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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

August 8, 2007

Mr. Monty Upshaw Alameda, GA 94502-6577
Fidelity Roof Company (510) 516727;;09335
1075 40" St. FAX {510) 437

Oakland, CA, 94608
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000186 & Global ID T0600102117, Fidelity Roof
Company, 1075 40" St., Oakland, CA, 94608 ‘

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the files for the
subject site including the June 7, 2007 Workplan Addendum 1075 40" Street, Oakland,
CA 94608 prepared by Gribi Associates. This addendum responds to ACEH's May 23,
2007 comment letter of the original April 2, 2007 Gribi Associates work plan.  Although
we concurred with approach of your work plan, limited over-excavation and ozone
injection, we had additional technical comments for you to address prior to performing
the proposed work. We approve of the revised work plan addendum with the following
conditions. In addition, please submit the technical reports requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Proposed Limits of Excavation- Based upon the soil concentration maps for TPH and
benzene impact provided the proposed lateral and vertical excavation would be
expected to remove soil contamination above commercial ESLs and is approved.

2. Extent of Contamination Within Former Tank Pit Excavation- We understand that
further excavation of the former tank pit excavation is not recommended at this time.
ACEH requested additional vertical delineation of contamination be investigated
within the former tank excavation. Your work plan proposes four borings, B-1
through B-4 within this area. The borings will be advanced to at least 25’ or as
necessary to define the vertical extent of contamination. Soil and two grab
groundwater samples will be sampled from each borehole. Please analyze each of
these samples for TPHd, TPHg, BTEX, oxygenates and lead scavengers. Based
upon your soil and groundwater results, you should include either a conclusion or
recommendation for further action in this area.

3. Excavation Sampling- The proposed soillsampling of the excavation and soil for
potential reuse is approved, being consistent with the SFRWQCB October 20, 2006
Draft for Reuse of Petroleum Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil.

4. Ozone Injection- ACEH's questions regarding the proposed ozone injection
remediation system have been adequately addressed.

5. Weli Decommissioning- Your proposal to decommission wells MW-3, AS-1, DP-3,
DP-4, DP-5 and DP-6 to facilitate your excavation is approved. Replacement wells
will be required to monitor the effects of the proposed excavation in the future.
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TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

We understand that the proposed work is subject to the Cleanup Fund approval and
must be implemented in stages. Please initiate semi-annual monitoring until remediation
is completed, then reinstitute quarterly sampling. Your reports must include current
status of remediation and a schedule for its completion. Please submit the following
requested technical reports according to the following schedule:

» September 10, 2007- 2™ 2007 Semi-annual Monitoring Report
« January 10, 2008- 1% 2008 Semi-annual Monitoring Report

These reports are being requested pursuant to California Health and Safety Code
Section 25296.10. 23 CCR Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2728 outline
the responsibilities of a responsible party in response to an unauthorized release from a
petroleum UST system, and require your compliance with this request.

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight
Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the
county’s ftp site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic
copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,
regutatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Please do not submit reports
as attachments to electronic mail. Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site
is an addition to existing requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission of reports
to the Geotracker website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the
Alameda County ftp site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that
require electronic submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For
several years, responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks
(USTs) have been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of
monitor wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning
July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reporfs was
required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website,
(http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic reporting) for more information on these
requirements). In order to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you
provide up to date electronic mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties.
Please provide current electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to
electronic mail addresses by sending an electronic mail message to me at
barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "l declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is frue and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
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requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result
in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state's Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are oceurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other
appropriate agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each
day of viclation.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

Bamhan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Jim Gribi, Gribi Associates, 1090 Adams St., Suite K, Benicia, CA 94510
Messrs. Walter Bahm and Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB, 1001 | St., P.O. Box 944212,
Sacramento, CA 94244
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May 23, 2007
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Mr. Monty Upshaw Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Fidelity Roof Company (5A1 )((J) 5167-67(?709335
1075 40" St. FAX (510) 337-

Oakland, CA, 94608
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000186 & Global ID T0600102117, Fidelity Roof
Company, 1075 40™ St., Oakland, CA, 94608

subject site including the April 2, 2007 Workplan to Conduct Site Remediation Activities
prepared by Gribi Associates. We are aware that you have changed consultants and
that this new proposal supercedes the prior work plan prepared by AEI Consultants.
The intention of the work plan is to provide a more aggressive attempt to remediate and
obtain closure for the site. The work plan proposes selective soil excavation and ozone
injection to address the petroleum and MTBE releases, respectively, which appear to
have originated from different locations ie from the pump islands and from the former
USTs. Although we concur with approach of your work plan, we have the following
observations/technical comments we request you address prior to performing the
proposed wark.

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the files for the
i
|

TECHNICAL. COMMENTS

1. Proposed Limits of Excavation- The resuits of the prior air sparge/vacuum extraction
test unlike what might have been predicted from borings, did not indicate it would be
effective for remediation of the site. Because of the presence of clay and sandy clay
sediments, it appears that vapor extraction is not likely an effective or predictable
approach, Because of this, Gribi Associates recommends selective excavation and
ozone sparging. The ozone sparging targets the MTBE plume, which migrated
northwesterly and the excavation targets the free product in MW3, west of the former
pump island. The proposed excavation of approximately 25'x50°x12’ is northwest of
the pump island. At this time, we do not believe the extent of contamination is
“characterized sufficiently to determine the limits of excavation. The tank cavity was
excavated to 7.5 bgs and the subsequent excavation was excavated to 9.0 bgs.
The work plan presumes that contamination exists in the smear zone from 8-12’ bgs.
We believe it is likely that contamination exists in the smear zone beneath the prior
excavated areas, as well. Therefore, we request that you prepare figures indicating
the residual concentrations of the contaminants of concern (COCY) in soil and then
propose borings to fill any data gaps in areas which are likely impacted ie former
tank pit, pump islands, former excavated areas, near free product, etc. Please
provide your figure for residual concentrations and your locations for borings as
requested below. We recommend both soil and groundwater samples be collected
from the borings and that the vertical extent of contamination be defined. These
sample results should be used to determine the extent of excavation and the impacts
to groundwater.
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2. Excavation Sampling- After the limits of contamination have been defined, sidewall
soil samples from the bottom of the excavation every 20" are proposed. Please also
collect floor samples, one for every 250 square feet of excavation. In the excavation
proposal, soil from approximately 8-12’ is presumed clean and will be segregated for
reuse. Please insure that any soil pile proposed for reuse is characterized and used
according to the Water Board, October 20, 2006 Draft, Characterization and Reuse
of Petroleum Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil as Inert Waste.

