM

Michae) T. LaBarbera X .

/o Terracommercial Real Estate Chicago Title

18770 Cox Avenue

San Jose, CA 950670

The undersigned grantors declare the Documentary Transfer Tax is $0.00. SPACE ABOVE TTIS LINE FOR RECORDIR'S USE
APN: 706-01-085, 086, 087, 088, 089 & 90

FOR NO CONSIDERATION, S.P. LABARBERA (also known as Salvatore P. LaBarbera), as Trustee of the
Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust, dated June 3,1987, HEREBY GRANTS to SALVATORE P. LaBARBERA,
as Trustee of the SALVATORE P. LABARBERA REVOCABLE TRUST, dated February 11,2010, all his interest
in the following real property located in the city of San Jose, county of Santa Clara, state of California:

See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof

This conveyance is to a revocable living trust created by grantors; it does not constitute a change of ownership and
is not subject to reassessment pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 62. Further, no consideration was paid for the
transfer and therefore it is exempt from documentary transfer taxes pursuant to Rev. & Tax. Code § 11930,

Executed on this Zi day of M, 2011, at 54-\'50&(, . California,

S.P. LABARBERA, Trustee of the
Salvatore P. LaBarbera 1987 Trust

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA )

On this 29 day of November, 2011, before me, —IE“'-‘-Y ?ﬂ«h'ﬂc) , Notary Public, personally appeared S.P,
LABARBERA, who proved 1o me on the basis of satisfactory evidence (o be the personts) whose namets)are su bscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me thatdi@¥she/they exccuted the same in§igher/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by@idhertheir
signaturé?s) on the instrument the personts), or the emtity upon behalf of which the personts) acted, éxecuted the instrument.

I centify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true and

comect.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.
. Notary Public

A NG
COMM. #1942987 2
Notary Public - California 3
Santa Clara County =
Comm. Expiras July 2, 2015

FIA

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE
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Escrow No.: 11-98206974-5K
Locate No.: CACTI?7743-7743-2982-0095206974
Title No.: 11-98206974-M0Q

EXHIBIT "A"

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL ONE:

Parcel 2, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of 1, 3,4, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE) Ingress &
Egress Easernent, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL ONE 8:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL TWO:

Parcel 3, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL TWO A:

A recipracal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2,4, 5, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record Aprit 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL TWO B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL THREE:

Parcel 4, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit)(08-07)
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PARCEL THREE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL THREE B:

Those Certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recarded May 4, 1998, as Recorder’s Series N0.14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FOUR:

Parcel 5, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clarz, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22. '

PARCEL FOUR A;

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FOUR B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Series No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL FIVE:

Parcel 6, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State
of Califernia on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22,

PARCEL FIVE A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1,2, 3, 4,5, and 7, shown as Reciprocal (COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL FIVE B;

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Serles No. 14169385, Official Records.

PARCEL SIX:
Exhibit Page - Legal(exhibit)(08-07)
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Parcel 7, as shown on that certain Parcel Map filed far record in the Office of the Recorder of the Cou nty of Santa Clara, State
of California on April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX A:

A reciprocal easement for ingress and egress over those portions of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, shown as Reciprocal {(COE)
Ingress & Egress Easement, as shown on the Map filed for record April 24, 1998 in Book 701 of Maps, pages 21 and 22.

PARCEL SIX B:

Those certain rights and easements provided in the Declaration of Restrictions and Grant of Easements dated May 1, 1998,
recorded May 4, 1998, as Recorder's Serles No.14169385, Official Records.

APN; 706-01-085 through 090
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ACCOMMODATICN ONLY
Recording Requestoed by and

When Recorded Raturn to: 1 01 1 3 31 1
Schlumberger Technology Corporation| RERteg /5 Recorded at the requost of |
c/o Landelg, Ripley & Diamond RIF SANTA CLARA LAND TITI.E (Ki ] T
450 Pacific Avenue -m——~~4L3_

San Francisco, California 94133 MIGRO | ) Bﬁﬁ

LIEN 4 MAY 1 / 1‘”“;,

Attn.: Thomas D. Trapp, Esq. 1&#F

nemme = g e ay b : LAURIE KANE, Reron}er
bewsotobvetdadca 06sed ERRSRY | PLOR Santa Clara County, Uiticial Rezords

DECLARATION OF COVENANTS
CONBITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS

THIS DECLARATION OF COVENANTS, CONDITIONS AND

RESTRICTIONS ¢

1989 by SCHLUMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPOTMATIOCN ("Schlumberger"), a

Texas corporation.

RECITALS

A, Schiumbergez is the owner of all of that certain real
property (the "Properxty") located in the City of San Jose, County
of Santa Clara, State of California, and more particularliy
described in Exhibit A, which is attached to and made a part of
thig Declaration.

B. The Property is the former site o0f an electronics
manufacturing facility that was owned and operated by Fairchiid
Semiconuuctor Corporation ("Failrchild"). Operation of the
facility ceased in 1983, Schlumberger, the former parent
corporation of Failrchild, rotained ownership of the Property
fellowing its sale of all of the issued and outsta: .ing capital

stock of Falrchild to National Somiconductor Corporation in 1987.

024 :SHR:5277000) CC 04/720/89
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C. In 1981, Fajrchild discovercd the presoence of certain
chemicals in soil and groundwater at ard in the vicinity of the
Property. Immodiately following that dis.overy, Fairchild
initiated a subsurface investigation and began implementing
interim remedial meesures at the Property to remove chemicals
from the goil and groundwater and to prevent their further
migration. Those interim remedial measures included the
construction of a soil-bentonits slurry wall around the perimeter
of the Property.and thoe installation and operation of a
groungwater oxtraction and treatment systanm.

