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State Board of Equalization Generic Floor Remediation Protocol
450 N Street, Sacramento, California

PROTOCOL BY: LaCroix Davis LLC DGS IH MONITOR: T7BD BOE IH: HygieneTech Inc
DGS PM: Mike Moore Remediation Contractor: JLS Environmental, Inc.

Note: These are general protocols to be followed for the building as a whole. As the individual floors
are investigated, there may be unique aspects to each that would fall outside this scope. As
these special situations occur, the current protocol shall be amended in such a way as to properly
accommodate the dynamic nature of the ongoing building investigation.

DESCRIPTION GENERIC REQUIREMENT

Identify areas to be investigated and/or remediated. Determined
Defined Work Area during the joint initial floor acceptance “walk around” with DGS
and BOE.

Areas that have been historically impacted* by water leaks or
flooding shall be visually surveyed and tested (as needed) to
determine the presence or absence of visible or suspect visible
mold growth.

e Areas of suspect visible mold growth (based on both visual and
historical evidence) will be sampled (using sampling methods
such as tape lifts, bulk samples; and possibly destructive

Results of Microbial testing, if indicated) and confirmed by direct microscopic

Investigation examination.

e Additional investigation of “punch out” windows will be
discussed and determined during the joint initial floor
acceptance “walk around” with DGS and BOE.

¢ |In addition, for each floor, photographs generated during the
2005 McGinnis-Chen spandrel wall project will be reviewed by
DGS’ industrial hygienist to evaluate the need for any
additional destructive testing of the building perimeter walls.

Only trained and qualified JLS personnel shall be allowed to enter

.. “established” negative-pressure containments.
Personnel Training

Only trained and qualified project IH consulting personnel shall
be allowed to enter “established” negative-pressure containments
and must be accompanied by JLS personnel.

and Qualifications

e All JLS personnel performing mold removal or cleaning shall
wear a full-face air-purifying respirator with HEPA cartridge;
disposable protective clothing that covers head and feet;
gloves.

e Visiting personnel and consultant observers shall provide their
own and wear, at minimum, a half-face air-purifying respirator
with HEPA cartridge; disposable protective clothing that covers
head and feet; gloves.

e During the collection of clearance air samples, no respiratory
protection is required; disposable protective clothing and
gloves are still required.

Personal Protective
Equipment (PPE) for
entering established
containments areas




BOE Generic Floor Remediation Protocol, Rev 1 — August 3, 2009
450 N Street, Sacramento, California
No. 2372.02-572, DGS, BOE Technical Support

Occupants/Tenants

e BOE staff personnel shall be interviewed and relocated prior to
any cleaning or mold removal activities.

e Regular elevator access to the floor shall be “locked out”;
stairwell access doors alarmed; construction signage posted;
and building occupants/tenants notified of current activities on
the floor.

Work Area Preparation
and/or Containment

e Any areas that may require additional investigation or
remediation, outside of the building core area on a floor, may
require isolation in containments equipped with exhaust
equipment to provide a minimum negative air pressure of .02
inches water gauge.

e Restrooms and any other core rooms designated for
remediation shall be physically isolated with critical
barriers/containments and equipped with ventilation exhaust
equipment to provide a minimum negative air pressure of .02
inches water gauge.

Stained Gypsum Board
Walls

Any “suspect” liquid stains (i.e., has a history or other physical
evidence of water-related problems) on the gypsum board walls
will be sampled to confirm the presence or absence of VMG;
surface samples are to be collected using Bio-Tape™ or similar
method(s) at the discretion and consensus of the project
industrial hygienists.

Stained Fire-Proofing

All “stained” fire proofing in areas that have been historically
impacted by leaks or floods will be identified and sampled at
locations showing the most critical staining. A bulk sample shall
be collected from each stained area on the fire-proofing with an
emphasis on collecting a sample from what appears to be the
most severely impacted area of the fire-proofing.

Areas With Visible
Mold Growth (VMG)

e All areas of visible and suspect mold growth will be sampled
and analyzed by direct microscopic examination.
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BOE Generic Floor Remediation Protocol, Rev 1 — August 3, 2009

450 N Street, Sacramento, California

No. 2372.02-572, DGS, BOE Technical Support

e HEPA vacuum work area and egress path.
e Clean areas with a damp cloth and/or mop and/or detergent
solution.

Work and Egress
Areas

e When limited room does not allow the construction of an entry
containment, no cleaning or removal work may commence
until a HEPA vacuum and large garbage bags are placed inside
the containment.

e Each person exiting such a containment shall be required to
step into a large garbage bag; HEPA vacuum the exterior of
their protective suits; roll the protective clothing off of their
body and into the garbage bag; roll their gloves off into the
garbage bag; and then seal their respirator in a plastic bag for
later cleaning.

Drying Areas

In general, work areas should be left dry and visually clear of
contamination and debris. Some contamination and debris may
remain during intermediate stopping points in the removal and
cleaning process.

Air Monitoring

e During removal: no air monitoring is required unless a release
episode occurs that could impact other occupied areas within
the building.

e However, at discretion of the project industrial hygienists,
random air sampling may be periodically performed to
demonstrate the efficacy of control measures and work
practices.
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BOE Generic Floor Remediation Protocol, Rev 1 — August 3, 2009

450 N Street, Sacramento, California

No. 2372.02-572, DGS, BOE Technical Support

e Any work areas or containments that have been established,

but mold growth is not visually present, shall not require air
scrubbing prior to the collection of air clearance.

Clearance

Work area to be cleared should be dry and visually clear of

contamination and debris as determined by the project

industrial hygienists.

Each area that is cleaned shall require a minimum of 24-hours

of air scrubbing.

Two (2) outside air samples (one outside the containment, but

on the same floor; one at ground level) prior to collection of

inside containment samples.

The number of inside air samples shall be determined by the

size of the containment and at the discretion and consensus of

the project industrial hygienists; as few as one (1) and no

more than five (5).

Two (2) outside air samples after collection of inside samples

(one outside the containment, but on the same floor; one at

ground level on opposite side of the building where initial

outside sample was collected).

Criteria for successful air sample clearance:

o Quantitative spore counts collected inside containment are
less than those observed in outside samples.

o Similar in rank order and distribution

o Air sample does not contain specific spores of concern that
were identified during initial identification of VMG.

Criteria for successful surface sample clearance:

0 No VMG based on direct microscopic examination.

o0 Surface sample does not contain specific spores of concern
that were identified during initial identification of VMG.

De minimis Quantities

Any confirmed quantity of VMG to be removed shall be done so
under isolation containment.

Other information:

Encapsulant Foster® Full D_efenseTM (40-25) or Foster® 40-
50™ Mold Resistant Coating

Clearance Environmental Microbiology Lab,

Laboratory West Sacramento (or San Bruno), California
Flood and water damage history is based on a

Historically review of historical records and interviews of both

Impacted™ BOE and DGS personnel that have worked in the
building.
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DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 7/2.7/09

L C LCD Project Number:_227Z .02 - 577
|| aav|;50|X LCD REPRESENTATIVE: —TEJO(/{C/L/

Butoms & roramem Foromic _ PAGE __ [ OF
Client NGS Duration T- %20
Building/Address 50 E Contractor | [/ /.S

Efrain Ramrmes
Vo867 de7

L‘M Samples L
Location @ Coll e]?:t ed Bulk

Floor { ’I Supervisor

Tape
3 Sovlt RuAAAGT - HePR Ve abore Zaid
Summary of Work W% Cd-ft/}of)’" a_)éf 2)6479@ /32625

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION

1. Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures

2. Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 15tage v~ | \/ Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None

3. Manometer? Yes_i No__ Readings: Start of Shifi_o- 0 49 - Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

4. Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

5. Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? P\j@

6. Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? %
7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window_____ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space c%m _i_

* '\kajaw Zxhant o Floor 11 Weot QUadvant aqudd tml'fmye

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal____ , Contractor Assist____ (If removal, state type qf material, quantities, and removal method)
M&uﬂ@i clotail e p MMj

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous_u_‘/_/_ Adequately Wet Manifest

Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? (%

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other_ S« M,a—é/ e M“-’Q
Labels? NO '

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments

Gnuecth e vouoinl ol bullc Sfupls
Contractor's PPE ]L,h!(ykx T'mc(’&&_a h/’-q pm@uhb HePr W

On-Site Visitors: 1. J 2. 3. 4.
Contractor Air Sampling? ,l'_k,,g { 2 Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

Page of

TIME Activity

P)M/e/&/- 4 D%] ’F)ﬁo 24P

Signature Date




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: ’7{2?!0 7

L C LCD Project NumberZ27A 0 2.~ 5 7R
h aavﬁ-g IX LCD REPRESENTATIVE: 720/ / C‘L"’
mmmmm.m.c, PAGE _LOF

Client D [/7 5 Duration ’7 - /D'( 5 IU/

Building/Address BO g F! Dg r / { Contractor Q—L—S

Eeraln Kamos

Floor I:l bCV / / Supervisor
Air -
Location CQMJL«/@V {t./vl/h - gg?e%fesd Bulk J§ /7“

Tape

SavoTooth Wallz - derto awdl qJesh qu_/

=

Summary of Work ?@w{'D q,‘f‘ waLC/}/\.zUJ—W"W“J S . “f‘@g‘f‘ sﬁum(ﬂ \qf&pf‘édé

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Mini

1. Type of Containment; NPE ini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures

2. Type of Decon: Showe 2-Stage 1Stage_ .L/:‘I:rop Sheet W/Vacuum None

3. Manometer? YesL/No Readings: Start of Shift_{ . © 12 ; Middle of Shift_D» l;[ : End of Shit 0,0 !4
4. Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain) C/LZ(M/\-

5. Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? H 0

6. Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Agrosol Challenge Tested? QJ;{ SAL I ] cSYLt (/W ¢

7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window__ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space o%@{/"__&-—
M«g&ﬂf LA MB +O0 COMmmpn arecld c)?) Yo 1.

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal ontractor Assist______ (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

defe Telonning

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous _~ Non-Hazardous, Adequately Wet_  Manifest

Waste Load-Out?_\/% _Hazardous Waste Manifest? |\ </

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other f { -h-%ﬂi bﬂfn..‘_JI
Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement ____ Pre-clearance__ Comments

CbS.D YA ('J-cdi_/mthg

Contractor's PPE__ 1 ¢ 0 p{—t_ a2 W V&K Q (WC
On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? N € Number of Workers Sampled_ —




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

TIME
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2lda pot
Eloct T
Room [ Loc &Tron (au /
Dy ation Fupl sh AT 7-4
WoR . )y ESCRIPTION Do sacodpotin — ¢leay /A

HoTEL - yes

Pone Diom. ves

Milegag .

Tl d E}?)"”f mont /4—1:/ Pupp. //M;:/mma Mj,ﬁe//ézz/bzﬁéf
' [y

PP+ Sues 3 D

Pp{j:,f Glpve8 - [0 ﬁauf

PPE : uwhm(ﬁm fﬂaur

asples Jope &

/47&:?_.

Signature WCA/

oue /28




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:?/Z G/Dg
LCD Project Number:_ 2372 307 — 59 2
I‘ LaCr0|x e

LCD REPRESENTATIVE: /FJ/KW
PAGE _/ OF_ 2—

auudir\g & Emlronmmul Foransics

Client ch) Duration |, _ 2,25
Building/Address | 127 g Contractor | (/2=
. E Covrn Ea maoS
Floor } ] Supervisor
Alir
, Samples
Location @ “A’mm Collected  |-CuK

Tape

final cleaning prefes] - diswuss Sequence

Summary of Work

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Mini

1. Type of Containment: NPE Barrier Tape Minor Procedures

2. Type of Decon: Shower_____ 2-Stage 1Stage____VLD p Shest W/Vacuum None

3. Manometer? Yes_\ZNo_ Readings: Start of Shift_ (/. 0 ¢~ ; Middle of Shift : End of Shift

4. Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

5. Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? %

6. Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? (LA Ldqg ﬂ SYLE C«W <

7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window____ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space Q'H\.é/{ X -
CopANNE Y

QAL

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removqj» , Contractor Assist (if removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
/&Wﬁ =

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous \/ Adequately Wet Manifest

Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other__ < JM /Z& bﬂ ﬂ

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement_____ Pre-clearance___ Comments (2&!52_/24& g!@ a2 A4 4424? ;& [rﬁg__éégf

Contractor's PPE '*UU&FC(OC ‘T‘V\/E l‘* AleveS . el oy <hell

J
On-Site Visitors: 1. t 3. 4,
Contractor Air Sampling? ﬂz (2 Number of Workers Sampled




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 7/ 22/07

L C LACROIX DAVIS LLC

Al loOlIX 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
av IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
g & Enronmontal éotsnucs TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11

pAGE | OF -

Client Department of General Services Shift
(DGS)
Project Callfo!' ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern
Floor: l ’ Room: l Area:
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION
Type of Containment: NPE / Mini BarrierTape_ ____ Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Show /a- 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None__
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift__~~ o0 2 Middle of Shift_~ 2. 2— _; End of Shiﬂ&"i

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if ng explain) XO—:'S
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? o
Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosoi Challenge Tested? CW Y Pé m

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space 437%.2{ ,___..\{._.

No ok GNn

reww,éxre,ﬂ to b b 'wﬂ’? il (WosT Rualaul oalzedy
/é CovIanmend arge .