3. Ozone Injection- The work plan also proposes the installation of five 25’ deep ozone
injection wells (although four wells was mentioned in the proposal). One soil sample
is proposed for analysis from each well. We understand that the number of wells is
based upon your consultant's experience with this technolegy at similar sites. Prior
to performing this work please provide expianation for the following:

s How was the injection depth selected?

e s there a need for injection at multiple depths?

+ How do you determine the completeness of chemical oxidation?
« How will you insure that petroleum vapors are not migrating?

» How will you verify the radius of influence of the ozone?

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit the following requested technical reports according to the following
schedule:

e June 23, 2007- Figures of Residual Contamination & Boring Locations for
Contaminant Delineation.
* June 23, 2007- Explanation of Ozone Treatment Questions.

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight
Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the

county's fip site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic
copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,
regulatory review, and compliancefenforcement activities. Please do not submit reports
as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition to existing
requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission of reports to the Geotracker
website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp
site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years,
responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have
been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitor
“wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1,
2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy. of all necessary reports was required in
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Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on
these requirements (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic _reporting). in order
to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you provide up to date electronic
mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties. Please provide current
electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to electronic mail addresses by
sending an electronic mail message to me at barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "l declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a-
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND
Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result

in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund {Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other
approptiate agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each -
day of violation.
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If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Jim Gribi, Gribi Associates, 1090 Adams St., Swte K, Benicia, CA 94510
Messrs. Walter Bahm and Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB, 1001 | St., P.O. Box 944212,
Sacramento, CA 94244
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February 5, 2007 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Mr. Monty Upshaw Alameda, CA 94502-6577
y P (510) 567-6700

Fidelity Roof Company FAX (510) 337-0335
1075 40™ St.
Oakland, CA, 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000188, Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40" st.,
QOakland, CA, 94608

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the January 30, 2007
Monitoring Well installation and Groundwater Monitoring Report 1% Quarter, 2007 for the
subject site prepared by AEI Consultants. The intention of the investigation was to
complete the delineation of the petroleum and MTBE plumes before implementing the
approved air sparge/bioventing remediation system. We approve the recommendation
to install a passive LNAPL removal system into MW-3, which has historically reported
variable thickness of free product. The presence of free product would be expected to
have a detrimental affect on the proposed remediation system. We also concur with
submittal of the scope of work and specifications for the remediation system. In this
submittal you should include your proposal for cleanup goals and the sampling of
biologic activity parameters from specific wells. We have the following
observations/technical comments to the submitted report.

| _ TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. The depth to groundwater in MW-5 was unexpectedly deeper than all other wells.
Minimally, this well should not be incorporated into your gradient calculation and its
sampling results should be determined if they are representative and comparable to

" the other wells sampling results.

2. There appears to be two areas/sources of releases, one near MW-3 and one near
MW-2, which consists of predominantly MTBE. This observation should be
incorporated into your remediation proposal.

|
‘ TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit the following requested technical report.

¢ March 6, 2007- Work Plan for free product system
« March 6, 2007- Report Detailing Specifics of Remediation System and Cleanup
Goals and Sampling for Bioactivity Parameters

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight
Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the
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county's ftp site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic
copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,
regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Please do not submit reports
as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition to existing
requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission. of reports to the Geotracker
website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp
site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittai of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years,
responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have
been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitor
wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1,
2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was required in
Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on
these requirements (http://www.swrch.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic_reporting). In order
to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you provide up to date electronic
mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties. Please provide current
electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to electronic mail addresses by
sending an electronic mail message to me at barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "l declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may resuit
in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.
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AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board -or other
appropriate agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penaities of up to $10,000 per day for each
day of violation.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

j{p}'{/ou%.. (AN CZIV;L-\_,

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Richard Bradford, AEI Consultants, 2500 Camino Diablo, Suite 100,
Walnut Creek, CA, 94597
Messrs Walter Bahm and Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB, 1001 | St., P.O. Box 944212
© Sacramento, CA 94244

2_5_07 1075 40th St
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November 27, 2008 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510) 567-6700
Mr. Monty Upshaw FAX (510) 337-9335

Fidelity Roof Company
1075 40" St.
Oakland, CA, 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Cased W98. Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40" St.,

Qakland, CA, 94 '
Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has evaluated the August 31, 2006
Workplan for Monitoring Well Instaliation & Butane Biosparging and Bioventing by AEI
Consultants in respect to the butane bio-sparging and bioventing proposal. As you are
aware, we have already approved the monitoring well installation portion of the praposal.
Due to the lack of historical use of this technology in our County, our office and the
SWRCB Cleanup Fund do not approve the proposed remediation work plan at this time.
We recommend that air sparge/bioventing be initiated instead. The efficacy of this
remediation should be evaluated including testing for microbial growth. If microbe
population is low, we may reconsider your initial proposal.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit the following requested technical report.
s January 6, 2007- Monitoring Wells MW-5 and MW-6 Installation Report

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Qversight
Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the
county's ftp site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic
copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,
regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Please do not submit reparts
as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition’ to existing
requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission of reports to the Geotracker
website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp
site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years,
responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have
been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitor
wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1,
2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was required in
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Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on

these requirements (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic reporting). In order

to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you provide up to date electronic

mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties. Please provide current

electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to electronic mail addresses by
~ sending an electronic mail message to me at barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the -
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result
in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other

~————appropriate agency, including the County District-Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25298.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each,
day of violation.
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if you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

Ltnee M i

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Richard Bradford, AE] Consultants, 2500 Camino Diablo, Suite 100,
Walnut Creek, CA, 94597
Messrs. Walter Bahm and Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB, 1001 | St., P.O. Box 944212,
Sacramento, CA 94244