D. Pursuant to Site Cleanup Reguirements Oxrder No. B9-16
("Order No. 89-16"), issued by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board for the San Francisco Bay Region ("RWQCB"), Fairchild isg
conducting a8cil and groundwater cleanup measures at and in the
vicinity of the Property. The remedial program specified in
Order No. 89-16 includes continued groundwater extraction to
maintain an inward hydraulic gradient within the slurry walli, in-
situ aeration of soils within the slurry wall, and treatment of
groundwater and air exitracted during these processes. Order No.
89-16 also reguires Fairchild to axrrange for appropriate
restrictions on future use of the Propertiy to allow completion

of the remedial program.

DECLARATION

5 :hlumberger doclarxes, in accordance with California

Civil Coce Section 1468, that the Proporty ic and shall be held,

024 SMA:5277000)1.CCH e 04728789
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tranaforred, sold, conveyed, and ccocupied by Schlumbergoer and ite
puocessors ond assigns subjoct o the covenants, conditions and
rogtrictions hereinaftor set forth, the observance of which shall
benafit the Property and any portion thereof.

1, The Grantoz of esch deed and the Landloxrd of each
ground leoase heroafter executed conveying an interest in the
Proporty or any portion thereof shall causo such deed or ground
lease to contain the following statement:

The [real property/interest in real property] conveyed

by this [deed/ground lease] 1is subject to that cerxrtain

Declaration gdated in% s » 1989 and recorded on

> 1989 in the 0Officilal Records of the

County of Santa Clara, State of California s Document

No. _, which Declaration impoges cextain

covanants, conditions and restrictions on the

ingtallation of groundwater welles, excavation or other

disturhance of goils, and intorference with the

operation of remedial program eguipment at the real

property described herein.

The purchase or ground lease of all or any portion of the
Property by a purchaser or ground lessee shall constitute
acceptance by such purchager or ground lessee, and lig successers
and agsigns, of the covenents, conditions and restrictions
contalnaed in this Declaration. Any purchasor or ground losceo of
all or any portion of the Property shall notify the RUQCB of the
purchasa or ground lsace within 15 days after the close of
agcrow of the sale or the commencement of the term of the leaso.
2. The owner or ground lessec of the Property shall

rofrain from and prohibit third parties from installing eny

groundwater well o1 wellis on the Property except in connoction

024:5HR: 52770004 .CLR -3- 04/208/69
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with tho remadial program approved by the RWOCB (tho "Remodial
Program”").

3. Tho owner or ground lessec of the Property shell
rafrain from and prohibit thixrd parties from excavating or
otharwise disturbing soils on the Property below a depth of five
feot except in connection with ithe Remedial Program,

4, Tha owner or ground lessee of the Property shall
refrein from and prohibit third parties from destroying, damaging
or otherulse interfering with the cperation of Remedisl Program
equipment on the Property, including but not limited to
groundwater extraction wells, groundwater monitoring wells,
groundwater treatment equipment, soil aeration gguipment and all
or any part of the slurry wall surrounding the Property, except
to allow the removal of Remedial Program equipment not including
the slurry wall following texmination of the remadial pTogram.

5. This Declsration shall remain in full force and affect
with respect to the Property, or any portion thoreof, and ghall
run.with the land until such time a&s the then-current owner of
the Property, or any portion thereof, records a release of *tho
Property, or a2 portion thereof, from the provisicons of this
heclaration. Any such release shall contain a sworn statement
that the ownoxr of the property to be relsased has demongtrated,
to the rewssonable satisfaction of tha RWOCB (acting on bahalf of
ali governmental agencies having jurisdiction), that the
covenantg, condilions and restrictions sev forih herein are no

Jongor reasonably necessary for the remedial program for the

024 : 51 h: 52770001 . CCR -4~ 047328, 84
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Property, or that portion of the Proparty, to be releamred from
this Declaration. 1In addition, any such release shall have
attachoed to the release an acknowledgment by tho RUGCB (ancting on
behalf of all governmental agencies having jurisdiction) of the
statements contained in the release. Any such relesso shell be
effective without the concurrence of the owner of any portion of
the Property not releoased or aeny adjacent properity provided that
the release conforms tc the reguirements of thia parsgraph.

6. With the written concurrence of the RWQCB thig
Declaration may be amended from time to time in a writing signed
by all of the then owners of the Property or any portions of the
Property thereof which then remain subject to this Declaration.
Any such amendment shall be sffective cnly upon the recoxding of
the amendmerit, with ths written concurrence of the RUQCB attached
thereto, in official records of the County of Sahta Clara.

7. This Declaration shall be enforced for the mutual
benefit of the owners and gxound lessees of the Property and for
the State of Californias, by the RWQCB and any SUCCeS8OYr agency
thereto. In addition, Schlumberger or Fairchild shsll have the
right but no obligation to enforce the c¢covenants, conditions end
restrictions contained herein against other or future ownars or
ground lassees of the Property or any portion thereof. fThis
Declaration shall not creste any private right of action against
Schlumberger, Fairchild or any owner or ground igssee of the

Property or any portion thereof.