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist (I removalﬁe type of material, quantities, and removal method)

Che Feas A 813

Vi

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous

Non-HazardoV_s Adequately Wet Manifest %—

Waste Load-Qut? }/ Hazardous Waste Manifest? .
other__ > il 12p€

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap______

Labels? Ig'_' v : 7

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement____ Pre-clearance____ Comments iwjfw
C,E'Mflx% ﬁ.-”Lzrn 2dund 8 _

Contractor's PPE___| L‘f{’ 247, Q»Q@TF@B “ﬁu ﬂﬁ W M ’4’

On-Site Visitors: 1. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? i&ll r of Workers Sampled__




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

Page of

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?) _}L Name of Hotel: W/ nov

Per Diem? (Y or N?): z Mlleage'? (Y or N?) @Destmat:on
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? 7 Gloves (pairs)? é

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape

Laboratory Name:

Jro ot L.
=
Respirator filters:

Bulk Air 76

| TIME Activity

Date__

Signature




W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 1}1!5 g//ﬁ{

LACROIX DAVIS LLC
Laa(\.'./r0|x L558 MT. DIABLO BLYD. SUITE 210
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
D.._.‘,.mm.!,n%.... Forenstes TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 / ;Z
PAGE _/_OF
. Department of General Services ,
Client Shift —
(DGS) 7- 2
Project Calufo!' ma. State Board of Number of Workers / 1P,
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Goncern
Floor: | / Room: _/é[f Area: fuad oy
. 3
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW . O/
Contractor JLS Environmental
yd
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /
Type of Containment: NPE Mini farrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None

Manometer? Yes_\_ No____Readings: Start of shit_~2/OZ-_ Middle of Shitt_~ & © 2~ _:Endof ShitL 2.« £ 2.
Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain) Wé@
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? %

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aeroscl Challenge Tested? Cﬁy%}; g Vé(/w ME :

No o s

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist

(If removal, saate type of material, quantities, and remaoval method)

drargk L5 n{.gzi L4 a@’,_),‘g E)ﬁ [20d)

},r
Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous_ Y Adequately Wet Manifest

Waste Load-Qut? i Hazardous Waste Manifest? \/
Other 915/3'/&-4 b&g/

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap
Labels? A !i 2

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearancc=:)<r Comments

Contractor's PPE 'f'(/lv@f'— /W(/WW/&a @WJ + %5W3

On-Site Visitors: 1. / ) 2. 3.

Contractor Air Sampling? Fllﬁz Number of Workers Sampled Zlf




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

Page_ ol ___
PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) ___ Name of Hote!: @ walitr / /]
/ _. J o g
Per Diem? (Y or N?): _y__Mileage? (Y or N?) _ 7@_ Destination: £
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? j Gloves (pairs)? f___ Respirator filters: £ )
LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples coliected: Tape Bulk Air

Laboratory Name:

[ TIME Activity

i

Ve ual A@m#eﬁizm_él [ adl sunfeacrs
reeqytion sy ~ Mt _

~ ol
- Pé Ss

Elrok. f[. .M.iﬁf?&fm‘ﬂw re /‘[Ma}/ﬂ.»%g &_‘Ca‘yrw

Signature . ’F‘{?{ /MA—”__ il Date @7/3 %9 ?




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 3/ o-

I | | i LACROIX DAVIS LLC
|||I |I LaCrO 12X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Dogo\.{.!,émmm TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 { &
PAGE OF
, Department of General Services :
Client (DGS) Shift DW 7 — 4-
. » U
Project Callfo!' ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Floor: #Room: _@tﬂﬂ—- Area: /(/,/ TS

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 52 o)

Contractor JLS Environmental ET Frhere W’S

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /
Type of Containment: NPE Mini \}drrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower______ 2-Stage 13tage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yesi No___ Readings: Start of Shift_>& <& 2~ Middle of Shift_ 7 & <& 2—. End of Shitt” ¢ £5:02—
Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (rif no explain) }/,Q/_%

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEFA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? %Mz (S Vém

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space M

No ok wp =

Wessl ual 4 ha,&@umyg

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist {if removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
w_‘ﬁ@mg 2 oo Guad 3 + (FE

Type of Waste Generated: ardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? rdous Waste Manifest?
Packaging: Bagg, il Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearancglx Comments,

Contractor's PPE___ 5[4 7%
o
On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? _{ 2 Number of Workers Sampled_/él




LaCroix Davis Project LOG Q_'
Page of

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) Name of Hotel: M&“ M@L/

Per Diem? (Y or N?): _Y Mlleage‘? r N?) ﬁ Destination: _ = ?4

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? _/ Gloves (pairs)? Zz2 Respirator filters: fé

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples cpllected: Tape ____ Bulk pir /4
Laboratory Name: t- M L%
| TIME Activity ]
M L
\J

T [/

W - &/ﬁ; g



LACROIX DAVIS LLC
LaCI"O IX 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
Dav IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Suling & Environmera Forenics TEL 925-209-1140 FAX 925-299-11 ’&
PAGE _/ OF

W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:_ & Z;ﬁ %, ?

Client Department of General Services Shift /
(DGS) Y EAA
iforni %
Project CallfOE‘ ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concem
y
Floor: J / _Room: _Mé Area: ,;z,éf/!
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW /O /L”Jg (9 2%/0“ £‘ fla \
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /
1. Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
2. Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
3. Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift ;Middleof Shift__ ; End of Shift
4, Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? {if no explain)
5. Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?
6. Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?
7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window, Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
y()/) 1?7{0

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest

Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments

Contractor's PPE

On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled__




LaCroix Davis Project LOG .
Page_& of}

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?) _V Name of Hotel: &(/W

Per Diem? (Y or N?): LMileage? (YorN?) _ /7 Destination: %”I;t&

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? _ Gloves (pairs)? Respirator filters: AZ

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape ——— Bulk Air —

Laboratory Name:

[ TIME Activity 1

YYe
0

Signature____




W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: ¢ /S /O 7

LACROIX DAVIS LLC
LaCroix 5655 M. DIABLO BLVD, SUITE 210
Dav IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
g Enironmemnal Fic TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 / <l
PAGE OF

Department of General Services

Client (DGS) Shift D CU{/_ 7 __ﬁr_

California State Board of

Project . e Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Floor: #Room: _Q_%JLM Area: WTL wa)zf’&
4

LCD Project # | 2372.03-572; SOW 5 . O

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Mini

Type of Containment: NPE Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes_ No_V \/ Readings: Start of Shlft Mlddle of Shift__* ; End of Shift /—/—

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? prlaln)
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

——

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

No o os e N

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space N /Q“'

[

Couadtarly p/wp \QY‘ pws}— ﬁr;@p@%

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Remaoval , Contractor As;ist (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

Nz A Ao A
7 b= o

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest

Waste Load-Out? zardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other
Labels?
Visual Inspections; Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments
! U
Contractor's PPE '9 ¥
On-Site Visitors: 1. M AU Hﬂg’ 2. . 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? 0{2 Humber of Workers Sampled fj




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

of

Lyl

Page

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Name of Hotel: W

Hotel: (Y or N?)
Destination:

Per Diem? (Y or N?7):

—

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? Gloves (pairs)? - Respirator filters: "~

Bulk _ — Air__—"

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape __——
"

Laboratory Name:

| TIME Activity

ﬁ&%’w@w% S Usdrani)

du?a /U,ZMMW Vool

e 4/5/915 ‘f/r%@/ sz

Signature

bl Y7,



DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:

| | | i LACROIX DAVIS LLC
Il LaCr‘O 1 X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

07

LAFAYETTE, CA 94542
a..a\/m.l-mc':’m - TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 / -
PAGE OF
. Department of General Services .
Client S
ien (DGS) hift }W 7 /5
Project Callfor ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Floor: ZZ Room: A/& Area: (QUJLA%

+ hatls

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 2. O

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Mini

Type of Containment: NPE \B;rrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/\Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes_____ No ;Z Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift : End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain) ’;D/DC/}’O und el ey .
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? /

N9 Ok Db~

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs, Unoccupied Space

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? G_JM) S?é&%ﬂ’w

R

oo et reliibalio

Fa)
SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES Fpgjo___. res\ovag e
If

Removal , Contractor Assist (If femoval, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
/Lé/'f) Na LA
chu)t N,t = 35 standd FP

Type of Waste enerated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous AdequatelyWet_ Manifest

Hazardous Waste Manifest?
Packaging: Bags, Deliyle 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Visu ections: Pre-abatement X Pre-clearance Comm
M&ZAAM“ aﬂ,{/m”m ﬁ? /:@mmm/
a f ~

Contractor's PPE f/l)% ,ﬂ‘_ / ?Wﬁ

On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4.

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
Page___Z__-of 2"

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) ¥ Name of Hotel: EC/OVIO

Per Diem? (Y or N?): %Mileage? (Y or N?) [Z Destination: __/~ M L{{/t;/

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? — Gloves (pairs)? _— Respirator filters;: —

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape _—— Bulk — Air___

Laboratory Name: EM/ t&% K

| TIME Activity |

hu/&wa/?{ [Q/l o 25 %

})mj’ 57%,,/M{:ﬂ FLP  70%
L.Df\t///ﬂfz, 00 ,/‘M)\;La Vlaltzoum
VALY /Lé/yiam

clecicel Tzam puSiie — digauad 4.0075S
/59U bl _/I/,(,/,@&{)?L?(‘

DiscvsS  PAHNT APPLICATION u)/f.,/-f‘?'_/
Teur L amnd DHS Ao allire a1eal




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: X / 7Z0 7
Wll LaCrO 1 X :Lsggsﬂm??.( tl?li\lgll.SOLll.;:EVD. SUITE 210

LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

.....d.nmm.mmm..mm TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11
PAGE / OF <
. Department of General Services ,
Client Shift , -
. - L
Project Callfo_r ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern
Floor: // Room: Area: QUAAXS
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5.
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION
Type of Contain ini BarrierTape_  Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Show tage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes N Readings: Start of Shift ‘Middleof Shift__ : End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean™at End of Shift? (if no explain)

ir Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

Ne o ke n

Negative Air Exhaust Location; Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

retircalale Nb7 T

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
F!emoyal , Contractor Assist (If reyoval, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

MZp 202
Type of V\gxste Generated: Hs[;ardous
Waste Load-Out? Hazarflous

Non- Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest

nifest?
Packaging: Bags, Double € Mil

Labels?
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement____*Pre-clearance____ Comments__ & bﬁ:ﬁd& € gm % &A éWS

Contractor's PPE Mffﬁ/#w W W / Z m

On-Site Visitors: 1. ys 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? éé Number of Workers Sampled ‘é_

(Y Boxes Burrito Wrap Other




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
Page of

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?) ;[ Name of Hotet: £ CONAD
Per Diem? (Y or N?): >[ Mileage? (Y or N?) },f,{ Destination: 8 572_0_/

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? __— _ Gloves (pairs)? — Respirator filters: _—

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape — Bulk Air —

—

Laboratory Name:

| TIME Activity

ﬁ{psl.d*n/ﬁj(/\.? ﬁ(b
F

Signature____

s TR wEPET



DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 3 /7O 7
mnl LACROIX DAVIS LLC

LaCrO IX 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
Dav IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Buliding & Envkonmeniol Fasrmuicn TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 i
PAGE _ / OF 2—\
e Department of General Services .
Client hift
fen (DGS) e A J
. - v
Project Ca"“’.’ nia State Board of Number of Workers ol
Equalization
Compound(s) of el
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA P

Concern

Floor: /g Room: WS Area: rpNanmgd

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5, 0

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Type of Containment: NPE Mini

1?arrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Sh\7wer 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None

No_ Readings: Start of Shift__ 37 ¥ 2Middle of Shift > 0,0 (_ ; End of shit =02 2

Manometer? Yes

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? -

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? MHM

. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shalt Stairs Unoccupied Space_M

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? )(i\f)nﬁxplain] |

N oo e e N

Vercked #0 FI00r [ (00E GAed S

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal , Contractor Assist

L

{If removal, state type of material, quaptities, and remaval method) ; S
Rrechd Clacutd, - Sapumbe. L 2C MﬂJ M\é M
Floet /L M&mf by :

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet_____ Manifest A.f//f
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? p'/ f/@ "
Packaging: Bags, Double & Mil l/ Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other 42;/4

Labels? AZ

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Gommentfsf
; » ; 3 A 1L 7Y -

Contractor's PPE 2?‘!&&1 Wim - %‘UL%
2 2. 3

On-Site Visitors: 1.__ : 4.

Contractor Air Sampling? g 2 Number of Workers Sampled @




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
Pagi/ of 2/’

PERSONAL EXPENSES

Hotel: (Y or N?) g Name of Hotel: // /7/(/()
Per Diem? (Y or N?): X Mileage? (Y or N?) _ >1 Destination: _= Lx?l.z.,

FIELD SUPPLIES; PPE: Suits? .2 Gloves (pairs)? _/__ Respirator filters: _Z--

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape _— Bulk Air_——

Laboratory Name: _

| TIME Activity |

MW/N{ /'u@{/uom W M

_ L&me&éﬁﬁifb? %me/z&a:féﬂﬂ i oA

Signature : _ WJW‘/ Date_ gJ / OI/O Cf



DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 3 /7O 7
mnl LACROIX DAVIS LLC

LaCrO IX 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
Dav IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Buliding & Envkonmeniol Fasrmuicn TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 i
PAGE _ / OF 2—\
e Department of General Services .
Client hift
fen (DGS) e A J
. - v
Project Ca"“’.’ nia State Board of Number of Workers ol
Equalization
Compound(s) of el
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA P

Concern

Floor: /g Room: WS Area: rpNanmgd

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5, 0

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Type of Containment: NPE Mini

1?arrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Sh\7wer 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None

No_ Readings: Start of Shift__ 37 ¥ 2Middle of Shift > 0,0 (_ ; End of shit =02 2

Manometer? Yes

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? -

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? MHM

. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shalt Stairs Unoccupied Space_M

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? )(i\f)nﬁxplain] |

N oo e e N

Vercked #0 FI00r [ (00E GAed S

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal , Contractor Assist

L

{If removal, state type of material, quaptities, and remaval method) ; S
Rrechd Clacutd, - Sapumbe. L 2C MﬂJ M\é M
Floet /L M&mf by :

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet_____ Manifest A.f//f
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? p'/ f/@ "
Packaging: Bags, Double & Mil l/ Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other 42;/4

Labels? AZ

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Gommentfsf
; » ; 3 A 1L 7Y -

Contractor's PPE 2?‘!&&1 Wim - %‘UL%
2 2. 3

On-Site Visitors: 1.__ : 4.