11_27_06 1075 40th 5t
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November 3, 2006 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700
Mr. Monty Upshaw FAX (510) 337-9335

Fidelity Roof Company
1075 40™ St.
Oakland, CA, 94608

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case B@Q 88, Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40" St.,

Qakland, CA, 94608y

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has recently reviewed the case file
for the subject site including the August 31, 2006 Workplan for Monitoring Well
Installation & Butane Biosparging and Bioventing by AE| Consultants. Our office
concurs with the proposal for the installation of MW-5 and MW-6 to delineate the extent
of MTBE. We are currently evaluating the butane bio-sparging and bio-venting interim
remediation proposal and are seeking comment from the SWRCB Cleanup Fund to
confirm that this method is acceptable and will be reimbursed, if approved.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit the following requested technical report.
e January 6, 2007- Monitoring Wells MW-5 and MW-6 Installation Report

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight

Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the

| county’s ftp site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic

| copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,
regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Please do not submit reports
as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition to existing
requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission of reports to the Geotracker
website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp
site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years,
responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have
been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitor
wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1,
| 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was required in
| Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on
| these requirements (http://www.swrch.ca.goviust/cleanup/electronic reporting).
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In order-to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you provide up to date
electronic mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties. Please provide
current electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to electronic mail
addresses by sending an electronic mail message to me at barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

_ The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result
in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other
appropriate agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each
day of violation.
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If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

é/wa/ MY,

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Richard Bradford, AEI Consultants, 2500 Camino Diablo, Suite 100
| o Walnut Creek, CA, 84597
1 Messrs. Walter Bahm and Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB, 1001 I St., P.O. Box 944212,
| Sacramento, CA 94244

11_3_06 1073 40th 5t
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~ ALAMEDA COUNTY . @
*  HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

January 5, 2006 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700

Mr, Monty Upshaw FAX (510) 337-9335

Fidelity Roof Company
1075 40" St.
Oakland, CA, 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw: -

Subject: Fuel Leak CASSINSRIINNS: Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40™ St
Oakland, CA, 946008 -

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has recently reviewed the case fite
for the subject site including the October 24, 2005 Interim Corrective Action report by
AEI Consultants. This report proposes to perform a pilot test consisting of dual phase
extraction (DPE) from monitoring well MW-3. This action would pre-empt the combined
bio-sparge and SVE (Soil Vapor Extraction) system proposed in AEl's August 6, 2004
Sail Vapor Extraction and Air Sparge Pilot Test Report. Qur office concurs with this
interim corrective action proposal. We have the following technical comments and
request you submit the technical report below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Woe concur that this pilot test has a significant upside and could possibly be used
instead or in compliment with the previously proposed bio-sparge and SVE system.
Because free product has consistently been present in MW-3, at a minimum, free
product and petroleum mass will be removed from and around this well. The pilot
test is also attractive since the initial resuits indicate that neither air sparge or vapor
extraction alone would be successful for remediation.

2. We concur with the pilot test report contents and additionally request that you
provide figures indicating the lateral and vertical iso-concentration maps for TPHg,
benzene and MTBE in soil and groundwater at the site and an estimation of the
mass of residual contamination remaining after performing the test. Please provide
in the report requested below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit the following requested technical report.
e April 6, 2006- DPE Pitot Test report

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight
Programs (LOP and SLIC) require submission of ali reports in electronic form to the




Mr. Monty Upshaw . | .

January 5, 2006
Page 2 of 3

county’s ftp site. Paper copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic
copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all public information requests,

regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Instructions for submission of
electronic documents to the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Program
ftp site are provided on the attached “Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions.”
Please do not submit reports as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition to existing
requirements for electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker website. Submission of reports to the Geotracker
website does not fulfill the requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp
site. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years,
responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have
been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitor
wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1,
2005, -electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was required in
Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on

these requirements (http://www.swrcb.ca.qgov/ust/cleanup/electronic _reporting).

In order to facilitate electronic correspondence, we request that you provide up to date
electronic mail addresses for all responsible and interested parties. Please provide
current electronic mail addresses and notify us of future changes to electronic mail
addresses by sending an electronic mail message to me at barney.chan@acgov.org.

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover ietter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the -
following: "l declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
recommendations contained in the attached document or report is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge." This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately registered or certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a
valid technical report, you are to present site specific data, data interpretations, and
recommendations prepared by an appropriately licensed professional and include the
professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this
requirement.
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' UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result
in your becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate Bill 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other
appropriate agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement
actions. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement
including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each
day of violation.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

M Lo

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Spemahst

Sincerely,

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions

cc: file, D. Drogos
Mr. Robert Flory, AEI Consuitants, 2500 Camino Diablo, Suite 100, Walnut Creek,
CA, 94597

1_4_06 1075 40th St
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- 2500 Camino Diablo, Sufte 100, Wainut Creak, CA 94597
Phone: [925} 944-2899 Fax: [928) 944-2895

October 24, 2005

Mr. Bamey Chan A
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency _ @ (o)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 2. 2, %
Alameda, CA 94502 5 - %
2 2 a
Subject: Interim Corrective Action %r 6; %.
1075 40" Street S 9 %
Qakland, California '{{,
AEI Project No. 8326 ?%
Dear Mr. Chan:

This letter is an addendum to the Soil Vapor Extraction and Air Sparge Pilot Test Report dated
August 6, 2004, pursuant to our conversation regarding the site and scope of work. AEI has been
retained by Fidelity Roof Company to provide environmental engineering services associated
with the release of petroleum hydrocarbons from the former underground storage tank system on
the property.

In summary, the initially proposed method of source removal was a combination soil vapor
extraction (SVE) and air sparging to remove contaminant mass from soils around the former tank
vault and in the ground water. Since completion of the pilot test, light non-aqueous liquid
(LNAPL) been consistently present in monitoring well MW-3. Following the SVE pilot test,
0.66 feet of LNAPL was measured in MW-3. This was reduced to a minimum of 0.01 feet in
November 2004. At the time of the last quarterly monitoring event, September 9, 2005, the
LNAPL in MW-3 was 0.64 fect thick. As per our recent conversation, AEI is proposing to
perform a dual phase extraction (DPE) pilot test to determine the effectiveness of this method to
remove the LNAPL., DPE technology consists of simultaneous extraction of groundwater and
soil vapors from a common extraction well(s) under high vacuum (up to +/- 20 inches of
mercury). The pilot test is proposed for a period of 3 days (72 continuous hours). If
hydrocarbon recovery is consistent, the pilot test may be extended to 5 days.