024.5HP: 53770001 .CCR -5~ 04/28/89
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a8, Hithin tventy (20) days following receipt of a written
roguost from any owner or ground lassece of the Propoerty ox any
portion thoreof, the RUQCB shall provids to such cwner or ground
lossoe & written statement, substantially in the form sttached
heroto as Exhibit B, indicating wvhether to the RWOCB's kne-vledge
such owner Or ground lessee is opsrating in complience with the
provisions of this Declaration, and such confirmation shalil be
conclusive eg of the date prepared. Felluro of the RWQCB %o
provide such a statement within the twenty-&ay poriod shall
create a conclusive presumption that the RWQCB has no knowledgeo
of any failure of the owner or grcund ilesgaa to comply with this
Daeclaration.

Thig Declaraiinn ig executed ags of the day and year f£irst

above written,

SCHLUMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

By: 42%4;{‘ 2 :4 @}/

Title: ‘plfea‘f‘vr u# Eﬂwﬂ’nmﬂr&e/ Ruqr&m.s )
1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
} BB.
COUNTY OF amtte. Cthrey

on the /¢ day of ﬁﬂzx?g , 1982, beforo mo, tho
undoersigned, a Not?)y Pubiio, f£n and for said State, perscnally

appeared (i, dia Loae, , s —
personally known to me (or proved to me on tho pagig of
satigfactory avidonco) to ho the porscna who executed the within

ingSrument as the Aduicedi o s Aeravs eof
Bcor

Progttent—and
T3¢, on bghalf of Séé g“ﬁz_gﬁ_/
the corporation therein named, and aclfhowledged

Jiedire ik & cfm
to ma %ﬁat guch corporation executed ti.. within instrument

pursuant to its bylaws or & resolution of 1ts board of directors.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

P e S e ] i R S R . .

(?)‘FF!(‘IAL SEAIL :7}."14-_10_.. & ,2‘// ,-//,‘.s,},
"IN ADLEY r 4

Y uomnlgvp‘gzl;%jc}jl:'ca%ow A Notary Public

/ TA CLARA COUNTY .

ty Ségmﬂm. cxpires JUL 2, 1998} |

(BEAL)

024:8H71: 52770002 . LR -7 04/20/89
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
EXHIDIT A

L ]

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

REAL property situstod in the City of San Josa, County of Ssnta Clara,
State of Californie, deccriboad as follows:

Pareal One

411 of Lot 5, as ehovn upon that cartain Map entitled, "ap of the 8. Cobdb
partition®, which Map was fiited for record im the O0ffice of tho Racorder
of the County of Senta Ciera, Bteto of Colifornia, on August 28, 1909 in
Book 2 of Hape, et Page 139.

Excopting therofrem thot portion thoreof ao cenveyed to Wolvorine
Dovalopzont, Ine., a Celifcornie corporstion, by Doed racordad Hay 19, 1275
in Book BA!Q Page 600, Official Rocorde and being wore perticularly
deecribed ao folleus!

Commencing ot the moot Easterly corner of that certain Map of Troct &G40
rocorded in Book 261 of naps ot Peges 5 and 6, Santo Claza County Recovds,
gaid point of commoncemsnt ae shown on said Hap also being the intereec~
tion of the centerlina of Bormal Rosd with tho monumant 1ias of Sants
Torass Boulevard; thence from esid point of commencexent along esid c¢sn~
terline of Bormal Rond Horth 37° G0' 26" Rast 1257.72 feet; thonce North
a%% 48° 20" Yoot ©5.00 foet to frus Point of Begiuning] thence fren anid
True Point of Degimning Horth 52° 49' 20" Yest 208.34 faot) thence fren a
tanpent which baars South 65° 28' 33" faot on o curvo to the ripht theough
a cantrel angia of 14° 58°' 13" having & radius of 860.00 feec on arc
longth of 224.70 feut 1o o point of coppound curveturc; thince on a CurVe
to tho right through o contral anglo of 90° 00 00" having 8 radius of
20.00 feot sn arc iongth of 31.46% feot; thonce South 279 G0' 26* Yoot 1.50
feot to the Trus Point of Beginning.

Alec omcopting thorefren that portien thercof as conveyed to nhe City ol
8an Jeso, a municipal eovporation, by Deod recordod Hareh 19, 1976 in Dook
5908, Page 202, Official Recorda ond being mere particularly described as
follows:
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION (Continuad)

Pareal A:

Bopinning at the most Hortherly corner of Lot 3, as ohown on that certaein
zecord of gurvoy of Lot 5 of the 8. Cobb Partition which wae recogdad ip

Book 272 of Maps, at Page 43. Sents Clara County Records; thance South $3°

02' 00" East slong the North sterly line of onid Lot 3, 690.35 feet to @ point
on & curve conceve to the io.theast, thence Northwasterly elcag a curve

to tha right, from o rudial bearing of North 6° 58' 26" Bast, with e

rodiue of 4£53.00 faot :hrough an angle of 27° 59' 36" g2n are distance of

221.32 f£oot thonca Morth 53° 02' 00" West, tengent te Lha laet mentiopsd

curve, &77.49 foet to a point in tha Horthwestorly line of said Let 5;

thenco Horeh 36° &3 13" Baet slong seid Herthweaterly lino 33.00 feet to

thoe point of bagianing.