Contractor Air Sampling? g 2 Number of Workers Sampled @




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
Pagi/ of 2/’

PERSONAL EXPENSES

Hotel: (Y or N?) g Name of Hotel: // /7/(/()
Per Diem? (Y or N?): X Mileage? (Y or N?) _ >1 Destination: _= Lx?l.z.,

FIELD SUPPLIES; PPE: Suits? .2 Gloves (pairs)? _/__ Respirator filters: _Z--

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape _— Bulk Air_——

Laboratory Name: _

| TIME Activity |

MW/N{ /'u@{/uom W M

_ L&me&éﬁﬁifb? %me/z&a:féﬂﬂ i oA

Signature : _ WJW‘/ Date_ gJ / OI/O Cf



LACROIX DAVIS LLC
LaCI’O 12X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: 5 /([ 07
q.ﬁlDaVI's L
PAGE OF

. Department of General Services o _
Client (DGS) Shift ’D”LY 7 ﬁ’
. A {
Project Callfo_r nia State Board of Number of Workers '
Equalization
Compound(s} of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA anc‘;m

Floor: H Room:_f‘f&ﬁlw[u{% Area: Wilre. Coyl

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5V

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Type of Containment: NPE Mini

BatierTape____ Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 15tage t;r Drop Sheet W/ acuum None

Manometer? Yes JL No____ Readings: Start of Shift_~& <0 2~ _; Middle of ShiftZ/ 2.0 %= . Endof Shift 7 & 02—
Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain) Vfﬁ/ﬁ

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? __ Y] %

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? @Mk LLD( 2 b 5 VL& LM /7

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaift Stairs Unoccupied Space _ﬂm.._'&_.-

N9 os ® P

wvmma, rwww] SheoXrocle- aT ST decom
Tot stued TP

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal____, Contractor Assist (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
Flm,w;,[ﬂ rgMevnag 4 [ p)?!'y@('k gt Lo Sk
Vi
bogit ¢ ¥ s /

Type Jf Waste Generate;_l Hazaldous Non-Hazardous \/ Adequately Wet___ Manifest

Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? S b 6
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other VUQ‘A Q;f W/

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance____ Comments‘mmm&&%;ég&_gqq_i

Contractor's PPE 'h/l d&’ L ‘hbpﬁ W Mﬁg S
3.

On-Site Visitors: 1.
Contractor Air Sampling?

Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

Page_ of
PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N7?) !f Name of Hotel: W
Per Diem? (Y or N?): >{ Mileage? (Y or N?) )J_ Destination: __| €S e
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? Gloves (pairs)? A( Respirator filters; _ <—

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape Bulk @ Air

Laboratory Name:

| TIME Activity

TS Ry




LACROIX DAVIS LLC
Laa(\.'./rglx B AL O BLVD. SUITE 210
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Duunu-nu. Envl!)m\v-:md Forenstes TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 }
PAGE l OF

W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: ¥ | Z-

Client Department of General Services Shift _
(DGS) Do 7- 222
. " 7
Project Callfo_r nla! State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concem
Floor: _“_ Room: Hﬂ(k}&*{’ Area:
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5 -
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/
Type of Containment: NPE Mini jarﬁer Tape_  Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Sh‘7ver 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes V. No___ Readings: Start of Shift__: 02 Middle of Shift_2 Z-©2 . End of Shift_~ < - 072~

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if nc expiain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

N o on -

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist

(If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

Netad CAzining
et | B v J

/

Type of Waste Genera‘t?j‘. Hazardous Non-Hazardous \/ Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out?

Hazardous Waste Manifest? /u_i
Packaging: Iﬁ’ags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Cther .Sf azﬂﬁk L)
Labels? 02 J

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments

Contractor's PPE TI/IUQ/ L .fu_U "!LZ (e
2.

On-Site Visitors: 1.

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG A

Page — of
PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) ¥ Name of Hotel: _ &£ L 0\D
Per Diem? (Y or N?): Z Mileage? (Y or N?) ;4[ Destination: 8;&:
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? 0 Gloves (pairs)? O Respirator filters: @
LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape .~  Buk __ Air_____
-

Laboratory Name:

[ TIME Activity |

,-rl v

A

_ Lpady pu vl
- L e I

Signature W - ] DA (%T/ rﬂ/




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: August 12, 2009

<™

LACROIX DAVIS LLC
LaCroix a8 T DIABLD BLVD. SUITE 210
Dav IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
Building & Environmental | Farensics TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11
PAGE 1O0OF2
Client Department of General Services (DGS) | Shift DAY
Project California State Board of Equalization Number of Workers NA
Compound(s) of Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Area: ENTIRE CORRIDOR

Floor: 11 Room: CORRIDOR CONTAINMENT

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5.0

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION

Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

No g s~ weDd PR

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

MANOMETER READINGS NORMAL; NO OTHER OBSERVATIONS

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal , Contractor Assist (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)
FINAL DETAILED CLEANING

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous___ Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement____ Pre-clearance____ Comments

Contractor's PPE

On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

Page 2 of 2
PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) Y Name of Hotel: ECONO LODGE
Per Diem? (Y or N?): Y  Mileage? (Y or N?) Y Destination: LAFAYETTE TO SACRAMENTO
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? 2 Gloves (pairs)? 2  Respirator filters: 0
LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape 1 Bulk 1 Air 0

Laboratory Name: EM Labs — West Sacramento CA

| TIME Activity

930-1030  Attended DGS Weekly Construction Meeting

1030-1200 Attended Joint DGS BOE Weekly Construction Meeting

1430-1600 Conducted visual inspection after JLS “detailed cleaning” of 11" floor corridor
containments area; collected 1 bulk and 1 tape lift sample during inspection.

1600-1630 Delivered samples to EMLab, West Sacramento

Signature: Date: August 12, 2009



DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: /(% /O T

i LACROIX DAVIS LLC
‘I LaCrOI x 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

”.,, - TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11
PAGE _ [ OF
. Department of General Services . -
Client Shift 1- 5
(DGS) Doy
Project Callfo_r ma. State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization

Mold

Compound(s) of

Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Floor: _|| _Room: |+:¢[[Lucu1 Area: Hw”W“—% Co ottt uwianf

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW 5 -

Contractor JLS Environmental

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION \/

Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower___ 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

Ne oD

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal antractor Assis!

(If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-HaZardous 1/Adequ.ﬁl’(ely Wet____ Manifest
Waste Load-Out? y/ Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil '-/ Barrels Boxes Burrite Wrap Other.

Labels? N

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments

oL VLDV @A ‘f’oﬁ HAQ\

Contractor's PPE TU‘/P/[(/ WIVONQW S 4’101)-65 .
On-Site Visitors: 1. M Mﬂdhe K 2 [ W J a4 H:T_E' Wes 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
Page of

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) _ VY Name of Hotel: _ £ (MO

[ -
Per Diem? (Y or N?): >{ Mileage? (Y or N?) %/ Destination: ﬁf@,_‘# (fz/g

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? Z-_ Gloves (pairs)? % Respirator filters: /44

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape Bulk Air 4-)
Laboratory Name: M C fgé' I -
| TIME e Activity ]

ety ye. E{ﬁyﬂgv Cnal (:55pe010y,

sg{ﬂ/_é(ﬁ/x/ B | - oue b / / %/07




“““I LaCroix

DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: Md [

LACROIX DAVIS LLC
3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
n§¥|n§ ......... " TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 / | Z
PAGE (0]
Client Department of General Services Shift D 3.be
(DGS) A
: : )
Project Callfor nla- State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Compound(s) of Lol
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Conc':;r 2
l b L3l a
Floor: - Z Room: el Area: VAU'S
LCD Project # | 2372.03-572; SOW __ &5 0 W DA b VAV
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures V)
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum v None__
Manometer? Yes Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift : End of Shift
Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain) Ne ~ 7& /LF’ Z( Ve f] clpameyp ﬁw }(5

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?
Smoke Shaft

o MU U

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window Stairs

a«;&%ﬁmf %W/yc/wuﬁ,
N A

Unoccupled Space

\J

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Fietmoval , Contractor Assist (If removal, state type of maienal quantitie and removal method)
1%, ?(Zc:f“f @’lﬂ . ¢ :ﬂ}fé}_q ? AANLAS ak aly
Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest | //{-

Waste Load-Out?
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil
Labels?

Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Barrels Boxes

Burrito Wrap

Other

Comments [/UD *4 2, []Z(_ "7[75% S (QCV—

Visual Tj}ec;% Pre-abatement_, Pre-clearance
Ul szcé{m_s% /OCQ ﬁ(%/@

Contractor's PPE JU/ 4’

On-Site Visitors: 1. P 2. / 3.

Contractor Air Sampling? zfi /_ Number of Workers Sampled £ L,g'




LaCroix Davis Project LOG i é—: .
PERSONAL EXPENSES: -
Hotel: (Y or N?) \/ Name of Hotel: _/Z. A //S/W
Per Diem? (Y or N?): Mileage? (Y or N?) Destmatlon Sr 7Z N
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? _AL Gloves (paws)? _1_1;_ Respirator filters: _AL
LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape _ Buk — Ar__ T
Laboratory Name: _
| TIME Activity B

29— - fm% — m/ﬂ/’ﬂf_j\ f'/\i)#i /M«x)Z nmptes e
J/MV?LE/ /ﬂx,bﬁ"l_q t_//z/(-rf/

P\Jﬁﬁ 2§l a’fﬂ('rc 5,@»,_,5@,\4' Da < L bl .c\:ﬁ 'hﬂ//,f,(qw
Skl L\_ @5 ﬂr?‘?zn 7('{:/ Lt,f,ﬂ‘:” f[/f/k/y 4’&-!/{.)4 ,ﬂ{,f)—;(/é\, h S gerd

W ﬁ<@k” W e ‘Fﬂ{ /?,Luduug é{ﬁ{:? vd-\/ (oc a4 N
The buzs, Uiete Aol by D b
i /00-5&0 @%L LS i ”

W

!M {;w W AM coC f*;’ﬂe,éwézu—(‘b{b {4,5‘
G /// F?

fb’bm fe gsow Il

il

7

w3

N
Ty
N
=,
o

Signature



LACROIX DAVIS LLC
aCrO X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

avlis LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

au....._,.-.m.mm. (—— TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11 2/
PAGE OF _( _—

W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: Z / Z:é’

Client Department of General Services Shift
(DGS)
Project Ca"f°.' nlal_ State Board of Number of Workers
Equalization
Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Compound(s) of
2 Concemn
3 A i 1 A
Floor: l ( Room: rh?%zém Area:
Py i 14 AAXL,
] 7 e A " i
LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW
Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon; Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?
Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window______ Smoke Shaift Stairs, Unoccupied Space

Ne o ks w

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist J’removal state type Paf material, quantities, 2;! removal methe
SJdvec savundes s A LN Do tidZl V'W‘%:S

o Ca Pty K

/Y
Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous %onﬂazamous Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? M
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil ; /.. Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other.

Labels? /(%4/ / : .
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments [ f] £ iﬁf%w C

Gontractor's PPE_+41L/0 - f resn 1T Alopel

On-Site Visitors: 1.___" 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davis Project LOG

PageZuf L

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y orN?) _\/  Name of Hote. N

Per Diem? (Y or N?): >4 Mileage? (Y or N7?) Destination: _Qq,é’ 52 gﬂz

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? [ Gloves (pairs)? / Respirator filters: Z-

—

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape ___— Bulk Air ~
Laboratory Name: — B
[ TIME Activity

W_;CMA,Q_LD_%E OnB Cryu YT ML S

) gp@.mu\% locatigas

Signature ﬂfw\/ | Date 3{4%7![&7



[

DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATEph’ 25
LCD Project Number:_{~ (e’r‘ “ f?&‘f\u

Wll Laa%ﬁ-so l x LCD REPRESENTATI\.!EﬂTZ{?%yL/r }

shmum ronmental Forensics = PAGE _/ OF_/
Client ‘\Dé ' 4)12.31 _,V/)f, 2 ! Duration ‘/)
Building/Address ?) C | Contractor jL/S / ? i
Floor @ M /b’emfﬂ ( Supervisor 'ﬁj“f}u’uw
L . vk | iz .. Samples Al
ocatian Y ’\_\/ L} Collected '?;::e
(Wl ZVAVIS pror to Vilwe w&m
Summary of Work
T4t P MMMM_@%@W

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION _
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor, Procedures \
2-Stage___1Stage_ Drop Sheet WNacuum__V___ None

Type of Decon: Shower _
Manometer? Yes___ No :: Readings: Start of Shift : Middle of Shift : End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)__\ /ﬂﬁ(
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? \l /‘A

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested? __/ WU j (“\‘;h( IZ{({/ Th Lu:@

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window_____ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space ”

e - LU

Tu-2-

U“'\

20-5 ' QWMFPWW/zsz%

20~ //

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES \/
Removal , Contractor Asmst (If removal, slal'_hpe of material, quantmes and remobval method)

mfﬂ’JC(‘ Y aleve del Lu q lpcaTNenNS fov /o Q Ifzkgdz&
4D’ tm%z. JONC?V‘ Va_ QUC (‘zOlC(CCMIﬂ bLL 92(5

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous [
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? ,U/Iq
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other A(/% .25_; ‘

Labels? W / .
" Ghhor pre-uy ok |
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance 4y =

Contractor's PPE k//ﬂ' <l %‘MM—E— A‘Uﬁﬁr Me )< e 605195‘6@ 1(’0»&, S»LL.C
4,

On-Site Visitors: 1. ;’u’l 1#‘./ Hﬂﬂ{ 2. 3,

Contractor Air Sampling? M [2 Number of Workers Sampled (

e /AVSIN//3. Q)&éég
4



DAILY PROJECT LOG-DATE: S /725
LCD Project Number: /-57 7 4 2 [ & )2~

WIlLaa(\:/';SO IX LCD REPRESENTAT!VE/T_ /{/ (e
B T e issin PAGE _/ OF /—

=

; | : 4 . I
Client 17( ?< Duration | ‘I/ A
Building/Address Contractor J L‘?
Floor / / Supervisor EI‘UM&, W(_@E
- Ar  \ /
ccation | @V dran Ty ST
e - 5 ;'O / =
Summary of Work | (¥ 4/7£ _ FW'{ ZL}C%{(&L '
Mo cetute (oAbl

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION

1. Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures :{/

2. Type of Decon: Shower_______ 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None L

3. Manometer? Yes__ No_'\,i Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift : End of Shift

4. Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if ’10 gxpiain) ’\J" ”?

5. Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor? 4 / /

6. Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested‘? 5% [/(Ql S
7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window__ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupned Space_ "~

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal , Contractor Assist i: (If removal, state type of material, qu’antltles and removal methgd}

( ku (2, Yk AU A Ledaluw S e fde fL g L {f )rmm—,‘

_f'"w»m M./ /mee, ,m;//ﬂmwﬂrfj # 4

JE3 508 ﬁm 100 U Qs TIpodetrot) » Lobiz l»g/éz%'%

Type of Waste Generatl;d HazardousI Non-Hazardous_  AdequatelyWet  Manifest I\‘/ ’/%
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest? /
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?

| /,

Vlsual Inspections: Pre abate re-cle ments o /] / e

ik Li5 y/ifﬁ ViR uz«,” FP<uwifaios
I’JAA4&..J y [

Contractor's PPE [U( ‘ 'i

On-Site Visitors: 1. M JA’W Z )W 4.

| Contractor Air Sampling? (u ¢ 7Number of Workers Sampled g U(_/

| D hervnsler @t/fm
7 7



“ DAILY PROJECT LOG -DATE: ¥ /%//29
I

La Cro I X LACROIX DAVIS LLC
3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

IIII LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
-rm nnoa um ronmental Forensics TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11

pace [ oF &

: Department of General Services .
Client (DGS) Shift 217 M

, California State Board of
Project Equalization Number of Workers

c d ¢ Mold
Location 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Cg?c%?ﬁ" (o
]
SIRER ‘F%E Room: _y/p/ “ Area: Janiler Kooy
LCD Project# | 2372.03-572; SOW 4.0 | S0 lalron Ve ez
Contractor JLS Environmental + s W@af o, V/"CV%/E

~

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /

Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures

Type of Decon: Sho 2-Stage_ 1Stage Drop Sheet W/\acuum None
Manometer? Yes__ No Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift ; End of Shift
Containment and Decon Clean nd of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contr

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacutxps Aerosol Challenge Tested?

NS s e s

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window, oke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal , Contractor Assist (If removal, merial, quantities, and removal method)

i Condiding 4t

4 /A
|telaTion Valpes ﬂ/uZM, Yo Price MM (sp vales
T 7

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous____ Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance____ Comments__[2re- @?'M V7= (/Wg

Contractor's PPE JI/A’
On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,

Contractor Air Sampling? _ 7 Number of Workers Sampled_~__




LaCroix Davis Project LOG
DATE:_%/%1[©

Page Z. of 2—

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?) _Y Name of Hotel:_ "‘-ﬂ'&-:é('/
Per Diem? (Y or N?): _}L Mileage? (Y or N?) 4‘? Destlnation WW

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits?22Gloves (pairs)?{> Respirator filters: &

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape Bulk Air
Laboratory Name: _EML i A
| TIME Activity |

_&MMM /A(V{'ho F.;M

VAVl with  Briee JL5 Kri— pPu
Jwnitey, Kov e Lloor. M WM |Salaton Values

Jans Abve Mw,@ V2T

Signature W’ V{ CA - Date_ézzm




LACROIX DAVIS LLG
LaC FoliXx 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
DaV IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549

Buiding & Environmental Foreniics TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11

W DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: W:Z 5 Zb Y

pPaGE ! oF Z-

. Department of General Services i
Client (DGS) Shift P M
Project Califor nia State Board of Number of Workers pa
Equalization
Compound(s) of Mold
Building 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Conc‘;m )
W

Location Floor: l{? Room: _ﬁ_{ﬁbj‘bm& Area: plepamn ’IP[WL‘M,\I%

-

i
LCD Project# | 2372.02-572; SOW 5.0 /H-0/7.0 7
Contractor JLS Environmental ’

CONTAINMENT INSPECTION M' /A
Mini

Type of Containment: NPE Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Prop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes Na Readings: Start of Shift ; Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

N o s e

Negative Air Exhaust Location; Window Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

i

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES N /A
Removal , Contractor Assist (If removal, state type of material, quantities, and removal method)

M&fﬁ.ﬁl@a_b:b_l?_w_mg 2z

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous , Non-Hazardous, Adeguately Wet Manifest ,\[ P(
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?
Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burritc Wrap Other

Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance Comments FQ\ (500 %2 M‘F P[j_}l 1 B

A
Contracter's PPE N ’/ A_(

On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3. 4,
Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




Page 2 of 2—

LaCroix Davis Project LOG
oo /5

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) & Name of Hotel: é?-tf
Per Diem? (Y or N?): LE! Mileage? (Y or N?) _Y __ Destination: A" ( 7 Z')

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? _() _ Gloves (pairs)? __"{_— Respirator fiters: _ (>

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape Bulk _— Air
Laboratory Name: Uﬁg& &e, Cs
[ TIME Activity ]

1600 trenel Lak To Soe .
!8»00 Mz,‘/'r C)LS M’ H:T—/ af VL—/D'D’?L /6/
IS inmpeet M ens NCEVNppan — PrEVBns - discvss atcesd
1S aohect Wimpag (2ewona  <anigle [,
ws«. ls?mmﬁ)hw WA, MANLS  anA ,l—rP

=T WAT L




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:_(# / b [6 ‘7

i LACROIX DAVIS LLC
||II || Lacro I X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

Davis, . TEL 025 2091140 FAX 925-208-11
PAGE _/ OF 2
[
- 4 0
Ciient :Z:)egg;tment of General Services Shift A M /P /1/’ l é o Up
Forni |'
Project g:::‘;?{:;:osr:’ate Board of Number of Workers | Z-
Compound(s) of Mold
Building 450 N Street, Sacramento CA ooy (

Location Floor: | ,&, ‘Room Wf— 2.(p | Area: PWW«S

LCD Project # 2372.02-572; SOW 1.0

Contractor JLS Environmental
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /A
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon: Shower___ 2-Stage____ 1Stage brop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift : Middle of Shift : End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?

Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

Noo ke w2

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window______ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space,

fwv(- Eloor 2~ Roont 2 1O, Floor € SE at oa,éaé?(

L0 b BE wbe b and Floer 1/ NE (/4
Fﬂ YLB@ (ru /8’) 4/(/-4Q EMWM (L- 15?4%4@ SouA e

L\\“o N

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITI'ES
Removal . Contractor Assist {if removal,  Slate type of material, quantities, and removal method)

20 air blowers (n 4 |pcaTibns to doey (gl
M 22 ’

Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous Adequately Wet Manifest
| Waste Load-Ots
Packaging: Bags, Double
Labels?

Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement Pre-clearance

Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Comments,

Contractor's PPE \
On-Site Visitors: 1. 2. 3, .

Contractor Air Sampling? Number of Workers Sampled




L.aCroix Davis/Proj t LOG
Date: /0‘ /@{ o7

Page & of <

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?7) Name of Hotel: & I

Per Diem? (Y or N?7): %Mileage? (Y or N?) _LF Destination:%

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? __ Gloves (pairs)? Respirator filters:
LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape Buk __ Ar___

Laboratory Name:

{ TIME Activity |

Flaoy 2 Roopn 210 east winfsso aund) colviu enclo sunre
No b buse (s leose. T of Coflvnn onedosig [0S
wet “/I; ap W (s w@‘f'DL(, Delub ot B2/00. >10%
(2 -7

Flogr®d SE Cepnen ot culre(d Column JHI8 (o Vi &

Lefens %&&wu@%w&w( Aoistune >0.5 < ].0%,
(Raripalbzon,.) /
Floor 1o SE corven ot cule 80k Colown J(8  hevshite 71.0%

Fleor |] NE Saolsth (:A/'/Sf/w:m#?')wau&e,/l[’@

*"“—-—-_;"POI \ ot | ~ r ] oY
a Mo Stue g 27 abppetiloor D-X%,
)C

7

Flror 1] TieafAbl, Jorilzan s Aug 90 T8 T X T 5T
at p wlmatn_ gl ol [pcalions have Columia)

&wév_@ 70
cube P
r;wéht

/l
[c00 PM tuﬂéﬂ our el S ( natls) Z1.04lh /acaw‘?&z//(JLs
7400 BV C v nled2 - plaw 10 cpllocd ol 500 PV Mom&y‘

au R Ctest meistue contewst -
Signature M/; {5,&_,/{/[ HQ._» A Date [é;( [%[é;?




DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:_//// i}[ o7

LACROIX DAVIS LLC
LaCTOI X 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210
aV IS LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
.m.“ L TEL 925.296-1140 FAX 925-299-11 2
PAGE _/ OF

Department of General Services

Client (DGS) Shift F}M PiA

California State Board of

Project P Number of Workers
Equalization
Com d(s) of Mold
Building 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Conczorg"

Location Floor: ((ﬂ Room: Area- W%Mﬂ/%ﬁt?

s a2t N o
LCD Project # 2372. 02-5735 SOW 5 0

TN AL
2 e 0
J(é b {;’I‘fru Hire ‘7Fw*}_;wm W’#{M‘P‘M

Contractor Enwronmen Eloors ji t 1§
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedires
Type of Decon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift : Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)

Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?
Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

N o s e N

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window_____ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

e oot board Tiv iite; i ConTain ety
SR e U e
(,Wc}r d’éfm Vi o4

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal_y _, Contractor Asgist (If removal state type of material, quantities, and removal ethod)

WO Ly . cletoe Qlcond Laipcns
L dqp & L dunfrctes J
! /4
z
Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardops L Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? Hazardoys Waste Manifest? Mﬁ
Packaging: Bags, Double § Mil /’ Barrels Boxes Buerrito Wrrap Other
Labels? gb ¢ /
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement____ Pre-clearance_Y __ Comments

Contractor's PPE Ti{ﬂjf{— iQG/;ﬁu &VLDV 24 ﬁﬂ«‘ﬂf@g

On-Site Visitors: 1. ’} 2. 3. 4.

Contractor Air Sampling? l'\/ Number of Workers Sampled Q




LaCroix Da is Project LOG
Date: 1’ 5 O

Page

Q

PERSONAL EXPENSES:
/""
Hotel: (Y or N?) Name of Hotel: Q :

Per Diem? (Y or N?): ? Mileage? (Y or N?7) %Z Destination:

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? ____ Gloves (pairs)? _____

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape

Laboratory Name:

Respirator filters:

Bulk _

Air

| TIME Activity

o0




= DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE: l!-'/ 7-09
III“I' La C NrotXx léggsR%X g&\élfo'_;fvn SUITE 210
LAFAYETTE, CA
DQ.‘,Y...!,§.M.. x TEL 925—299—114094F5A4§ 925-299-11 !
PAGE | oF Z2—
. Department of General Services : % » _
Client (DGS) Shift Ay g-H
) California State Board of b
Project Equalization Number of Workers @ﬂ‘ﬁ' / M [

Mold

Compound(s) of

Buiiding 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Location Floor: f_ﬁ Room: ém Area: n;m;g}o WDA

LCD Project # 2372.03-572; SOW ﬂ

Coniractor JLS Environmental

[
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION N /A/
{ Mini

1. Type of Containment: NPE Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
2. Type of Dgcon: Shower 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
3. Manometer? No____ Readings: Start of Shift . Middle of Shift : End of Shift
4. Containment and Désgn Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain)
5. Containment Smoke Te by Contractor?
6. Negative Air Machines and/or MEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?
7. Negative Air Exhaust Location: Windsw__ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space
.
SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES
Removal_____, Contractor Assist (If removal, state typg of ma ter{al, uantities, and removal method)
B . WA~ Lot Se gl
/
Type aste Generated: Hazardous Non-Hazardous, J Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load- .L____ Hazardous Waste Manifest?
Packaging: Bags, Dou Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other
Labels?
Visual Inspections: Pre-abatement_ arance_____ Comments

Contractor's PPE\
On-Site Visitors: 1. \ 2. 3. 4.
Contractor Air Sampling? \umber of Workers Sampled




LaCroix Davi rcgect LOG
Date: ‘? i

Page_Z-of £~

PERSONAL EXPENSES:

Hotel: (Y or N?) % Name of Hotel: LQf
Per Diem? (Y or N?): (f Mileage? (Y or N?) ,{5[ Destination: “iTe M\«,Q %

FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? Gloves (pairs)? Respirator filters:

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape 1/ Bulk \/ Air \/

Laboratory Name: EAAD?‘L?\A Totaly PH will be C’W t Subpmttad

| TIME Activity |
10 cet Tl 1o /w(o D/of S Qg lwuﬂ (bl AT o0

,5_‘__ D+ ’zA”JA’JA...{’ WD# y y)
A WIW o1aly g X Callned Yoo
] L% L’f,.J £2 4 /11 4},41,5’4_.._4 % P44 "/_'..,f/,' -

. 7
Pt lp b ¥ VAL &y _”4

: Mwlno/:?“'m //Mw
500 o

Signature ’}//W 4&"& Date__/ / i :}[-// ﬁf‘j?




aCro IX 3685 MT. DIABLO BLVD. SUITE 210

LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
EYJ§M_ Foramics TEL 925-299-1140 FAX 925-299-11
PAGE / OF 2 i

DAILY PROJECT LOG - DATE:/ é Zg%[o 7
WIIL LACROIX DAVIS LLC

. Department of General Services . ' |
Client (DGS) Shift _Q ,{Y —%

Project California State Board of Number of Workers /%

Equalization .
Mold

Compound(s) of

Building 450 N Street, Sacramento CA Concern

Location Floor: EH’ Room: fnlire Area: ﬁWM L

LCD Project# | 2372.05672; SOW (1. D

Contractor JLS Environmental N/A
CONTAINMENT INSPECTION /j(
Type of Containment: NPE Mini Barrier Tape Minor Procedures
Type of Decon; Shower____ 2-Stage 1Stage Drop Sheet W/Vacuum None
Manometer? Yes No Readings: Start of Shift » Middle of Shift ; End of Shift

Containment and Decon Clean at End of Shift? (if no explain}
Containment Smoke Tested by Contractor?
Negative Air Machines and/or HEPA Vacuums Aerosol Challenge Tested?