The DPE test is planned for well MW-3. DPE will be performed primarily on well MW-3. Afier
the test has run for sufficient time to establish a good base line, vapor extraction well VES-2
other wells adjacent to well MW-3 may be included. During the pilot test water, levels and
induced vacuums will be measured on adjacent wells. In addition, water extraction rates and
vapor flow rates will be measured. Vapor samples will be collected at the beginning, at several
intervals during, and following the test on each well. Water samples will also be collected.

"The extraction will be induced in the well by utilizing a suction tube lowered into the well
through the sealed wellhead. The suction tube (stinger) will be lowered slowly to create a draw
down nominally set at 5 feet below static water level. Soil vapor and water will be pulled up the
tube, through an air-water separator (knock-out) tank, from which vapors will be routed to a
thermal oxidizer for treatment. Water will be treated in a spray-aeration unit and routed to a

| CHICAGO o DALLAS o DENVER o LOS ANGELES o Miami o NEW YORK o SAN FRANGISCO

www. aeiconsuifants.com
800.801.3224




1075 40" Street, Cakland, €A . ' .

AET Project # 8320
October 24, 2004
Page 22

temporary storage tank. Water will either be discharged to the sanitary sewer under EBMUD
permit or transported from the site to an approved disposal facility, depending on volume
produced. '

The DPE system will consist of a diesel generator, liquid ring vacuum pump, knock-out tank,
spray-aeration unit, and thermal oxidizer. The equipment will have a multi-site Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) permit and be equipped with noise abatement
equipment to comply with City noise ordinances to allow for 24-hour operation.

Upon completion of the DPE pilot test, data will be evaluated and a report presented,
summarizing the methods and results of the test. The report will include the following:
o Tabulated data obtained during the test including wellhead vapor flow rates, water flow
rates, water level measurements and induced vacuums in observation wells.
Summary of vapor and water analyses for TPH-g, BTEX, and MTBE
Vacuum versus vapor flow rates
Estimated mass removal total and mass removal rates at applied vacuums
Drawdown in observation wells versus vacuum.
Estimated radius of influence (ROI} for vapor extraction
If successful, recommendations for cost effective soil and water treatment and disposal.

000000

AEI anticipates scheduling the test upon receipt of confirmation from ACHCSA. The report will
be completed within approximately one month of completion

The locations of the wells to be included in the pilot test are shown on the attached Figure 1.
Figure 2 shows the location of the cross section, which illustrates the subsurface stratigraphy.
Finalized versions of this and other cross sections will be included in the DPE Pilot Test Report.

We look forward to you comments and to beginning this project. If you have any questions or
need any additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact either of the undersigned.

Pgter Mclntyre, P.G.
Senior Project Manager

CC:  Monty Upshaw
1075 40" Street
Oakland, California 94608
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-ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

November 10,2003 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Mr. Monte Upshaw ‘ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
* Fidelity Roof Company §:5A1 )?) 555-632209335
1075 40 St. (510) 337-

Oakland, CA 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000186, Fidelity Roof Company, 1675 _»-40th St., Oakland, 94608

Response to Technical Comments (to Corrective Action Plan)

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (LOP) staff has reviewed the
case file for the referenced site including the August 25, 2003 Response to Technical Comments
from AEI Consultants. This report responds to the County’s May 15, 2003 letter, which
commented on your July 31, 2001 Corrective Action Plan. In general, our office concurs with the
proposal to perform an air sparge/vapor extraction pilot test. We request that you address the
following technical comments when performing the proposed work.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1.

Two SVE, two AS and six drive point wells are proposed.to be used to monitor the pilot test.

The AS and SVE wells include Iocations within and outside the former tank excavation area.
In the event that one location is not effective in generating a response, the other location
within the former excavation will be used. The air sparge and drive point wells are proposed
to be installed to a depth of 37°. Typically these wells are installed 5-15° below the depth of
water (10-12"), therefore it appears that these wells need only be mstalled to a maximum
depth of ~27°. Please explain the need for the proposed screen length.

The AS and drive point wells can also be used to sample groundwater. They can be used to
delineate the plume and monitor the effect of remediation. The drive point wells DP-1, DP-2,
DP-3 and DP-4 should be considered for groundwater sampling. The samples should be
tested for TPHd, TPHp, BTEX, MTBE and ether oxygenates and the lead scavengers, EDB
and EDC. EPA Method 8260 should be used for volatile organic compound (VOC) analyses
on these samples, as well as in all future groundwater monitoring samplings. Although soil
samples are not proposed for collection and analyses from the drive points, soil samples
should be screened every five feet to allow for an estimate of the thickness of the contaminant
plume.

We concur with the proposal to collect soil samples for sieve analyses to determine the soil
type. Soil samples should be collected from at least three locations at depths corresponding
to the detected VOC for each soil type within a potential soil gas investigation.

MW-5 is proposed as a down-gradient compliance well. Our office requests additional
well(s) be considered for compliance wells. This is requested because of the significant
MTBE reported in MW-2. Please provide an addendum for additional well(s) prior to
installing MW-5.




Mr. Monte Upshaw

Fuel Leak Case RO0000186

Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40™ St., Oakland, 94608
November 10, 2003

Page 2 of 2

5. The Response to Technical Comments proposes to sample soil and groundwater and test
these for various bio-indicator parameters. Specific additions of deficient constituents would
be recommended based upon these analyses. Our office believes that AS/SVE should be
evaluated initially. Should the pilot test prove unsuccessful, enhanced bioremediation may be
mvestigated. Therefore, the proposed sampling for bio-indicator parameters should be put on
hold.

6. The revised Proposed Soil and Groundwater Cleanup Levels in Table B-3 were chosen from
the SFRWQCB (Water Board) RBSLs (Risk-Based Screening Levels) and is acceptable.
Please note the Water Board has updated their RBSLs in their July 2003-Interim Final
version of their ESLs (Environmental Screening Levels).