Parcal 8:

Beginuing at the most Southerly eorner of Lot 5, as shown on that corcain
Reocord of Survey of Lot 5 of 8. Cobb Parcition as secorded in Book 272 of

iapo, at Page 43 of Santo Clera County Records; thonea Horeh 36° 47°' 459

East along the Southeastorly line of eeld Lot 5, 692.94 feet to @ point on

a4 tangent curve to tho ieft; thenco along saild tangent cusve to ths left

having & redius of 1,000.00 faeet and s central znple of 26° 23' 337, an

arc distonce of 460.04 faot o a8 point on tha Northoactorly lino of paid

Lot 5; thonco loawving sald curvo North 33° 02' 00" Wost glong caid
Norzhoastorly line 73.31 fool to a point on a curve eoncave to ths Woot et said
point haviog a radial bearing of North 81° 36°' 24% Wast; thence Southerly aleng
soid curvo concave to tho West having a vadius of 935.00 feoet through a central
anglo of 25° 24' 09%, un orc distanco of £63.49 faet to a point of tongoney}
thence South 36° 47' 45" West 692.49 foot; to tho Southweaterly line of said
Lot 3; thence South 53" 04' 547 Eost along seid Southvestegly 3ino, 65.00 feet

£o tho point of bogimning,

- —————
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LEGAL, DESCRIPTION (Continusd)

Parcol C:

Boginning st the most Easterly cornsr of Lot 5, as shown on that cartain
Racord of Survey of Lot 5, in ths 8. Cobb Partition, wbich was f£iled for
record in Book 272 of tlaps, at Poge 43, Sants Clara County Resovds; thence
South 36° 47' 45" Weost along the Scuthsasterly line of onid Lot 5, 464.21
fust-to o point of cusp; thonce Hortherly along ‘@ tangent curve conceve ko
tha Weast hoving a redius of 1,000.G0 fest through o esniral engle of 26°
23°' 35" apn arc diatance of 460.64 foot to & point in the Hortheaotorly
1ino of 28id Lot 5; thenceo loaving said curvo South 53° 02°' 00° tiest,
aslong ooid Wortheastarly line 104.23 faet to tho point of beginning.

Parcol ©:

Psginning at the most Southerly corner of Lot 5, as ehewn on that eertain
Rocord of Survoy of Lot 5 of tho 8. Cubb Partiticn vdieh 48 roeordod in
Book 272 of Maps, at Page 43, Santa Clars County Records; thenco North 53°
04' 54" Wost 65.00 foet; thence North 36° &47' 45" Baor 0.10 feet to e
point on e tangent curve 2o the lefi snid point clso Daing the Truo Point
of Daginning of this description; thence along said tangent curve to the
toft having 5 radius of 20.00 foet through o centsal anmgle of £9° 52' 39",
an agc distance of 31.37 foot to a point of conpound curvature; thanco
continuing along said compound curve to the left havicg a radius of 860.60
fgot through o central angle of 12% 23' 58" on are distonco of 186.11 fook
to a point in the Southwesterly line of 2aid Lot 3; thbence North 33° 04°
54 oot olong sald Southwesterly line 720.55 foct te tho wast Uasterly
corner theroof; thonco Horth 36° 63* 13" East along the dorthuasterly

iine of paid Lot 3, 60.00 foot; thence South 53° 04' 346% Eaamt 634.19

feot to a peint ¢n & tengant curve; thoncs along vaid tengent curve to the
loft having o radius of 830.00 fest through a central cngle of 14° 58' 07¢
on arc diptancoo of 216.86 fost to a point of rovoras euvvature; thence
along 8 curve to the right with n vadive of 940.00 fest through a central
angle of 14° 37' 12", en arc distance of 245.32 feot to & point of revesss
curvaeture; thencs along & curve to tho left having e radius of 20,00 £set
through a central anglo of 90° G56' 206®, an arc disteaco of 31.45 faot;
thonce South 36° 47' 45Y Woot 120.00 feet to the True Point o %oginning.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION CONTINUED

Also excepting thorefros that portion thersof Ae conveyed te the City of Ban
Josae, a Municipal Corperstion by dead recorded July 19, 1983 4n Book #4727, page
657, Official Records and baing tore pareleulorly deseribod as fellows:

Parcal B-|;

Comnencing from point lying on the Yestorly right~of-way of San Ignacio
Avonue 106.00 foot wida (formorly Cobb Road), ssid point slso baing the
most Wortharly corner of corvtain 21.998 Acres Parcel of lend ~s ghown ea
cortain rocord of survey; racorded Fabruary 3, 1976 in Book 367 at Pege
30‘ Santa Clers County Rocords; thopeo along ooid right-of-way Line Zouth
52% 24' 30" Esst 477.49 foot to a point of curvatugso; thenco along a
tangont eurvs to the left heving & roadius of 433.00 fest through n contral
engle of ¥4° 19 26" an arc distenco ef 113.2% faot to the Twuo Point of
Beginning of this doocription; thence along zeid same cupve continuing
laft through & contral angle of 10° 05 18" ay age distenes of 79,70 fast
to a point; thence South 352° 24' 50" East 28.31 foot to a point; thsnce
Horth 66° 44' 16° West 106.78 foet to Frue Point of Beginning of ogsid

Parcel B=1.