Negative Air Exhaust Location: Window___ Smoke Shaft Stairs Unoccupied Space

Ne s N s

SUMMARY OF DAILY ACTIVITIES

Removal , Contractor Assist {Hre I, state type of material, guantities, and removal method)

Type of Waste Generated: Hazardous Non—Hazardous_l/ Adequately Wet Manifest
Waste Load-Out? Hazardous Waste Manifest?

Packaging: Bags, Double 6 Mil Barrels Boxes Burrito Wrap Other

Labels?

VigTEI( Inspections: Pre-abatement____ Pre-clearance____ Comments

N

Contractor's PPE J\Jr f‘ 5

T f/ T
On-Site Visitors: 1. I'Vh kﬁ_ﬁ'—g% 2.4 _LKa J E‘zﬂz’“ 4.

Contractor Air Sampling? £ Number of Workers Sampled &




LaCroix Da oject LOG
Date: ﬁ{n@
Page 2&f (i" .
PERSONAL EXPENSES:
Hotel: (Y or N?) Name of Hotel: Q -:L/
Per Diem? (Y or N?): __ [/ Mileage? (Y or N?) Destination: <l/e. 7 @ U
FIELD SUPPLIES: PPE: Suits? *_:1 Gloves (pairs)? Respirator filters:

LAB EXPENSES: Type/No. Samples collected: Tape ]/ Bulk \/ Air I/
Laboratory Name: EM& ﬂ ,_f; [-//

| TIME Activity i

7 é( -!0 Mﬁ/!/{ 'ffw,a WIW?A/LM

'-' m:,:,m S //)D
/'/,Z/MA WMW&&Z[A///

Signature MQ@W B Date / /9 ;'




Appendix C
Laboratory Reports



Appendix D

Correspondence



Page 1 of 2

Andrea Steinbach

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, October 06, 2008 2:48 PM

To: Chris Corpuz; 'Bowen, Robert'

Cc: 'Iwalker@jlsinc.com’; 'rboggs@jlsinc.com’; Ben Heckman; 'Ted Ice'
Subject: RE: Preliminary Sampling Plans

Attachments: Eleventh & Twenty-second floor sampling locations 100608.xls

Proposed sample Location Areas for 11 and 22.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH
Western Regional Manager
LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Blvd., Ste. 210
Lafayette, CA 94549
925.299.1140 phone
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

m LaCroix
Davis: -

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work
product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from
your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other
applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, October 06, 2008 10:30 AM

To: 'Bowen, Robert'

Cc: 'lwalker@jlsinc.com’; 'rboggs@jlsinc.com'; Ben Heckman; 'Ted Ice'
Subject: Preliminary Sampling Plans

Bob:

Here are the preliminary sampling plans for the 22" and 11" floors. LCD will also
prepare sampling plans for areas not directly related to the elevator shafts, but also
located on these floors.

LCD will begin to prepare a list of those additional floors/areas that will require
sampling after these two floors are completed.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH
Western Regional Manager
LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Blvd., Ste. 210
Lafayette, CA 94549
925.299.1140 phone

1/12/2010


mailto:rboggs@jlsinc.com
mailto:lwalker@jlsinc.com
http:www.lacroixdavis.com
mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

Page 2 of 2

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

[ i etearen @ e

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Sommerville, Jill [Jil.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 4:54 PM

To: Chris Corpuz

Cc: Bowen, Robert; Dean, Lewis

Subject: Architectural Detail for 11th Floor Gyp. Bd Ceiling & Columns
Attachments: DETAILFL11GYPBD.pdf; DETAILCOLUMNS.pdf

Chris,

Here are two architectural details for the 11™ Floor destructive testing. The hard lid is for acoustic only
(see detail attached).

JILL SOMMERVILLE
Project Management Branch

Department of General Services
707 3rd Street, 3rd Floor

West Sacramento, CA 95605

Phone: 916 376 1728

Fax: 916 376-1741

jill.sommerville @dgs.ca.gov

BUILDING GREEN ¢ BUYING GREEN ¢ WORKING GREEN

1/12/2010
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Courtnier, Bob [Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2009 7:07 AM

To: Chris Corpuz

Subject: FW: 11th Floor clearances for Cont.1,2,4,and 6
Attachments: COC-557103.pdf; Project-557103_070109-01.pdf
FYI

Bob Courtnier, Chief

Construction Services Section,
(916) 375-4842--Fax (916)375-4828
bob.courtnier@dgs.ca.gov

From: BioMaxEnv@aol.com [mailto:BioMaxEnv@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 4:40 PM

To: Moore, Mike

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; JSheehan@jls-inc.com; gsheehan@jls-inc.com;
khsi@hygienetech.com; wfrey1132@gmail.com

Subject: 11th Floor clearances for Cont.1,2,4,and 6

Mike,

BioMax's clearance inspection and review of collected data has indicated that containments 1, 2, 4, and
6 have meet the clearance criteria established for the BOE building. Hence, it is

BioMax's recommendation that these noted containments on the 11th floor be deemed acceptable for
deactivation pending confirmatory receipt of HTI's parallel sampling data/results.

The remaining 11th Floor containments, 3, 5, 7, and 8 are completed and scheduled for clearance
assessment sampling tomorrow, Tuesday.

Original data is attached for review.
Regards,

Michael A. Polkabla, CIH, REA

Vice President, Principal

BioMax Environmental, LLC

775 San Pablo Avenue

Pinole, CA 94564

(510) 724-3100 office

(510) 333-5322 cell

(510) 724-3145 fax
www.biomaxenvironmental.com

LEGAL NOTICE

Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged. It is intended for
the addressee(s) only. Access to the E-mail by anyone else is unauthorized. If you are not an
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this E-mail or any action taken in reliance on
such information is unauthorized and may be unlawful. If you are not an addressee, please inform the
sender immediately.

An Excellent Credit Score is 750. See Yours in Just 2 Easy Steps!

1/12/2010
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EMLab P&K

Report for:

Mr. Michael Polkabla
Biomax Environmental
775 San Pablo Ave.
Pinole, CA 94564

Regarding: Project: 070109-01
EML ID: 557103

Approved by: Dates of Analysis:
Spore trap analysis: 07-06-2009

Lab Manager
Malcolm Moody

Project SOPs: Spore trap analysis (1100000)

This coversheet is included with your report in order to comply with AIHA and ISO accreditation requirements.

For clarity, we report the number of significant digits as calculated; but, due to the nature of this type of biological data, the number of significant
digits that is used for interpretation should generally be one or two. All samples were received in acceptable condition unless noted in the Report
Comments portion in the body of the report. Due to the nature of the analyses performed, field blank corrections of results is not a standard
practice. The results relate only to the items tested.

EMLab P&K ("the Company") shall have no liability to the client or the client's customer with respect to decisions or recommendations made,
actions taken or courses of conduct implemented by either the client or the client's customer as a result of or based upon the Test Results. In no
event shall the Company be liable to the client with respect to the Test Results except for the Company's own willful misconduct or gross
negligence nor shall the Company be liable for incidental or consequential damages or lost profits or revenues to the fullest extent such liability
may be disclaimed by law, even if the Company has been advised of the possibility of such damages, lost profits or lost revenues. In no event shall
the Company's liability with respect to the Test Results exceed the amount paid to the Company by the client therefor.

Document Number: 200091 - Revision Number: 5



Client: Biomax Environmental
C/O: Mr. Michael Polkabla
Re: 070109-01

EMLab P&K

1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202

(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com

Date of Sampling: 07-01-2009
Date of Receipt: 07-02-2009
Date of Report: 07-06-2009

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY

L ocation: 14523598: 14523855: 14523530: 14523735: 14523766:
Ambient Areaoutside Floor 11 Floor 11 Floor 11
garage containment #1 | containment #1| containment #2|  outside
rooftop sample|  ©n 11th containment #4)
Comments (see below) None None None None None
Lab ID-Versiont: 2472106-1 2472107-1 2472108-1 2472109-1 2472110-1
raw ct.| sporesm3| raw ct.| sporesm3 | rgw ct.| sporesm3| raw ct. | sporesm3 | rgw ct.| sporesm3
Alternaria
Arthrinium
Ascospores*
Aureobasidium
Basidiospores* 2 67
Bipolaris/Drechslera group
Botrytis
Chaetomium
Cladosporium 3 160 1 53
Curvularia
Epicoccum
Fusarium
Myrothecium
Nigrospora
Other brown 1 13
Penicillium/Aspergillus typest 2 110 1 53
Pithomyces
Rusts*
Smuts*, Periconia, Myxomycetes* 1 13
Stachybotrys
Stemphylium
Torula
Ulocladium
Zygomycetes
Background debris (1-4+) 17 2+ 2+ 1+ 1+ 2+
Hyphal fragmentsm3 27 <13 <13 <13 <13
Pollen/m3 <13 <13 <13 <13 <13
Skin cells (1-4+) <1+ <1+ <1+ <1+ <1+
Sample volume (liters) 75 75 75 75 75
8 TOTAL SPORE/m3 360 <13 <13 <13 110

Comments.

* Most of these spore types are not seen with culturable methods (Andersen sampling), although some may appear as non-sporulating fungi.
Most of the basidiospores are "mushroom™ spores while the rusts and smuts are plant pathogens.
T The spores of Aspergillus and Penicillium (and others such as Acremonium, Paecilomyces) are small and round with very few distinguishing

characteristics. They cannot be differentiated by non-viable sampling methods. Also, some species with very small spores are easily missed, and

may be undercounted.

TtBackground debris indicates the amount of non-biological particulate matter present on the trace (dust in the air) and the resulting visibility
for the analyst. It israted from 1+ (low) to 4+ (high). Counts from areas with 4+ background debris should be regarded as minimal counts and
may be higher then reported. It isimportant to account for samples volumes when evaluating dust levels.
The Limit of Detection is the product of araw count of 1 and 100 divided by the percent read. The analytical sensitivity (countsm3) isthe
product of the Limit of Detection and 1000 divided by the sample volume.
F A "Version" greater than 1 indicates amended data.
§ Total Sporesym3 has been rounded to two significant figures to reflect analytical precision.

TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology L

:?boratory, Inc.

EMLab ID: 557103, Page 1 of 2



EMLab P& K
1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202
(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com

Client: Biomax Environmental Date of Sampling: 07-01-2009
C/O: Mr. Michael Polkabla Date of Receipt: 07-02-2009
Re: 070109-01 Date of Report: 07-06-2009

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY

Location: 14523532: 14523725: 14523556: 14523774:
Floor 11 Floor 11 outside Floor 11 Ambient at main

containment #4 containment #6 containment #6 entry

Comments (see below) None None None None

Lab ID-Versiont: 2472111-1 2472112-1 2472113-1 2472114-1
raw ct. | sporessm3| raw ct. | sporessm3| raw ct. | sporessm3| raw ct. | sporesm3

Alternaria
Arthrinium
Ascospores* 1 53
Aureobasidium
Basidiospores* 1 13
Bipolaris/Drechslera group
Botrytis

Chaetomium
Cladosporium 1 53 2 110
Curvularia
Epicoccum
Fusarium
Myrothecium
Nigrospora
Other brown 1 13
Other colorless
Penicillium/Aspergillus typest 1 53 1 53
Pithomyces
Rusts*
Smuts*, Periconia, Myxomycetes* 2 27
Stachybotrys
Stemphylium
Torula
Ulocladium
Zygomycetes
Background debris (1-4+) 1t 2+ 1+ 2+ 2+
Hyphal fragments/m3 <13 <13 <13 13
Pollen/m3 <13 <13 <13 13
Skin cells (1-4+) <1+ <1+ <1+ <1+
Sample volume (liters) 75 75 75 75
8 TOTAL SPORE/m3 53 <13 53 270
Comments.

* Most of these spore types are not seen with culturable methods (Andersen sampling), although some may appear as non-sporulating fungi.
Most of the basidiospores are "mushroom™ spores while the rusts and smuts are plant pathogens.

T The spores of Aspergillus and Penicillium (and others such as Acremonium, Paecilomyces) are small and round with very few distinguishing
characteristics. They cannot be differentiated by non-viable sampling methods. Also, some species with very small spores are easily missed, and
may be undercounted.

TtBackground debris indicates the amount of non-biological particulate matter present on the trace (dust in the air) and the resulting visibility
for the analyst. It is rated from 1+ (low) to 4+ (high). Counts from areas with 4+ background debris should be regarded as minimal counts and
may be higher then reported. It isimportant to account for samples volumes when evaluating dust levels.

The Limit of Detection is the product of araw count of 1 and 100 divided by the percent read. The analytical sensitivity (countsm3) isthe
product of the Limit of Detection and 1000 divided by the sample volume.

F A "Version" greater than 1 indicates amended data.

§ Total Spores'/m3 has been rounded to two sé;bnificant figures to reflect analytical precision.

TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology Laboratory, Inc. EMLab ID: 557103, Page 2 of 2




EMLab P&K
1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202
(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com
Date of Sampling: 07-01-2009
Date of Receipt: 07-02-2009
Date of Report: 07-06-2009

Client: Biomax Environmental

C/O: Mr. Michael Polkabla

Re: 070109-01

MoldRANGE™: Extended Outdoor Comparison
Outdoor Location: 14523598, Ambient gar age rooftop sample

Fungi Identified Outdoor Typical Outdoor Data by Datet | Typical Outdoor Data by L ocationt
data Month: July State: CA
spores/m3 low med high | freq% low med high | freq%
Generally ableto grow indoor s*
Alternaria - 7 40 460 68 7 27 220 57
Bipolarig/Drechslera group - 7 13 240 22 7 13 120 13
Chaetomium - 7 13 120 16 7 13 120 19
Cladosporium 160 53 750 9,900 97 53 630 6,700 97
Curvularia - 7 25 730 21 7 13 230 7
Nigrospora - 7 13 170 14 7 13 170 8
Other brown 13 7 13 93 34 7 13 80 36
Penicillium/Aspergillus types 110 27 210 2,600 84 33 210 2,500 86
Stachybotrys - 7 13 360 4 7 13 290 5
Torula - 7 13 160 15 7 13 150 12
Seldom found growing indoor s**
Ascospores - 13 210 6,700 82 13 110 1,900 71
Basidiospores 67 13 320 22,000 94 13 210 7,000 93
Rusts - 7 13 240 24 7 13 250 28
Smuts, Periconia, Myxomycetes 13 7 53 1,900 79 8 40 490 70
TOTAL SPORESM3 363

T The Typical Outdoor Data by Date represents the typical outdoor spore levels across North America for the month indicated. The last column
represents the frequency of occurrence. The low, medium, and high values represent the 2.5, 50, and 97.5 percentile values of the spore type
when it is detected. For example, if the frequency of occurrenceis 63% and the low value is 53, it would mean that the given spore typeis
detected 63% of the time and, when detected, 2.5% of the timeit is present in levels above the detection limit and below 53 sporessm3. These
values are updated periodically, and if enough datais not available to make a statistically meaningful assessment, it isindicated with a dash.

¥ The Typical Outdoor Data by L ocation represents the typical outdoor spore levels for the region indicated for the entire year. As with the
Typical Outdoor Data by Date, the four columns represent the frequency of occurrence and the typical low, medium, and high concentration
values for the spore type indicated. These values are updated periodically, and if enough datais not available to make a statistically meaningful

assessment, it isindicated with a dash.

*The sporesin this category are generally capable of growing on wet building materialsin addition to growing outdoors. Building related
growth is dependent upon the fungal type, moisture level, type of material, and other factors. Cladosporiumis one of the predominant spore
types worldwide and is frequently present in high numbers. PenicilliunvAspergillus species colonize both outdoor and indoor wet surfaces

rapidly and are very easily dispersed. Other genera are usually present in lesser numbers.

**These fungi are generally not found growing on wet building materials. For example, the rusts and smuts are obligate plant pathogens.
However, in each group there are notable exceptions. For example, agents of wood decay are members of the basidiomycetes and high counts of
asingle morphological type of basidiospore on an inside sample should be considered significant.

Interpretation of the data contained in this report is left to the client or the persons who conducted the field work. This report is provided for
informational and comparative purposes only and should not be relied upon for any other purpose. "Typical outdoor data"' are based on the
results of the analysis of samples delivered to and analyzed by EMLab P& K and assumptions regarding the origins of those samples. Sampling
techniques, contaminants infecting samples, unrepresentative samples and other similar or dissimilar factors may affect these results. In
addition, EMLab P& K may not have received and tested a representative number of samples for every region or time period. EMLab P& K
hereby disclaims any liability for any and all direct, indirect, punitive, incidental, specia or consequential damages arising out of the use or
interpretation of the data contained in, or any actions taken or omitted in reliance upon, this report.

TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology Laboratory, Inc.

EMLab ID: 557103, Page 1 of 2



EMLab P&K
1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202
(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com
Date of Sampling: 07-01-2009
Date of Receipt: 07-02-2009
Date of Report: 07-06-2009

Client: Biomax Environmental

C/O: Mr. Michael Polkabla

Re: 070109-01

MoldRANGE™: Extended Outdoor Comparison

Outdoor Location: 14523774, Ambient at main entry

Fungi Identified Outdoor Typical Outdoor Data by Datet | Typical Outdoor Data by L ocationt
data Month: July State: CA
spores/m3 low med high | freq% low med high | freq%
Generally ableto grow indoor s*
Alternaria - 7 40 460 68 7 27 220 57
Bipolarig/Drechslera group - 7 13 240 22 7 13 120 13
Chaetomium - 7 13 120 16 7 13 120 19
Cladosporium 110 53 750 9,900 97 53 630 6,700 97
Curvularia - 7 25 730 21 7 13 230 7
Nigrospora - 7 13 170 14 7 13 170 8
Other brown 13 7 13 93 34 7 13 80 36
Penicillium/Aspergillus types 53 27 210 2,600 84 33 210 2,500 86
Stachybotrys - 7 13 360 4 7 13 290 5
Torula - 7 13 160 15 7 13 150 12
Seldom found growing indoor s**
Ascospores 53 13 210 6,700 82 13 110 1,900 71
Basidiospores 13 13 320 22,000 94 13 210 7,000 93
Rusts - 7 13 240 24 7 13 250 28
Smuts, Periconia, Myxomycetes 27 7 53 1,900 79 8 40 490 70
TOTAL SPORESM3 269

T The Typical Outdoor Data by Date represents the typical outdoor spore levels across North America for the month indicated. The last column
represents the frequency of occurrence. The low, medium, and high values represent the 2.5, 50, and 97.5 percentile values of the spore type
when it is detected. For example, if the frequency of occurrenceis 63% and the low value is 53, it would mean that the given spore typeis
detected 63% of the time and, when detected, 2.5% of the timeit is present in levels above the detection limit and below 53 sporessm3. These
values are updated periodically, and if enough datais not available to make a statistically meaningful assessment, it isindicated with a dash.

¥ The Typical Outdoor Data by L ocation represents the typical outdoor spore levels for the region indicated for the entire year. As with the
Typical Outdoor Data by Date, the four columns represent the frequency of occurrence and the typical low, medium, and high concentration
values for the spore type indicated. These values are updated periodically, and if enough datais not available to make a statistically meaningful

assessment, it isindicated with a dash.

*The sporesin this category are generally capable of growing on wet building materialsin addition to growing outdoors. Building related
growth is dependent upon the fungal type, moisture level, type of material, and other factors. Cladosporiumis one of the predominant spore
types worldwide and is frequently present in high numbers. PenicilliunvAspergillus species colonize both outdoor and indoor wet surfaces

rapidly and are very easily dispersed. Other genera are usually present in lesser numbers.

**These fungi are generally not found growing on wet building materials. For example, the rusts and smuts are obligate plant pathogens.
However, in each group there are notable exceptions. For example, agents of wood decay are members of the basidiomycetes and high counts of
asingle morphological type of basidiospore on an inside sample should be considered significant.

Interpretation of the data contained in this report is left to the client or the persons who conducted the field work. This report is provided for
informational and comparative purposes only and should not be relied upon for any other purpose. "Typical outdoor data"' are based on the
results of the analysis of samples delivered to and analyzed by EMLab P& K and assumptions regarding the origins of those samples. Sampling
techniques, contaminants infecting samples, unrepresentative samples and other similar or dissimilar factors may affect these results. In
addition, EMLab P& K may not have received and tested a representative number of samples for every region or time period. EMLab P& K
hereby disclaims any liability for any and all direct, indirect, punitive, incidental, specia or consequential damages arising out of the use or
interpretation of the data contained in, or any actions taken or omitted in reliance upon, this report.

TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology Laboratory, Inc.

EMLab ID: 557103, Page 2 of 2



07-06-2009: 070109-01 EMLab P& K
1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202
(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY
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Comments:

Note: Graphical output may understate the importance of certain "marker" genera.
TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology Laboratory, Inc. EMLab ID: 557103, Page 1



07-06-2009: 070109-01

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY

B Ascospores M Basidiospores [ Cladosporium [] Other brown [ Penicillium/Aspergillus types [ Smuts, Periconia, Myxomycetes

EMLab P&K

1010 N Central Avenue, Glendale, CA 91202
(866) 465-6653 Fax (858) 569-5806 www.emlab.com
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Note: Graphical output may understate the importance of certain "marker" genera.
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TestAmerica Environmental Microbiology Laboratory, Inc.
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Sommerville, Jill [Jil.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2009 1:28 PM

To: Moore, Mike; Courtnier, Bob; Martone, Jim; Chris Corpuz
Subject: Draft Consensus Meeting Summary

Attachments: BOE Summary Mtg. (7-8-09).doc

Gentlemen,

Here is a draft summary, as near as | can recall from yesterday’s meeting with BioMax, LCD and HTI
representatives. Please make any additions, corrections or discrepancies to content of summary.

JILL SOMMERVILLE
Project Management Branch

Department of General Services
707 3rd Street, 3rd Floor

West Sacramento, CA 95605

Phone: 916 376 1728

Fax: 916 376-1741

jill.sommerville @dags.ca.gov

BUILDING GREEN ¢ BUYING GREEN ¢ WORKING GREEN

1/12/2010
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BOE Remediation
Project Number 125828

Summary of Consensus Meeting

11" Floor

Floor by Floor

All sheet rock that is water stained or what appears to be visible mold
growth (VMG) shall be removed and replaced with new.

Water stained fireproofing shall be tested using “???? “method to
determine if mold growth is present. If test results are positive, the areas
shall be scraped and 1’-0” beyond the confirmed mold growth area. If test
results are negative, identified areas shall be cleaned and encapsulated
as described in protocol.

In areas where sheet rock is removed, the batt insulation shall be
removed and discarded according to established protocols and replaced
with new.

LaCroix Davis (LCD) interviews of 11" floor staff shall dictate any areas
for further investigation. Staff is located at BOE's West Sacramento
facility.

Areas along the interior perimeter walls will be assessed by LCD as each
floor temporarily swings out. Activities for the remediation contractor
(JLS) include removal of furniture, baseboard and carpet. LCD to check
removed furniture panels for visible mold growth (VMG).

A visual inspection along with historical information from past reports and
staff interviews shall determine course of action on suspected areas.
Areas of what appears to be VMG will test and confirmed mold growth. If
tests results are positive, remediation of sheetrock or other material will
be conducted as protocols describe. Areas that appear to be liquid
spillage shall be cleaned and painted.

LCD to use McGinnis Chin’s curtain wall report for historical information
that may determine areas for further investigation. This report shall be
used to support any remediation of sheet rock or other materials at the
perimeter walls.

Interviews of BOE staff shall be conducted by LCD prior to a floor being
vacated, as well as the floor above. The information gathered shall
determine specific areas for further investigation and determination of
remediation activities, if any.

As flex hoses are replaced on various floors, the fireproofing shall be
checked for any water staining or VMG.

As noted by BOE the northeast portion of the building on floors 18 & 21
fireproofing shall be checked for any staining as DGS acquires access to
these floor.

Punch Window

All punch-out window locations shall be visually inspected, historical data
reviewed and information gathered during staff interviews shall determine
the course of action and follow written protocols.



Page 1 of 2

Andrea Steinbach

From: Courtnier, Bob [Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2009 1:15 PM

To: Chris Corpuz

Cc: Martone, Jim

Subject: FW: 11th Floor Oversight
Chris,

What are your thoughts on observing based on another’s protocols and the legal ramifications?

Bob Courtnier, Chief

Construction Services Section,
(916) 375-4842--Fax (916)375-4828
bob.courtnier@dgs.ca.gov

From: BioMaxEnv@aol.com [mailto:BioMaxEnv@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2009 12:55 PM

To: Courtnier, Bob; Moore, Mike; Martone, Jim

Subject: Re: 11th Floor Oversight

Bob,

Just a point of clarification... | am certainly happy to honor my client's wishes relative to the project
management within the BOE building and within this particular floor. However, as | stated to Mike
Moore last week relative to the proposed 11th floor change in oversight, DGS should also consider the
issue of consistency relative to the initial investigation, data collection, and assessment sampling on the
floor (as performed by BioMax) followed by the implementation of the (approved) procedures also
developed by BioMax. Hence, we are now at the point where we have the data and know the
conditions above the acoustic ceiling materials. Last Wednesday's meeting also concluded with a clear
agreement in the prudent course of action for the similar adjacent stained areas outside of the 8
containment areas which were part of BioMax's procedural assessment report.

Now a deviation with mitigation oversight, and ultimately the post mitigation clearance evaluation to
another consultant (LCD) while relying on BioMax's data, following BioMax's procedures, and the
resultant prescribed scope of work is certainly a deviation from common practices relative to these
matters. However, if this is what DGS wishes, then | will honor this request.

Also, for the same stated reasons, | would be professionally uncomfortable in performing the mitigation
oversight and implementation of procedures prepared by another consultant (LCD) relative to any other
floor where BioMax did not perform the preliminary assessment nor develop the site procedures based
on such findings. | could certainly perform such actions if requested, however, but would have to
include a disclaimer relative to my oversight services wherein | would be relying on the observations,
technical accuracy, conclusions, and recommendations provided by another consultant's actions,
sampling data, and evaluation. Once again, | believe that this would be inconsistent with standard
practices relative to a mitigative action and would have to be clearly noted as formal limitations within
any summary reporting documents. | could only imagine that LCD would also have to include similar
limitations verbiage to any oversight and clearance activities and reporting documents that they would
be preparing relative to the 11th floor mitigation if they are taking over the active oversite management
while relying on BioMax's original data, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

As always, perception relative to these types of changing mid-stream in a mitigative action is also a
matter to consider and is best answered by your legal counsel. Please provide me with direction in this
matter at your convenience.

Regards,

1/12/2010
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Michael A. Polkabla, CIH, REA
Vice President, Principal
BioMax Environmental, LLC
(510) 724-3100
www.biomaxenvironmental.com

In a message dated 7/13/2009 7:53:09 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time, Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov writes:

As stated in the meeting, because of the expansion of the scope of work on the 11 floor, our
desire to maintain the schedule for the other floors, and your other commitments not allowing
you to be on site when work is occurring, it was determined that LCD should take the
oversight responsibilities for that floor.

Bob Courtnier, Chief

An Excellent Credit Score is 750. See Yours in Just 2 Easy Steps!

1/12/2010
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Andrea Steinbach

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2009 10:57 AM
To: Chris Corpuz

Subject: Foster Mold Resistant Products
Chris:

Based on a phone conversation with Chad from the Foster Technical Service department, both products, the 40-25 and
40-50, can be applied to fire-proofing. He recommended the 40-25 product as probably being best for FP. He said that the
40-51 might also work on FP but all others are not suitable based on their weights. They do have a full line of anti-mold
products (see below).

The mold products are not penetrating. They do have penetrating coats for asbestos applications but they are not mold
resistant etc.