Please submit your response to these comments by December 12, 2003.
You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Bammey M. Chan
Hazardous Matenals Specialist

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos :
Ms. Lorraine Sawyer, AEI Consultants, 2500 Camino Diablo, Ste. 200, Walnut Creek,
CA, 94597
Ms. S. Knieriem, SWRCB, 1001 I St., 17" Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814-2828

1075 40th St
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND (FUND), CLAIM NO. 013833, FOR
SITE ADDRESS: 1075 40TH ST, OAKLAND

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) is able to issue, pursuant to applicable
regulations, the enclosed Letter of Commitment (LOC) in an amount not to exceed $45,000.
This LOC is based upon our review of the corrective action costs you reported to have incurred
to date. The LOC may be modified by the State Board. '

It is very important that you read the terms and conditions listed in the enclosed LOC. Claims
filed with the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund far exceed the funding available and it is
very important that vou make use of the funding that has been committed to your cleanup in a
timely manner. | '

You are reminded that you must comply with all regulatory agency time schedules and
requirements and you must obtain three bids for any required corrective action. Only corrective
action costs required by the regulatory agency to protect human health, safety and the
environment can be claimed for reimbursement. You are encouraged to obtain preapproval of
costs for all future corrective action work (form enclosed). If you have anry questions on
obtaining preapproval of your costs or the three bid requirement, please call Sunil Ramdass, our
Technical Reviewer assigned to claims in your Region, at (916) 341-5757. Failure to obtain
preapproval of your future costs may result in the costs not being reimbursed.

The following documents needed to submit your reimbursement request are enclosed:
"Reimbursement Request Instructions” package. Retain this package for future
reimbursement requests. These instructions must be followed when seeking reimbursement for
corrective action costs incurred after January 1, 1988, Included in the instruction package are

samples of completed reimbursement request forms and spreadsheets.

"Bid Summary Sheet" to list information on bids received which must be completed and
returned.

"Reimbursement Request” forms which you must use to request reimbursement of cosis
incurred.

California Environmental Profection Ageicy

Q’lg Recyeled Paper
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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: lorraine. sawyer@earthlink.net

Sent: Monday, August 18, 2003 11:22 AM

To: BChan@co.alameda.ca.us

Subject: Response to Comments On Corrective Action Plan

Hi Barney Chan!

BET was authorized last week to proceed on comments to your 15 May 2003 letter to Mr.
Monte Upshaw of the Fidelity Roof Company. The letter was entitled "Fuel Leak Case
ROOQ00186, Reguest for Technical Reports for Fidelity Roof Company, 1335 7th Street,
QOakland, CA 94608; Cleanup Fund Claim # 13833",

We are in the process of responding to your comments and anticipate a response in a few
weeks or sooner.

If you have any guestions, please de not hesitate Lo contact me at 3925.283.6000 X108.
Thanks,

Lorraine M. Sawyer
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Dear Mr. Montague:

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND (FUND), FUND MANAGER DECISION
FOR ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION- CLAIM NUMBER 013833; FOR SITE ADDRESS: 1075
40TH ST, OAKLAND

I have received your request for a Fund Manager Decision. After review of the request and supporting
arguments, I have decided to find in your favor and to accept the claim on the Priority List in Priority
Class “B” with a deductible of $5,000.

We have completed our initial review. The next step in the claim review process is to conduct a
compliance review.

Compliance Review: Staff reviews, verifies, and processes claims based on the prionity and rank within
a priority class. After the Board adopts the Priority List, your claim will remain on the Priority List until
your Priority Class and rank are reached. At that time, staff will conduct an extensive Compliance

Record keeping: During your cleanup project you should keep complete and well organized records of all
corrective action activity and payment transactions. If you are eventually issued a Letter of Commitment,
you will be required to submit: (1) copies of detailed invoices for all corrective action activity performed
(including subcontractor invoices), (2) copies of canceled checks used to pay for work shown on the

for reimbursement and failure to submit them could impact the amount of reimbursement made by the
Fund. It is not necessary to submit these documents at this time; however, they will definitely be
required prior to reimbursement.

California Environmentsl Protection A geacy
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Montague M. Upshaw -2-

Compliance with Corrective Action Requirements: In order to be reimbursed for your eligible costs of
cleanup incurred after December 2, 1991, you must have complied with corrective action requirements of
Article 11, Chapter 16, Division 3, Title 23, California Code of Regulations. Article 11 categorized the
corrective action process into phases. In addition, Article 11 requires the responsible party to submit an
investigative workplan/Corrective Action Plan (CAP) before performing any work. This phasing process
and the workplan/CAP requirements were intended to:

1.

help the responsible party undertake the necessary corrective action in a cost-effective, efficient and
timely manner;

enable the regulatory agency to review and approve the proposed cost-effective corrective action
alternative before any corrective action work was performed; and

ensure the Fund will only reimburse the most cost-effective corrective action alternative required by
the regulatory agency to achieve the minimum cleanup necessary to protect human health, safety and
the environment,

In some limited situations interim cleanup will be necessary to mitigate a demonstrated immediate
hazard to public health, or the environment. Program regulations allow the responsible party to undertake
interim remedial action after: (1) notifying the regulatory agency of the proposed action, and; (2)
complying with any requirements that the regulatory agency may set. Interim remedial action should only
be proposed when necessary to mitigate an immediate demonstrated hazard. Implementing interim
remedial action does not eliminate the requirement for a CAP and an evaluation of the most cost-
effective corrective action alternative.

Three bids and Cost Preapproval: Only corrective action costs required by the regulatory agency to
protect human health, safety and the environment can be claimed for reimbursement. You must comply

with all regulatory agency time schedules and requirements and you must obtain three bids for any
required corrective action. If you do not obtain three bids or a waiver of the three bid requirement,
reimbursement is not assured and costs may be rejected as ineligible.

If you have any questions, please contact Shari Knieriem at (916) 341-5714.