Parcol B-2:

Cemuoneing frem potnt 1ving on ths Westerly righ:-of-usy 1ine of San
Ignoaio Avonue 106.G0 foor wido (formorly Cobb Reoad), caid point aleo

being the most Worthsriy corner of cortein 21.%98 acren Parcel of laond an
chown on cortain vucord of survoy; racordsd Pebruary 3, 1976 in Book 367

az Page 30, Ssnta Clars County Rocords; thonge aleng said right-of-vay

liae Scuth 52° 24° 50" Baot 477.49 £30t te tho point of curvaturo; thence
along a tangont curve to the left haviag a radius of 433.0D feot through o
cental angle of 24% 24' 44" gn sre distance ef 193,01 feoe te a point}

thonce Scuth 53° %0 Boot 161.53 faot to the Teve Point o0f Boginning of

this description; thence elong non-tangent curvo to tha pignt having s rodius
of 30.00 foat with radial bearing of North B6° 32' 589 Wage throunh o
contral engls of 6° 54' 17% an arc distence of 6.03 foot to o point on
Curvatura; thenco 8'ong a tongent cuzvo to the loft having @ vadius of 935,00
feet chrough a cental angle of 0° 21' 27Y un arc diotsnce of 5.83 foet to a
point; thenea Horth 52° 24' 80" Yast 0.3¢ foot to Truo Point of Boginning of

said Paresl B-2Z,
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LEGAL DBSCRIPTION {(Continuwd)

Parcel Twat

Ceznoncing Srom point lying on tho Yesverly right-of-way iine of San
Ignecio Avenus 106.00 feet wide (formarly Cobb Koad), said point also
beiny the wosl Hortherly corner of cercain 21.998 scre parcel of land es
shown o certain Hecord of Burvey; vecorded Pebruary 3, 1976 in Book 367
at Page 30, Sante Clara County Recorde; thonco olong oeid right~cf-wvay
line South 52° 24' 50" Eagt 477.49 feet to a point of curveture; thonce
along tangent curva to the loft having a radius of 453.00 £so¢ through a
contral angle of 26° 24' 44%, an avc distance of 103.0]1 fast te & point;
thance South 32° 24' 50" East 28.31 faot; thence South 66° 44' 16" Bust
30.52 feat to the Truo Point of Boginning of thic doscrptiony theunco Youth
66° 4. 16" Esat 31,55 feat to a point of curvature; thenco along o
tangent curve te the right having e radiuve of 50.00 feot through s cantal
anglo of 46% 37' 04" an src distance of 43.39 feet to e podnt, thence
Horth 52° 2&' 50" Wast 72.05 feet to the Trus Polnt of Beginning.

APN: 708-1-73
ARL: 703"21‘31 3-02; 4001003
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This is to ..otify [Proparty Gwner/Lessee) in responso to a

reguast dated Rade puravant to the termsm Jf that

cezrtain Declaration of Covensnts, Conditions and Restrictions
(the "Daclaration®) rxacorded in the CfFficial Regords of S8Banta
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APPENDIX B

Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Screening Level Risk Assessment

Introduction

This Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Screening Level Risk Assessment was prepared for the
former Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation facility located at 101 Bernal Road in San Jose,
California. This evaluation was performed in response to a request by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (Water Board) in its letter dated December 20, 2013 (Water Board, 2013b). Results of
this evaluation indicate that recent concentrations of constituents in groundwater are below levels of
potential concern for vapor intrusion to indoor air in on-site and off-site buildings.

Although the Water Board and United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
concluded in the Fourth Five-Year Review Report that there is no exposure risk from vapor intrusion
(Water Board, 2009), the USEPA requested in a December 3, 2013 letter (USEPA, 2013c) that the
pathway be evaluated at various National Priorities List (NPL) sites in the South Bay using
guidelines presented in the letter (Guidelines). The Guidelines are based on the approach described in
External Review Draft — Final Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating the Vapor Intrusion Pathway
from Subsurface Sources to Indoor Air (USEPA, 2013a).

In its December 20, 2013 letter (Water Board, 2013b), the Water Board requested an
evaluation “that analyzes the most recent groundwater data and compares it to updated Regional
Water Board environmental screening levels and updated USEPA regional screening levels for
groundwater.” The evaluation includes a comparison of current maximum concentrations of site
compounds of concern (COCs)', 1,4-dioxane, and trichloroethene (TCE) to updated Water Board
environmental screening levels (ESLs) (Water Board, 2013a) and to groundwater screening levels
developed from the updated USEPA regional screening levels (RSLs) (USEPA, 2013b). Two
methods were used to estimate target groundwater concentrations based upon the industrial air RSLs:
1) the USEPA’s vapor intrusion screening level (VISL) calculator (USEPA, 2013d), and 2) the
Johnson & Ettinger (J&E) model spreadsheet developed by USEPA (USEPA, 2004) with toxicity
value updates by Cal/EPA (DTSC, 2009).

The Water Board also requested that the Guidelines be evaluated to determine how they
apply to this site. Therefore, this evaluation also includes a summary of the Guidelines and their
applicability to the site.

' COCs include acetone, 1,1-dichloroethene, isopropanol, tetrachloroethene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane
(Freon 113), and xylene as defined in the Record of Decision (USEPA, 1989).
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Screening Level Comparison

While the Guidelines establish the threshold for a vapor intrusion study area as 5 micrograms
per liter (ug/L) TCE in shallow groundwater, they do not establish similar screening levels for the
site COCs or for 1,4-dioxane. The evaluation below includes a description of the exposure pathway,
review of the most recent groundwater sampling event results, development of equivalent vapor
intrusion screening levels for site COCs, TCE, and 1,4-dioxane in groundwater, comparison of the
results to screening levels, and a summary of the risk-based screening.

Exposure Pathway

The exposure pathway under evaluation is the volatilization of constituents from the top of
the saturated zone (either A or B Zones) and migration through the vadose zone into overlying
commercial/industrial buildings, where the vapors could be inhaled by workers. The site is a flat,
22-acre property that consists of a shopping center, which includes a grocery market, restaurants,
other retail businesses, and a surface parking lot. Areas in the immediate vicinity and downgradient
of the site consist of low-rise buildings containing offices, commercial businesses, warehouses, and
agricultural fields. Field observations and local zoning maps indicate that there is no residential
development above groundwater containing site COCs, TCE, or 1,4-dioxane. Therefore, residential
exposures are not included in this evaluation.