If you want to read more about the 2 products look at the following links. They have links to their MSDS and PDS.

Foster’s Full Defense 40-25:
http://www.fosterproducts.com/default.aspx?PagelD=details&pid=267

Foster’s 40-50 Mold Resistant Coating:
http://www.fosterproducts.com/default.aspx?PagelD=details&pid=238

Here is a listing of all of Foster’'s mold products (in case you don’t know them):

Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25)

Foster® Full Defense™ is an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water based coating that is formulated for long term
fungicidal activity. Its high coverage, breathable coating makes it the ideal product for residential and commercial mold
remediation projects. Meets LEED EQ 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials, Paints and Coatings.

Learn More

Foster® 40-50™ Mold Resistant Coating

Foster® 40-50™ Mold Resistant Coating is the highest quality, low viscosity mold resistant coating on the market today. It
also provides ideal protection of its surface in areas prone to mold growth.

details

Foster® 40-51™ Mold Resistant Clear Coat
Foster® 40-51™ Mold Resistant Clear Coat provides a clear, hard, water resistant finish, while remaining flexible and
crack resistant. Specially formulated with EPA registered antimicrobial agents; the coating is designed for long-term
protection from mold, mildew, and odor causing bacteria growth on its surface.
details

Foster® Clear Defense™ 40-55 Mold Resistant Clear Coating
Foster® Clear Defense™ 40-55 is a multi-purpose clear coating specifically designed to protect and maintain the
aesthetics of residential, commercial and industrial surfaces. Formulated with EPA registered additives, Clear Defense
provides long-term resistance to the growth of algae, mold, mildew and other fungus on the coatings surface.
details

Hope that answered your questions.
| didn't find the WDA tables for the additional work but did see some maps. | will look into them now.
Ciao, Andrea

Andrea Steinbach
Research Associate
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Moore, Mike [Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 10:05 AM

To: Chris Corpuz

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Ted Ice; Steve Davis
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Thank you Chris,

Obviously the 41 and gm floors are the priority. 1t would be helpful to know if a problem exists
on another floor sooner than latter.

Mike

From: Chris Corpuz [mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 10:02 AM

To: Moore, Mike

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Ted Ice; Steve Davis
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Mike:

4th 5th

We will prioritize our review by starting with the and floors; we’ll have that done
by Monday. We will get the other floors reviewed as soon as we can, but there are

supposedly several hundred (if not thousands of photos) to review on 11 CD-ROMs; so
it may be over the next several weeks that we complete a review of the whole building.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work
product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from
your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other
applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Moore, Mike [mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 9:23 AM

To: Chris Corpuz

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Ted Ice

1/12/2010


mailto:mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov
http:www.lacroixdavis.com
mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
mailto:mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

Page 2 of 4

Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs
Thank you Chris,

The decision to include Dan in DGS-BOE meetings is a call to be made by Bob and/or Jim (thank you

for the suggestion). Hopefully, we can get the results of your photo review for the 41 floor by Monday
afternoon? While you’re viewing the photos, it would be good to know if any floors come up with
suspected areas.

Thanks,

Mike

From: Chris Corpuz [mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2009 8:41 AM

To: Moore, Mike

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Ted Ice
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Mike:

Jill will probably relate to you Dan Rios’ sentiments regarding whether or not BOE has received
copies of the M-C final report and photos in the past. | told Dan he should consider attending
more of the DGS-BOE counseling sessions.

In any case, Jill called me this morning and indicated that Legal Services has come up with a
copy of the eleven (11) M-C photo CDs; and that they were being sent out to our Lafayette

office overnight. | will review any photos related to the fourth (4th) floor and send you a
summary of any findings, as soon as possible.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix
Davis

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Moore, Mike [mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2009 9:05 AM

1/12/2010


mailto:mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov
http:www.lacroixdavis.com
mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
mailto:mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

Page 30f 4

To: Paul, Vince
Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Yount, Charlene; Chris Corpuz
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Thank you Vince. No amendment to the minutes should be needed, except to document today (under
Old Business) that you looked and do not have the requested files on record. We are looking into
accessing our document held with Legal Services.

Mike

From: Paul, Vince [mailto:Vince.Paul@boe.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2009 4:56 PM

To: Moore, Mike

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Yount, Charlene; ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Mike,

Unfortunately, BOE did not get the final McGinnis-Chen report. | reviewed all records we have on file and the final
report was not sent to BOE. We can discuss tomorrow on how to amend the minutes.

Vince

From: Moore, Mike [mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2009 4:27 PM

To: Paul, Vince; ccorpuz@Iacroixdavis.com

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Yount, Charlene
Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Vince,

We discussed this last week and it was stated that you (with all your spare time — yeah right) would
work with Chris to obtain the photos from your files — it’s in the minutes. Sounds like you do not have
the report? | guess we’ll discuss tomorrow.

Mike

From: Paul, Vince [mailto:Vince.Paul@boe.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2009 4:07 PM

To: Moore, Mike; ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; Yount, Charlene
Subject: Re: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Mike and Chris. BOE did not receive the mentioned report with the photographs. Dave Edwards should have the
report. We can discuss this at our meeting tomorrow. Vincew

Sent via BlackBerry

Vince Paul

State Board of Equalization
Cell (916) 825-8905

Desk (916) 445-1148
Vince.Paul@boe.ca.gov

1/12/2010
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From: Moore, Mike <Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov>

To: Chris Corpuz <ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com>; Paul, Vince

Cc: Courtnier, Bob <Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov>; Sommerville, Jill <Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov>
Sent: Tue Jul 21 15:47:51 2009

Subject: RE: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Chris,

As discussed last week, you were to get together with Vince Paul to access what photographs they have
(since our files are tied up in Legal Services).

Mike

From: Chris Corpuz [mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2009 3:45 PM

To: Moore, Mike

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill

Subject: McGinnis-Chen Photographs

Importance: High

Mike:

Last week | indicated that LCD does NOT have a full set of the McGinnis-Chen Spandrel Wall
Photographs. We have some photographs but they are limited to the work that LCD
specifically observed while on site. Is there a way LCD can get a full set of the photographs?
Ken Hsi from HTI called me today to remind me about DGS’ commitment to review the M-C
photographs as the basis for foregoing extensive destructive testing of the perimeter walls. If
there is a set of the photo CD-ROMs floating around DGS, | can make a copy while | am at the
DGS building tomorrow.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

1/12/2010
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov; Jill. Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Hoy, Mary
Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol
Importance: High
Mr. Moore:

As a LCD Project CIH for the BOE mold remediation activities, this is to notify you of a
recommended product change in accordance with Paragraph 4 of Section Method B

Sealant/Encapsulant of the approved 11" Floor Remediation Protocol, June 11, 2009,
developed by BioMax Environmental.

4. Sealant/encapsulant treatment activity:

The application of a sealant/encapsulate coating shall be performed by the
mitigation contractor in accordance with product manufacturers’ use

guidelines. It is currently antificipated that the use of Foster 40-50 Mold
Resistant Coating Material (a “colored” non-translucent sealant product) will be
utilized for these purposes. Any substitution of these selected products shall
be made based on product performance criteria as well as a demonstrated low-
odor and emission formula. Any product selection decision shall also be
reviewed by the project CIH as applicable.

LCD discussions with the manufacturer indicate that Foster® Full Defense™ 40-25 is
the most appropriate product for use as a biocidal coating on fire-proofing and
therefore recommends the use of this product in lieu of the initially proposed Foster 40-
50 Mold Resistant Coating Material.

Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25)

Foster® Full Defense™ is an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water
based coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal activity. Its high
coverage, breathable coating makes it the ideal product for residential and
commercial mold remediation projects. Meets LEED EQ 4.2 Low-Emitting
Materials, Paints and Coatings.

Please call with any questions or comments you may have regarding this
recommendation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

1/12/2010



Page 2 of 2

||| LaCroix
Davis:

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

1/12/2010
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 1:29 PM

To: Moore, Mike; Wes Frey

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; JISheehan@jls-inc.com; gsheehan@jls-inc.com;
BioMaxEnv@aol.com; khsi@hygienetech.com; Ted Ice; Ted Ice; Hoy, Mary

Subject: RE: 11th Floor Northern, Southern, and Eastern Quadrants

Attachments: Project-566703_2372.02-572.pdf

Mike:

LCD supplements HTI's findings with similar results for the air clearance samples in
these areas. LCD recommends allowing the project team to proceed with the next
phase of tasks for this area.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work
product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from
your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other
applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Moore, Mike [mailto:Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 1:22 PM

To: Wes Frey; Chris Corpuz

Cc: Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; JSheehan@jls-inc.com; gsheehan@jls-inc.com;
BioMaxEnv@aol.com; khsi@hygienetech.com; Ted Ice; Ted Ice; Hoy, Mary
Subject: RE: 11th Floor Northern, Southern, and Eastern Quadrants

Excellent! Great news, we will begin reinstalling finishes at these locations immediately.

Mike Moore, PD Il

From: wfrey1132@gmail.com [mailto:wfrey1132@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Wes Frey

Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 1:21 PM

To: ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

Cc: Moore, Mike; Courtnier, Bob; Sommerville, Jill; JSheehan@jls-inc.com; gsheehan@jls-inc.com;
BioMaxEnv@aol.com; khsi@hygienetech.com; tice@lacroixdavis.com

1/12/2010
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Subject: 11th Floor Northern, Southern, and Eastern Quadrants

Hello All,

We have received results from the clearances performed on the 11th Floor in the southern, eastern,
and northern quadrants and the data has met our clearance criteria.

Regards,

Wes Frey

Regional Manager

Hygiene Technologies International, Inc.

(916) 760-8611

Fax (916) 669-8650
*hkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkikhkhkikikikikikk
This communication, including any attachments may contain privileged or confidential information
for specific individuals and is protected by law. You are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying or distribution of this communication, or the taking of any action based on it is strictly
prohibited. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information
could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed,arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The
sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message,
which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. Thank you.

AEAKAAKRAEAKRAAXRAAXRAAXRAARAAAAIAAAAAAAAAAAAArAAArAAArAAAhAAhdrAdrdhdrhhrdhhrhhrhirihiiiiik

1/12/2010
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From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2009 5:24 PM

To: Chris Corpuz; 'Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov'; 'Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov’,
Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov'; Wes Frey; Charlene.Yount@boe.ca.gov; Houser, Liz; Paul, Vince;
khsi@hygienetech.com

Cc: 'Martone, Jim'; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: RE: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Importance: High
Dear Kenny and Wes (HTI):

Thank you for taking time this morning to meet with LaCroix Davis (LCD) to discuss the
application of Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25) an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting,
water-based coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal activity; on the remaining

water-stained fire proofing on the 11" floor of the Board of Equalization Building located at
450 N Street, Sacramento, California.

In our discussion HTI and LCD agreed that:

e The project-specified application of Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25) is NOT to fully
“encapsulate” the water—stained fire-proofing as described in the manufacturer’s
guidelines; therefore JLS Environmental (JLS) is neither expected nor required to install

an “encapsulating system” to the remaining water- stained fire-proofing on the 11th
Floor.

e JLS is expected to apply a uniform coating of Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25) to areas of
water-stained fire proofing (by airless sprayer) for the purpose of:
o Providing a coat of an EPA-approved fungicidal to minimize the probability of mold
growth in the event of future exposure(s) to moisture
o Marking previously water-stained areas of fire-proofing with a “color indicator” to
assist building personnel in the ongoing operations and maintenance of the
building. In the future, when building personnel encounter areas of “color-marked”
fire proofing that has been exposed to moisture/water, special steps can then be
implemented to properly monitor and manage this material.

Please let me know if this communication does not accurately summarize our general

discussion and understanding of this issue.
Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210

Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

*

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com

file:/\\hera\Public\Clients\Active Projects - Lafayette\2372.02-572, DGS, BOE Technical ... 1/12/2010
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This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov; Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Hoy, Mary
Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol
Importance: High

Mr. Moore:

As a LCD Project CIH for the BOE mold remediation activities, this is to notify you of a
recommended product change in accordance with Paragraph 4 of Section Method B

Sealant/Encapsulant of the approved 11" Floor Remediation Protocol, June 11, 2009,
developed by BioMax Environmental.

4. Sealant/encapsulant treatment activity:

The application of a sealant/encapsulate coating shall be performed by the mitigation
contractor in accordance with product manufacturers’ use guidelines. It is currently
antificipated that the use of Foster 40-50 Mold Resistant Coating Material (a “colored”
non-translucent sealant product) will be utilized for these purposes. Any substitution
of these selected products shall be made based on product performance criteria as
well as a demonstrated low-odor and emission formula. Any product selection
decision shall also be reviewed by the project CIH as applicable.

LCD discussions with the manufacturer indicate that Foster® Full Defense™ 40-25 is the
most appropriate product for use as a biocidal coating on fire-proofing and therefore

recommends the use of this product in lieu of the initially proposed Foster 40-50 Mold
Resistant Coating Material.

Foster® Full Defense™ (40-25)

Foster® Full Defense™ is an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water based
coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal activity. Its high coverage,
breathable coating makes it the ideal product for residential and commercial mold
remediation projects. Meets LEED EQ 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials, Paints and
Coatings.

Please call with any questions or comments you may have regarding this recommendation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone
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This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2009 9:07 AM

To: 'Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.goVv'; 'Jill. Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov'; 'Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov'
Cc: '‘Martone, Jim'; Steve Davis; Ben Heckman

Subject: FW: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Good morning Bob:

As you can see below, LCD and HTI met on Thursday morning to discuss the issue of
encapsulation. Both parties have reached an agreement on the purpose for applying

the Foster 40-25™- Please let me know if there is any additional documentation needed to
allow JLS to proceed without further delay or reservation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix
Davis

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work
product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from
your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other
applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Wes Frey [mailto:wfrey@mail.hygienetech.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2009 9:02 AM

To: Chris Corpuz; Chris Corpuz; Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov;
Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Wes Frey; Charlene.Yount@boe.ca.gov; Houser, Liz; Paul, Vince;
khsi@hygienetech.com

Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Hi Chris,
Yes everything below looks fine.