Sincerely,

llan V. Patton, Fund Manager

Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Lustis Case #: 01-2301

Ccc:

Mr. Steve Morse Ms. Donna Drogos

RWQCB, Region 2 Alameda County EHD

1515 Clay Street, Ste. 1400 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Oakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Californis Environmental Protection Agency

A
% Recveled Peper
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Nathan Garfield, Project Manager
| 3210 Oid Tunne! Road, Suite B
| Lafayette, CA 94549

cc: AEI Consultants

California Environmental Protection Agency
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FAX MEMORANDUM

TO: Wﬁy Chan

Alameda County
Fax Number: (510) 337-9335

o(®6

FROM: Shari Knieriem (916) 341-5714, FAX (916) 341-5806
AGPA :
UST CLEANUP FUND
Division of Financial Asgistance
1001 T Street, 17" Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814

DATE: dumctoo0~ L [I0{03
SUBJECT: COMPLIANCE FOR SITE; 1395 7" STREET, OAKLAND

If Fidelity Roof Company is in compliance, please sign off on the aftached
compliance form and return to me. Thank you, Shar

/
Post-it* Fax Note 7671 Da"{:/ e [ e |p#agfes> o
T S Katenow~ " £ Chan
g0t Compl et ~L0P
Phone # -T_D/\'d Ph%eﬁpw& 7—-@?& S__
o~ 34 [—806 [

Califorala Epvironmental Protection Apedacy
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» .

| Chan, Barney, Env. Health
| To: Sramdass@swrcb.ca.gov
Subject: Claim No. 013833, 1075 40th St., Oakland 94608, Fidelity Roof Co

Sunil: | wanted to get your opinion on the recent work plan proposed for the above site. ACEH reviewed and
conditionally approved the RP's CAP, which proposed performing a air sparge/vapor extraction pilot test. The
consuitant adequately responded to the County comments but added in their response that they would like to
concurrently evaluate the site for enhanced insitu bio remediation (ISB). Their logic is that the proposed pilot
test is not assured as being affective in remediating the site (sandy gravelly clays, DTW 7-11") therefore, they'd
like to evaluate |SB as an option or as a supplemental remediation approach. So they propose to collect soil

| and groundwater samples from existing and proposed wells (AS and VES) and test them for plate count,

| specific biodegraders and PLFA (phosphalipid fatty acids). First question, is it okay to evaluate two remedial

; approaches concurrently, second what is your opion of the bio parameters proposed for evaluation? tam not
familar with PLFA analysis. Would the Fund have any objections to this? We agree that AS/VES may be only
partially effective due to soil type and see that AS can also enhance ISB.

Thanks for your input.

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
510-567-6765

| 12/3/2003




" ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
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AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

May 15, 2003 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
- ' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Mt. Monte Upshaw ‘ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Fidelity Roof Company (510) 567-6700
1075 40% St - FAX (510) 33}7 9335
Qakland CA 94608

Re: Fuel Leak Case RO0000186, Request for Technical Reports for Fidelity Roof Company,
Sk 1998588t Onlland CA 94608 -
Cleanup Fund Claim # 13833

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (LOP) staff has recently
reviewed the case file for the referenced site. We have also spoke with the State Water Resources
Control Board Cleanup Fund staff. It appears that our office’s last correspondence to you was a
December 11, 2001 letter sent by Mr. Don Hwang. Ihave enclosed a copy of this letter for your
reference. Asyou can see, this letter conditionally approved the proposed remediation approach
using vapor extraction and air sparging pending the results of a pilot test. In addition, you were
requested to resolve the discrepancies between the proposed cleanup levels and those levels
protective of human health and the environment. I have re-examined the Corrective Action Plan
and request that you address the following additional technical comments.

Technical Comments

A large portion of the impacted soil has already been removed during the tank removal and over-
excavation activities. Excavation was performed to a depth of approximately 9° bgs (below
ground surface). Since groundwater appears at approximately 10’ bgs depth, the petroleum
contamination 'resides just slightly above and within' groundwater ie the saturated zone.
Groundwater contamination remains elevated in MW-3 but has not been detected in down-
gradient borings. It appears then that remediation should concentrate on groundwater, as it is the
main source of contamination. Indications are that the soil type (silts and clays), which is
typically fairly impermeable and not be amenable to groundwater or vapor extraction. Your
consultant has suggested the soil type might explain the limited length of the petroleum plume.

1. Our office requests that you provide a more detailed description of the air sparge/vapor

extraction test. It appears that additional vapor extraction test points will be needed in the
- event the monitoring wells do not show any influence. The expected radius of influence

of 50° appears to be very optimistic. Please explain how the existing wells can be used as
vapor extraction monitoring points. As noted, it is expected that vapor extraction would
be enhanced in the excavated and backfilled areas, however, no air sparge wells are
proposed within this area. Your pilot test should show the viability and effectiveness of
this type of remediation. Beyond the former excavation, the effectiveness of vapor
extraction is expected to be less. Therefore, the pilot test should extend to outside the
excavation to confirm the radius of influence in this area.

2. The location of the proposed monitoring well (MW35) is too far down-gradient to
determine the effectiveness of the remediation. No groundwater contamination was
identified in the prior grab groundwater sample from this area.
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~ Mr. Monte Upshaw .

ROO000186 :

Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 40® St.,Oakland CA 94608
May 15, 2003 '

Page 2

1

3. As areminder, the previous December 11, 2001 letter requested that you revise the
proposed cleanup levels to reflect the protection of human health and the environment.

. You are encouraged to use both the City of Qakland URL guideline and the SFRWQCB
RBSL guideline. All analytes detected must be evaluated including TPHg, TPHd, BTEX,
and MTBE. Please provide both cleanup levels (risk-based) and clean-up goals, those
which are long term objectives that take into account potential use as drinking water
unless shown to be otherwise,

To date, our office has not received any response to the December 11, 2001 letter. Our office has
been contacted by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Clean-up Fund who are
reviewing your application for reimbursement. They have recommended that you be given 90
days to comply with our office’s request for reports, otherwise they will deny your application
and you will lose your chance for reimbursement,

Technical Report Request

* August 15, 2003-Please submit a technical report responding to the above comments and
proceed with an approved vapor extraction/air sparge pilot test.

¢ June 15, 2003- Groundwater Monitoring Report for second quarter 2003

¢ September 15, 2003-Groundwater Monitoring Report for third quarter 2003
December 15, 2003- Groundwater Monitoring Report for fourth quarter 2003.