The Remedial Action Plan (RAP) describes soil in the vadose zone on-site as predominantly
silty clay and sandy clay (Canonie, 1988). The shallowest water-bearing zone on-site is the
“A Zone,” which extends to as much as 60 feet below ground surface (bgs), with water levels
typically between 30 and 50 feet bgs. Logs for some site borings and wells show no sand or gravel
units in the upper 50 feet, suggesting that there is no high permeability A Zone in some areas of the
site. The RAP also indicates that in 1982, prior to the installation of the site slurry wall, the A Zone
was completely unsaturated in some areas, suggesting that groundwater did not flow continuously
through the A Zone around the time of the release. An aquitard separates the A Zone from the
underlying B Zone, consisting of sand and gravel generally between 60 and 120 feet bgs. The RAP
also concludes that this aquitard contains interbedded sand lenses, which hydraulically connect the
two zones.

The RAP indicates that these units are similar downgradient of the site except the A Zone
was more consistently unsaturated at the time of the remedial investigation. Cross-sections show that
the A and B Zones merge together into a single unit approximately one mile downgradient of the site.
Because there was no distinct, water-bearing A Zone identified, off-site groundwater monitoring
wells are mostly screened in the B Zone or deeper. Water levels in the off-site B Zone wells ranged
between 38 and 48 feet bgs in September 2013.

Constituent Concentrations in Groundwater

Constituents for this evaluation include site COCs, TCE, and 1,4-dioxane. The Water Board’s
December 20, 2013 letter requests that TCE be included in the evaluation. 1,4-Dioxane is included
because it has been proposed as a site COC.

The Water Board requested that the most recent groundwater data be used in this evaluation
(Water Board, 2013b). Because of the discontinuous nature and inconsistent saturation of the A Zone
in many on-site and off-site areas, Weiss selected the maximum constituent concentrations of both A
or B Zone wells for the evaluation (Table B-1).
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Comparison to Screening Levels

A comparison of the September 2013 groundwater concentrations to the various screening
levels is discussed in the following sections and shown in Table B-1.

Environmental Screening Levels

The Water Board ESLs are screening values for various media that can be compared to site-
specific sampling results to evaluate potential risks to human health and the environment
(Water Board, 2013a). The ESLs for the groundwater-to-indoor-air pathway in a
commercial/industrial setting were used for this evaluation. The ESLs for evaluating the potential for
vapor intrusion are calculated using attenuation factors derived from the J&E model (J&E, 1991).
The risk factors in the ESLs for TCE and 1,1-dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) are based upon federal
toxicity values. The ESL model assumes an exposure time of 8 hours per day for occupational
exposure. The ESLs presented in Table B-1 are for a fine-coarse mix soil type, which is the region-
specific soil type selected by the Water Board for Bay Area sites, and is consistent with the on-site
and off-site vadose zone. The screening levels are considered appropriate for sites with groundwater
depth of at least 10 feet bgs. A groundwater-to-indoor air ESL is not established for acetone, 1,1,1-
TCA, 1,4-dioxane, Freon 113, isopropanol, or xylene. The Water Board also used region-specific
building parameters to determine vapor intrusion ESLs.

As shown in Table B-1, maximum concentrations of TCE, tetrachloroethene (PCE), and
1,1-DCE detected in on-site A and B Zone groundwater during the last sampling event are two to
three orders of magnitude below the Water Board ESLs for the groundwater-to-indoor-air pathway.
In the off-site wells, TCE and PCE were not detected above the reporting limits. The maximum
detected off-site concentration of 1,1-DCE was 6.0 micrograms per liter (ug/L), more than four
orders of magnitude below the ESL of 130,000 pg/L.

Vapor Intrusion Screening Level Calculator

The USEPA VISL calculator is a spreadsheet tool that provides screening-level
concentrations for groundwater as well as other media for default target risk levels and exposure
scenarios (USEPA, 2013d). The VISL calculator can be used to determine whether the vapor
intrusion pathway has the potential to pose an unacceptable level of risk to human health by
comparing site-specific subsurface data against screening levels provided in the calculator. The
receptors in the model are assumed to be occupants in buildings with poured concrete foundations.
For the selected commercial scenario, the exposure time is 8 hours per day. Target groundwater
concentrations are calculated in the spreadsheet tool by dividing the target indoor air concentration
by a generic attenuation factor and converting the vapor concentration to an equivalent groundwater
concentration using Henry’s Law.

The VISL calculator incorporates the latest toxicity values in the May 2013 RSLs. As noted
in the Guidelines, the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA)
toxicity value for PCE is more conservative than the federal value used to calculate USEPA’s RSL of
47.2 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m’). In accordance with the Guidelines, the California-

modified indoor air screening level of 2 pg/m’® for commercial/industrial exposures was used in the
VISL calculator rather than the RSL.
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The USEPA developed empirically-based attenuation factors for groundwater to derive
VISLs for health protection (USEPA, 2013a). The generic groundwater attenuation factor is 0.001,
while a more site-specific attenuation factor of 0.0005 can be used for sites with fine-grained vadose
zone soils, when laterally extensive layers are present. As shown in Table B-1, the VISL calculator
was run using the generic groundwater attenuation factor of 0.001.