Wes Frey

Regional Manager

Hygiene Technologies International, Inc.
(916) 760-8611

Fax (866) 496-5025

1/12/2010
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KEAAKAAKRAAKAAAAAAAAAAAAAIAAAIAAAAAAIAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAArAAAhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhiihiiiiiiik

This communication, including any attachments may contain privileged or confidential information for
specific individuals and is protected by law. You are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying or
distribution of this communication, or the taking of any action based on it is strictly prohibited. E-mail
transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted,
corrupted, lost, destroyed,arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not
accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of e-
mail transmission. Thank you.
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From: "Chris Corpuz" <ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com>

Sent 8/6/2009 8:24:17 PM

To: "Chris Corpuz" <ccorpuz@Iacroixdavis.com>, Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov,
Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov, Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov, "Wes Frey" <wfrey@hygienetech.com>,
Charlene.Yount@boe.ca.gov, "Houser, Liz" <Liz.Houser@boe.ca.gov>, "Paul, Vince"
<Vince.Paul@boe.ca.gov>, khsi@hygienetech.com

Cc: "Martone, Jim" <Jim.Martone@dgs.ca.gov>, "Steve Davis" <sdavis@lacroixdavis.com>, "Ted Ice"
<tice@lacroixdavis.com>, "Ben Heckman" <bheckman@Iacroixdavis.com>

Subject: RE: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Dear Kenny and Wes (HTI):

Thank you for taking time this morning to meet with LaCroix Davis (LCD) to discuss the
application of Foster? Full Defense? (40-25) an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water-
based coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal activity; on the remaining water-

stained fire proofing on the 11" fioor of the Board of Equalization Building located at 450 N
Street, Sacramento, California.

In our discussion HTI and LCD agreed that:

e The project-specified application of Foster? Full Defense? (40-25) is NOT to fully ?
encapsulate? the water?stained fire-proofing as described in the manufacturer?s
guidelines; therefore JLS Environmental (JLS) is neither expected nor required to install

an ?encapsulating system? to the remaining water- stained fire-proofing on the 11t
Floor.

e JLS is expected to apply a uniform coating of Foster? Full Defense? (40-25) to areas of
water-stained fire proofing (by airless sprayer) for the purpose of:

o Providing a coat of an EPA-approved fungicidal to minimize the probability of mold
growth in the event of future exposure(s) to moisture

o Marking previously water-stained areas of fire-proofing with a ?color indicator? to
assist building personnel in the ongoing operations and maintenance of the
building. In the future, when building personnel encounter areas of ?color-
marked? fire proofing that has been exposed to moisture/water, special steps can
then be implemented to properly monitor and manage this material.
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Please let me know if this communication does not accurately summarize our general

discussion and understanding of this issue.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix
Davis

510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender
at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov; Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Hoy, Mary
Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol
Importance: High

Mr. Moore:

As a LCD Project CIH for the BOE mold remediation activities, this is to notify you of a
recommended product change in accordance with Paragraph 4 of Section Method B
Sealant/Encapsulant of the approved 11" Floor Remediation Protocol, June 11, 2009,
developed by BioMax Environmental.

4. Sealant/encapsulant treatment activity:

The application of a sealant/encapsulate coating shall be performed by the mitigation
contractor in accordance with product manufacturers? use guidelines. Itis currently
antificipated that the use of Foster 40-50 Mold Resistant Coating Material (a ?
colored? non-translucent sealant product) will be utilized for these purposes. Any
substitution of these selected products shall be made based on product performance
criteria as well as a demonstrated low-odor and emission formula. Any product
selection decision shall also be reviewed by the project CIH as applicable.

LCD discussions with the manufacturer indicate that Foster? Full Defense? 40-25 is the
most appropriate product for use as a biocidal coating on fire-proofing and therefore
recommends the use of this product in lieu of the initially proposed Foster 40-50 Mold
Resistant Coating Material.

Foster? Full Defense? (40-25)
Foster? Full Defense? is an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water based
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coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal activity. Its high coverage,
breathable coating makes it the ideal product for residential and commercial mold
remediation projects. Meets LEED EQ 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials, Paints and
Coatings.

Please call with any questions or comments you may have regarding this recommendation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“l LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged, attorney work product or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender at
either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named
recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Courtnier, Bob [Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2009 9:16 AM

To: Chris Corpuz; Moore, Mike; Sommerville, Jill

Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ben Heckman

Subject: Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol
Thanks Chris. A supplemental protocol might have to follow given the position of one of the parties.

Bob

————— Original Message-----

From: Chris Corpuz <ccorpuz@Iacroixdavis.com>

To: Moore, Mike; Sommerville, Jill; Courtnier, Bob

CC: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis <sdavis@lacroixdavis.com>; Ben Heckman <bheckman@Iacroixdavis.com>
Sent: Mon Aug 10 09:06:36 2009

Subject: FW: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Good morning Bob:

As you can see below, LCD and HTI met on Thursday morning to discuss the issue of encapsulation. Both parties
have reached an agreement on the purpose for applying the Foster 40-25TM. Please let me know if there is any
additional documentation needed to allow JLS to proceed without further delay or reservation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

510.701.4729 mobile

925.299.1185 fax

ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com

www.lacroixdavis.com <http://www.lacroixdavis.com/>

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is
privileged, attorney work product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient(s), you are notified that the dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If
you receive this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail
address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the
named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Wes Frey [mailto:wfrey@mail.hygienetech.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2009 9:02 AM

To: Chris Corpuz; Chris Corpuz; Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov;
Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Wes Frey; Charlene.Yount@boe.ca.gov; Houser, Liz; Paul, Vince;
khsi@hygienetech.com

Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

1/12/2010
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Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol Page 2 of 4

Hi Chris,
Yes everything below looks fine.

Wes Frey

Regional Manager

Hygiene Technologies International, Inc.

(916) 760-8611

Fax (866) 496-5025

*khhkkkhkhkkhkhkkkhkhkhhhkkhhkkkhkhkhhhkkhhkhkhkhkkhhhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhhhkhhkhkhkhkhhhhkhkhhhkhhkhhhhkhhhhkhkhhkhhhkihikiikik

This communication, including any attachments may contain privileged or confidential information for specific individuals
and is protected by law. You are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying or distribution of this communication, or the
taking of any action based on it is strictly prohibited. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as
information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed,arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore
does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of e-mail
transmission. Thank you.

R s S o S S S o S S S S R R R R e e

————— Original Message-----

From: "Chris Corpuz" <ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com>

Sent 8/6/2009 8:24:17 PM

To: "Chris Corpuz" <ccorpuz@Iacroixdavis.com>, Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov, Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov,
Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov, "Wes Frey" <wfrey@hygienetech.com>, Charlene.Yount@boe.ca.gov, "Houser, Liz"
<Liz.Houser@boe.ca.gov>, "Paul, Vince" <Vince.Paul@boe.ca.gov>, khsi@hygienetech.com

Cc: "Martone, Jim" <Jim.Martone@dgs.ca.gov>, "Steve Davis" <sdavis@Ilacroixdavis.com>, "Ted Ice"
<tice@lacroixdavis.com>, "Ben Heckman" <bheckman@lacroixdavis.com>

Subject: RE: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol

Dear Kenny and Wes (HTI):

Thank you for taking time this morning to meet with LaCroix Davis (LCD) to discuss the application of Foster? Full
Defense? (40-25) an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water-based coating that is formulated for long term fungicidal
activity; on the remaining water-stained fire proofing on the 11th floor of the Board of Equalization Building located at 450
N Street, Sacramento, California.

In our discussion HT1 and LCD agreed that:

*  The project-specified application of Foster? Full Defense? (40-25) is NOT to fully ?encapsulate? the water?stained fire-
proofing as described in the manufacturer?s guidelines; therefore JLS Environmental (JLS) is neither expected nor required
to install an ?encapsulating system? to the remaining water- stained fire-proofing on the 11th Floor.

*  JLSis expected to apply a uniform coating of Foster? Full Defense? (40-25) to areas of water-stained fire proofing (by
airless sprayer) for the purpose of;:

*  Providing a coat of an EPA-approved fungicidal to minimize the probability of mold growth in the event of future
exposure(s) to moisture

*  Marking previously water-stained areas of fire-proofing with a ?color indicator? to assist building personnel in the
ongoing operations and maintenance of the building. In the future, when building personnel encounter areas of ?color-
marked? fire proofing that has been exposed to moisture/water, special steps can then be implemented to properly monitor
and manage this material.
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Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol Page 30f 4

Please let me know if this communication does not accurately summarize our general discussion and understanding of this
issue.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

510.701.4729 mobile

925.299.1185 fax

ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com

www.lacroixdavis.com <http://www.lacroixdavis.com/>

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged,
attorney work product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are
notified that the dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in
error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and
delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-
client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov; Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov; Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov; Hoy, Mary
Cc: Martone, Jim; Steve Davis; Ted Ice; Ben Heckman

Subject: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol
Importance: High

Mr. Moore:

As a LCD Project CIH for the BOE mold remediation activities, this is to notify you of a recommended product change in
accordance with Paragraph 4 of Section Method B Sealant/Encapsulant of the approved 11th Floor Remediation Protocol,
June 11, 2009, developed by BioMax Environmental.

4.  Sealant/encapsulant treatment activity:

The application of a sealant/encapsulate coating shall be performed by the mitigation contractor in accordance with product
manufacturers? use guidelines. It is currently antificipated that the use of Foster 40-50 Mold Resistant Coating Material (a ?
colored? non-translucent sealant product) will be utilized for these purposes. Any substitution of these selected products
shall be made based on product performance criteria as well as a demonstrated low-odor and emission formula. Any product
selection decision shall also be reviewed by the project CIH as applicable.

LCD discussions with the manufacturer indicate that Foster? Full Defense? 40-25 is the most appropriate product for use as a
biocidal coating on fire-proofing and therefore recommends the use of this product in lieu of the initially proposed Foster 40-
50 Mold Resistant Coating Material.
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Re: 2372.02-572 DGS, BOE - June 11, 2009 - BioMax 11th Floor Remediation Protocol Page 4 of 4

Foster? Full Defense? (40-25)

Foster? Full Defense? is an EPA registered, low-odor, quick setting, water based coating that is formulated for long term
fungicidal activity. Its high coverage, breathable coating makes it the ideal product for residential and commercial mold
remediation projects. Meets LEED EQ 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials, Paints and Coatings.

Please call with any questions or comments you may have regarding this recommendation.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

510.701.4729 mobile

925.299.1185 fax

ccorpuz@Ilacroixdavis.com

www.lacroixdavis.com <http://www.lacroixdavis.com/>

This message is confidential, intended only for the named recipient(s), and may contain information that is privileged,
attorney work product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are
notified that the dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in
error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and
delete this e-mail from your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-
client, work product or other applicable privilege. Thank you.
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Andrea Steinbach

From: Chris Corpuz

Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2009 9:36 AM

To: Wes Frey

Cc: Ted Ice; 'Mike.Moore@dgs.ca.gov'; 'Bob.Courtnier@dgs.ca.gov'; 'Jill.Sommerville@dgs.ca.gov';
Steve Davis; Ben Heckman

Subject: 2372.02-572 DGS BOE - 11th Floor Visual Inspection

Attachments: Project-570140_2372.02-572.pdf

Good morning Wes:

Yesterday, after completion of the 11" floor corridor “detailed cleaning” by JLS, Larry
(HTI) and I conducted the visual inspection of the containment for that area. The
containment area met our visual criteria for cleanliness; but in two areas on the south
corridor walls (above the t-bar ceiling) Larry and | noticed two areas of water staining
that appeared “suspect” to us. | collected a tape lift sample from one of the surfaces
and a bulk sample of water-stained joint tape from the other “suspect” area.

Results of the two samples have been received and both are clear of any mold growth.
See attached lab report. Once the minimum air “scrub” requirement has been met (I
am estimating sometime this afternoon) LCD and HTI should be able to proceed with
performing their respective “clearance tests”.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
www.lacroixdavis.com
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product or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are notified that the
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the e-mail address or telephone number above and delete this e-mail from
your computer. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney-client, work product or other
applicable privilege. Thank you.
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Andrea Steinbach

From: wes [wfrey@hygienetech.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 4:31 PM

To: Chris Corpuz; 'Greg Sheehan'; 'Moore, Mike'; 'Paul, Vince'; "Yount, Charlene'
Cc: Ted Ice; 'Kenny Hsi'; Isandhu@hygienetech.com

Subject: RE: Clearance - Floor 11 Women's Restroom

HygieneTech has also received our data from the 11™ Floor Women’s Restroom Clearance, and all data
meet our clearance criteria.

Regards,

Wes Frey

Regional Manager

Hygiene Technologies International, Inc.

(916) 760-8611

Fax (866) 496-5025

KA I I I I I I A A A A A A A AR A A A AR A A A A A A A A A A A A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAX
This communication, including any attachments may contain privileged or confidential
information for specific individuals and is protected by law. You are hereby notified that any
disclosure, copying or distribution of this communication, or the taking of any action based on it
is strictly prohibited. E-mail transmission cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as
information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed,arrive late or incomplete, or contain
viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents
of this message, which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. Thank you.

KEAEKKAEKAAEIAKAAEAKAIAEAAAEAAIAEIAAXAEAAXAEAXAAAAXAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAIAAAIAAAIAAAIAAAITAAIAAAAAAAAhhiikik

From: Chris Corpuz [mailto:ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 4:29 PM

To: Greg Sheehan; Moore, Mike

Cc: Ted Ice; wes

Subject: Clearance - Floor 11 Women's Restroom

Mike:

LCD has received the lab report for the clearance sampling in the Floor 11 Women'’s
Restroom containment; and all results and conditions meet our clearance criteria.

Chris Corpuz MS CIH

Western Regional Manager

LaCroix Davis LLC

3685 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 210
Lafayette, CA 94549

925.299.1140 phone

“" LaCroix

Davis
510.701.4729 mobile
925.299.1185 fax
ccorpuz@lacroixdavis.com
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