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Barney M, C
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure (Mr. Upshaw only)

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos _
" Mr. P. McIntyre, AEI Consultants, 3210 Old Tunnel Rd., Suite B, Lafayette, CA 94549-4157
Ms. 8. Knieriem, SWRCB, 1001 1 St., 17® Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814-2828

* Hdayletier Wbt
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Division of Clean Water Programs
1001 I Street » Sacramento, California 95814

® | o
\l" State Water Resources Control Board

Winston H. Hickox P.O. Box 944212 » Sacramento, California « 94244-2120
Secretary for {916) 341-5Tt4 » FANX (916) 341-5806 + www.swrchb.ca.govicwphome/ustef Gray Davis
Environmental Governor

Protection  The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumplion.
Far a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see omebsi:e at www.swreb.ca.gov.

THUN R %eda County
Montague M. Upshaw DEC 02 2007
Dba Fidelity Roof Co, E
1075 40th St Vironmenty H
Oakland, CA 94608 aith

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND (FUND), REQUEST FOR FURTHER
DOCUMENTATION: CLAIM NUMBER 013833; FOR SITE ADDRESS: 1075 40TH ST, CAKLAND

On November 13, 2002, the Fund received your appeal of ineligibility for participation in the Fund. After
reviewing your documentation, the following documentation is required in order to complete your
eligibility determination.

POST 1990 PERMITS
Please submit a copy of both a permit issued after 1990 and the removal permit for each UST that was
removed in 1995.

PRIORITY CLASS C
Claimant is requesting to be assigned to Priority Class C. Please provide a copy of your DE-6 for the last
quarter.

CLAIMANT NAME/TAX ID NUMBER
Claimant name and tax id number must match. If claimant is using the corporation’s tax id number, then
the claimant name should the corporation. If claimant name is going to be an individual, then the tax id
number should be the claimant’s social security number., What is the relationship between the claimant
and Fidelity Roof Company? Please clarify,

CERTIFICATION OF FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY (CFR)
Claimant must update the CFR. Contact Barbara Rinker at (916) 341-5648

Upon the Fund reviewing the above requested documentation a decision will be made regarding your
eligibility.

NOTE: Failure to respond to this request within thirty (30) calendar days from the date of this letter may
result in an ineligibility determination of your claim.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 341-5714.
Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Shari Knieriem
Claims Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q':y Recyeled Paper




Montague M. Upshaw -2-

Lustis Case #: 01-2301

cc: Mr. Steve Morse Ms. Donna Drogos

RWQCB, Region 2 Alameda County EHD
1515 Clay Street, Ste. 1400 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FL
Qakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Calitornia Enviranmental Protection Agency

Q'Z’ Recycled Paper




ALAMEDA COUNTY . _ ' .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

December 11, 2001 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
o Alameda, CA 04502-6577

(510) 567-6700
Monte Upshaw FAX (510) 337-9335

Fidelity Roof Co.
1075-40™ St.
~ Oakland, CA 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fidelity Roof Co., 1075-40" St., Qakland, CA 94608
RO0000186

- “Corrective Action Plan” dated July 31, 2001 prepared by AEI Consultants was reviewed.
Consultation with Chuck Headlee, Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB),
determined that the recommendation for vapor extraction and air sparging would be acceptable
provided the results of the pilot tests prove favorable. The proposed target cleanup levels were
allegedly based on USEPA Region 9 guidance for preliminary remediation goals (PRGs) for
industrial scenarios. However, PRGs are not adequately comprehensive. PRGs are protective of
humans but do not consider impact to groundwater or address ecological concerns. ‘Additionally,
the target cleanup levels were based on industnal scenanios but instead, should be based on
residential scenarios if a deed restriction is not desired. Also, the proposed target cleanup levels
for industrial soil did not match PRGs listed on the USEPA Region 9 web site. Additionally, the
proposed target cleanup levels for groundwater did not match the USEPA Region 9 web site’s
list of PRGs for tap water. Resolve the discrepancies between the proposed target cleanup levels
and the USEPA Region 9 PRGs. Also, provide target cleanup levels, which consider impact to
groundwater and address ecological concerns. Target cleanup levels are also needed for Total
Peiroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) and Methyl Tertiary-Butyl Ether (MTBE). - .

If you have any questions, please call me at {510) 567-6746.

Sincerely,

0

Don Hwang

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Qe ‘
G Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Peter McIntyre, AEI Consultants, 3210 Old Tunnel Rd., Suite B, Lafayette, CA 94549-
4157
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
July 18, 2001 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Monte Upshaw (510) 567-6700
Fidelity Roof Co. : FAX (510) 337-9335
1075-40" St,

Oakland, CA 94608
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subjebt: Fidelity Roof Co., 1075-40™ St., Oakland, CA 94608
RO0000186

“Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report, 1™ Quarter 20017 dated May 8, 2001 was reviewed.
Groundwater samples were collected on April 18, 2001. Monitoring well MW-3 again had the
highest concentrations by far in groundwater for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons-Gasoline (TPH-
G3), TPH-Diesel (TPH-D), Benzene, Toluene, Ethylbenzene, and Xylene (BTEX). These
concentrations were 75,000 ug/l, 13,000 ug/l, 9,200 ug/l, 1,200 ug/l, 2,500 ug/l, and 12,000 ug/l.
The concentration of Methyl Tertiary-Butyl Ether (MTBE) was Not Detected (IND)<500 ug/l
which is consistent with concentrations found since October 8, 1997. The concentration of
MTBE continued to be much higher in monitoring well MW-2 compared to the other monitoring
wells. The concentration of MTBE was 2,800 ug/l. Also, during this monitoring event, all the
other constituent concentrations from MW-2 reverted to less than the detectable limits, MW-1
and MW -4 results were within the ranges of previous monitoring events. None of the
concentrations for MW-1 or MW-4 were significant. In MW-4, Toluene, Ethylbenzene, and
Xylene were greater than the detectable limits for the first time but the concentrations were very
low.

Continue quarterly groundwater monitoring. Delineation of the plume downgradient of MW-3 is
required. Submit a workplan. A Corrective Action Plan, which includes an assessment of
mmpacts, a feasibility study, and applicable cleanup levels should also be considered. If you have
any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6746.