The VISL calculator was run to determine risk-based groundwater concentrations for a target
carcinogenic risk of 1E-6 and target hazard quotient of 1.0. The VISL calculator does not include an
evaluation of 1,4-dioxane or isopropanol. The target groundwater concentrations of the constituents
available in the VISL calculator are shown in Table B-1. As shown, the on-site and off-site
maximum groundwater concentrations from 2013 are below the target groundwater concentrations
calculated using the VISL calculator.

Site-Specific Screening Levels

The vapor intrusion-to-indoor air pathway was also evaluated using site-specific parameters
in a J&E-based model spreadsheet developed by USEPA (USEPA, 2004) with toxicity value updates
by Cal/EPA (DTSC, 2009). This model simulates the transport of soil vapor through subsurface soil
into indoor air by both diffusion and advection. The model contains a health risk component added
by the USEPA to calculate the risk from inhaling a specific constituent at an estimated indoor air
concentration (USEPA, 2004). For this evaluation, a modified version of the model that incorporates
human health criteria specific to California, as developed by OEHHA, was used (DTSC, 2009). This
model is referred to as the “OEHHA Spreadsheet” below.

As noted in the Guidelines, the California OEHHA toxicity value for PCE is higher (more
conservative) than the federal value used to calculate USEPA’s RSL (47.2 ug/m’®). In accordance
with the Guidelines, the California-modified inhalation unit risk (IUR) that corresponds to an
indoor air screening level of 2 ug/m’ for commercial/industrial exposures is used in the OEHHA
Spreadsheet rather than the federal IUR.

Site-specific groundwater depth and soil classifications were obtained from project
documents for model parameters. Based on review of soil boring logs, the model was run for two
different vadose zone soil types: silty clay and sandy clay. Default USEPA soil/groundwater
temperature and building parameter assumptions are used in the OEHHA Spreadsheet.
Commercial/industrial exposure parameters were assumed.

The OEHHA Spreadsheet was used to determine risk-based groundwater concentrations for
a target carcinogenic risk of 1E-6 and target hazard quotient of 1.0. The target groundwater
concentrations are shown in Table B-1. 1,4-Dioxane, isopropanol, 1,1,1-TCA, and 1,1,2-trichloro-
1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) do not have established vapor intrusion screening levels. As shown
in Table B-1, the on-site and off-site maximum groundwater concentrations from 2013 are two to six
orders of magnitude below the target groundwater concentrations calculated from the OEHHA
Spreadsheet for both vadose zone soil types.
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Summary

Previous vapor intrusion assessments indicate that the migration of constituent vapors into
on-site and off-site buildings does not present a significant human health risk. In light of the
USEPA’s recent new concerns about this pathway, the vapor intrusion pathway was re-evaluated at
the Water Board’s request. This evaluation indicates that site COCs, TCE, and 1,4-dioxane are not
present in groundwater above screening level concentrations for this pathway based upon ESLs, the
VISL calculator, or the OEHHA Spreadsheet (Table B-1). Therefore, residual concentrations of these
constituents are below levels of potential concern for vapor intrusion to indoor air in on-site or off-
site buildings and no further assessment is necessary.

EVALUATION OF GUIDELINES

The Water Board also requested that the Guidelines be evaluated to determine how they
apply to this site. The Guidelines and their potential application to the site are discussed below.

Item #1 — Interim TCE Indoor Air Short-term Response Action Levels and Guidelines

The USEPA established an indoor air short-term response action level for TCE of 7 pg/m’
for the commercial/industrial exposure scenario at the South Bay sites. The indoor air
commercial/industrial RSL for an indoor worker is 2.99 pg/m® for TCE. Because the RSL is more
conservative than the short-term response action level, the RSL was used in the screening-level
evaluation.

Item #2 — PCE Indoor Air Screening Levels

As noted in the Guidelines, the OEHHA toxicity value for PCE is higher (more conservative)
than the federal value used to calculate USEPA’s RSL (47.2 pg/m’). In accordance with the
Guidelines, the California-modified indoor air screening level of 2 ug/m* for commercial/industrial
exposures was used in the screening-level evaluation rather than the RSL.

Item #3 — Residential Building Sampling Approach — Multiple Rounds of Sampling including
Colder Weather and Crawlspace Sampling

As discussed in the Exposure Pathway section above, the residential pathway is not present.
Therefore, this item does not apply to the site.

Item #4 — Commercial Building Sampling Approach — Building Ventilation System (HVAC)-Off,
HVAC-On and Pathway Sampling

During a meeting with representatives of the Water Board, USEPA, Schlumberger
Technology Corporation, Geosyntec Consultants, and Weiss Associates on December 17, 2013, it
was concluded that this evaluation would be performed to determine whether sampling of
commercial buildings off-site is necessary. Based on the results of the evaluation, sampling is not
necessary and this item does not apply.
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During the December 17, 2013 meeting, it was concluded that this evaluation would be
performed to determine whether sampling of commercial buildings on-site is necessary. Based on the
results of the evaluation, sampling is not necessary and this item does not apply.

Item #5 — On-Property Study Area Building Sampling

Item #6 — Phased Approach and Clarification of Vapor Intrusion Off-Property Study Areas to
Include Buildings Overlying 5 ug/L TCE Shallow-Zone Groundwater Contamination

The Guidelines establish the threshold for a vapor intrusion study area as 5 pg/L TCE in
shallow groundwater. TCE is not a COC at this site and, as shown in Table B-1, the maximum TCE
concentration detected on-site in September 2013 was 1.0 pg/L, and TCE was not detected off-site
above a reporting limit of 0.5 pg/L. Therefore, neither on-site nor off-site qualify as a vapor intrusion
study area based upon groundwater TCE concentrations. The above evaluation also demonstrates that
vapor intrusion screening levels for other site COCs and 1,4-dioxane are not exceeded in on-site or
off-site wells. Therefore, no additional assessment of the vapor intrusion pathway is warranted.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Appendix B - VI Evaluation\Appendix B - VI Evaluation_final.doc 6



Weiss Associates m

REFERENCES

California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), 2009. Johnson and Ettinger Models
Website, http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/AssessingRisk/JE_Models.cfim.

Canonie Environmental Services (Canonie), 1988. Remedial Action Plan, Fairchild Semiconductor
Corporation, San Jose Facility, October.

Johnson, P.C. and Ettinger, R.A. (J&E), 1991. Heuristic Model for Predicting the Intrusion of
Contaminant Vapors into Buildings, Environmental Science and Technology, v. 25, n. 8,
p. 1445 — 1452.

USEPA, 1989. EPA Superfund Record of Decision: Fairchild Semiconductor Corp. (South San Jose
Plant) EPA ID: CAD097012298, OU 01, San Jose, California, March 20.

USEPA, 2004. User's Guide for Evaluating Subsurface Vapor Intrusion into Buildings, February 22.

USEPA, 2013a. OSWER Final Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating the Vapor Intrusion Pathway
from Subsurface Sources to Indoor Air (External Review Draft). April 11.

USEPA, 2013b. USEPA Region 9 Regional Screening Levels:
http://www.epa.gov/region9/superfund/prg/. May 2013.

USEPA, 2013¢c. USEPA Region 9 Guidelines and Supplemental Information Needed for Vapor
Intrusion Evaluations at the South Bay National Priorities List (NPL) Sites. Letter from
USEPA to RWQCB, December 3, 2013.

USEPA, 2013d. Vapor Intrusion Screening Level (VISL) Calculator User’s Guide. December.

Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board), 2009. Five-Year Review for the Fairchild
Semiconductor Corp. Superfund Site, San Jose, California, September 30.

Water Board, 2013a. Environmental Screening Levels, Interim Final — May 2013. Accessed at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/rwqcb2/water_issues/programs/esl.shtml on October 25, 2013.

Water Board, 2013b. Requirement for Vapor Intrusion Evaluation and Screening Level Risk
Assessment Report for Former Fairchild Semiconductor Corporation Site, 101 Bernal Road,
San Jose, Santa Clara County. Letter from Water Board to Schlumberger Technology
Corporation, December 20.

R:\Schlumberger\08-San Jose\reports\2013 Five-Year\Appendix B - VI Evaluation\Appendix B - VI Evaluation_final.doc



Weiss Associates I l@ I

Table B-1. Comparison of Constituent Concentrations in Groundwater from September 2013 Sampling with Screening Levels for the Vapor Intrusion Pathway—101 Bernal Road, San Jose, California

On-site Groundwater Monitoring Data Off-site Groundwater Monitoring Data Commercial/Industrial Screening Levels
Maximum Depth Maximum Depth OEHHA OEHHA
Concentration to Well Concentration to Well ESL VISL Calculator ~ Spreadsheet, Spreadsheet,
Constituent Detected Water Detected Water Silty Clay Sandy Clay
pg/L (feet bgs) pg/L (feet bgs) pg/L pg/L pg/L pg/L
Acetone <50 - -— <50 - - NE 95,000,000 250,000,000 430,000,000
1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 150 46.06 AE-1(B) 6.0 47.85 RW-25(B) 130,000 820 16,000 16,000
1,4-Dioxane 100 46.15 WCC-41(A) <1.0 - - NE NE NSV NSV
Isopropanol (IPA) <100 - - <100 - - NE NE NSV NSV
Tetrachloroethene (PCE)* 1.6 46.06 AE-1(B) <0.5 - - 640 3 180 170
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) 41 46.15 WCC-41(A) 7.2 47.85 RW-25(B) NE 31,000 NOC NOC
Trichloroethene (TCE) 1.0 45.75 RW-23(A) <0.5 - - 1,300 7.4 370 320
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) <0.5 - - <0.5 - - NE 6,100 NOC NOC
Xylene <1.0 - - <1.0 - - NE 2,100 76,000 62,000

Notes:
* - screening levels were determined using the California-modified indoor air screening level of 2 pg/mS.
<0.5 - not detected above the reporting limit shown.

--- not applicable due to compound was not detected in any well above reporting limit.

Abbreviations:

ESL - Environmental Screening Level, groundwater-to-Indoor-air-pathway (Water Board, 2013a). Soil type is fine-coarse mix.
feet bgs - feet below ground surface

ug/m3 - micrograms per cubic meter

pg/L - micrograms per liter

NE - not established (the screening level was not established )

NOC - not of concern (screening level is at or above the solubility limit and is not of concern for this pathway).

NSV - not sufficiently volatile (USEPA considers chemicals with Henry's Law constants below 1E-5 atm-m3/mole as not sufficiently volatile for vapor intrusion risk assessment) (EPA, 2004).
OEHHA Spreadsheet - Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment Spreadsheet Site-specific screening levels California (DTSC, 2009). Soil type as indicated, well-specific depth to water data used, target risk = 1e-6, hazard quotient = 1.

USEPA - United States Environmental Protection Agency

VISL Calculator - vapor intrusion screening level calculator (USEPA, 2013d). Attenuation factor = 0.001, default groundwater temperature = 25 degrees Celsius, target risk = le-6, hazard quotient = 1.
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