Sincerely,

JH{\ ‘;42&, N
Ve

Don Hwang
Hazardous Materials Specialist
) 1.9
C: Orion Alcalay, AFEI Consultants, 3210 Old Tunnel Rd., Suite B, Lafayette, CA 94549-
4157

e




ALAMEDA COUNTY ¢ o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES A> Do

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES |
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Marbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-8577
May 2, 2001 ' ‘ (510) 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-2335

Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Co.
1075-40™ St.
Oakland, CA 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Subject: Fidelity Roof Co., 1075-40™ St., Oakland, CA 94608
RO0000186

“Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report, Fourth Quarter 2000” dated January 29, 2001 was
reviewed. Groundwater samples were collected on January 12, 2001. Monitoring well MW-3
continued to have the highest concentrations by far in groundwater for Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons-Gasoline (TPH-G), TPH-Diesel (TPH-D), Benzene, Toluene, Ethylbenzene, and
Xylene (BTEX). These concentrations were 69,000 ug/l, 21,000 ug/l, 8,600 ug/l, 980 ug/l, 2,600
ug/l, and 11,000 ug/l. The concentrations of Methy! Tertiary-Butyl Ether (MTBE) continued to
be much higher in monitoring weill MW-2 compared to the other monitoring wells. The
concentration of MTBE was 2,000 ug/l. Also, during this monitoring event, all constituents from
MW-2 were greater than the detectable limits for the first time but none of the concentrations
were significant. MW-1 and MW-4 results were within the ranges of previous monitoring events.
None of the concentrations for MW-1 or MW-4 were significant.

Continued quarterly groundwater monitoring. However, a Corrective Action Plan, which
includes an assessment of impacts, a feasibility study, and applicable cleanup levels should be
considered. If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6746.

Sincerely,

Don Hwang
Hazardous Materials Specialist
C: Orion Alcalay, AEI Consultants, 3210 Old Tunnel Rd., Suite B, Lafayette, CA 94549-
4157
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EPA Region 9: Preliminary R':!iation Goals: A-Bu . Page3 of 5
0 L Aramite 19E+01 |ca [99E+01 [ca {27E-01 |ca |2.7E+00]ca
7440- | Arsenic (noncancer
382 |endpoint) 2.2E+01 nc [|44E+02 |nc
7440- 1 Arsenic {cancet 39601 |ca* |27E+00 |ca [4.5E-04 |ca |4.5B-02 [ca |2.9E+01
38-2 |endpoint)
7784- | Arsine {see arsenic for
42-1 |cancer endpoint) 32E-02 nc
76578 Assure s5E+02  |nc |7.9E+03 |nc [33E+01 |nc |3.3E+02)ne
3337-
711 Asulam J.1E+03 nc |44E+04 |nc |1.8E+02 |nc |1.8E+03|nc
1912- |, .
24-9 Atrazine 2.2E+00 ca |1.1E+01 Jca |3.1E-02 |ca |3.0E-0l fca
TPV Avermectin B1 24E+01  fnc |3.5E+02 [nc |15E+00 |nc [1.5E+01]nc
;g?; Azobenzene 4.4E+00 ca |2.2E+01 Jeca |6.2E-02 |ca }6.1E-O1 Jca
7440- | Barium and 54E+03 |nc [1.0B+05 max [52E-01 |nc |2.6E+03|nc {1.6E+03
39-3 | compounds
2% |Baygon 24E+02  [nc |3.5E+03 |[ne [1.5E+01 |nc [15B+02)ne
43121-
433 Bayvleton 1.8E+03 ne |2.6E+04 |nc [|L1E+02 |nc |1.1E+03|nc
68359- .
37.5 Raythroid 1.5E+03 nc [22E+04 |nc [|9.1E+01 |nc |9.1E+02|nc
A1 | Benefin 18E+04 |nc |10E+05 [max |1.iE+03 [nc [1.1E+04|nc
17804-
315.2 Benomyt 3.1E+03 nc {44E+04 |fnc |1.8E+02 [nc |1.8E+03|nc
2o Bentazon 18403 |nc [26E+04 |nc [1.1E+02 |nc |1.1E+03 [nc
oy |Benzaldenyde 6.1E+03 |nc [8.8E+04 |nc [3.7E+02 |nc |3.6E+03|ne
71-43- * * * *
9 Benzene 6.5E-01 ca* |1.5E+00 |ca* |2.5E-01 |ca*{3.5E-01 |ca*|3.0E-02
92-87- ‘g
5 Benzidine 2.1E-03 ca |1.1E-02 |ca |2.9E-05 |ca |2.9E-04 |ca
65-85- L
0 Benzoic acid 1.0E+05 max | 1.OE+05 |max [1.5E+04 |nc |1.5E+05|nc |4.0E+02
2807 | Benzotrichloride 37602 |ca 119601 |ca |52B-04 |ca |52E-03 |ca
;(1)2; Benzyl alcohol 1.8E+04 nc |1.0E+05 |max |1.1E+03 |nc |1.1E+04|nc
120 |Benzyl chioride 89E-01 |ca [23E+00 |ca |4.0E-02 {ca |6.6E-02 |ca
7440- | Beryllium and 15E+02  {nc |22B+03 |ca**[8.0E-04 |ca*|73E+01[nc |6.3E+01
41-7 |compounds
http://www.epa.gov/Region9/waste/sfund/prg/s1_01. htm 11/6/01
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EPA Region 9: Preliminary R.diation Goals: A-Bu . Page 4 of 5

141 aiirin 6.1E100 |nc |88E+01 fnc |3.7B-01 |nme |3.6E+00|nc

66-2

82657-| giphenthrin (Talstar)  |9.2E+ +01 SE102

04-3 iphenthrin (Talstar) 2E+02 nc |13E+04 |nc [5.5E+01 |nc |5 nc

92-52- o

! 1.1-Biphenyl 3.5E+02 sat |3.5E+02 |}sat |1.8E+02 |nc |3.0E+02]nc

313114 Bis(2-chlorocthyDether [2.16-01  |ca |62E-01 Jca |5.8E-03 [ca |9.8B-03 ca [4.0E-04
- 15(72 - i r ;

108- | Bis(2-chloroisopropyl} |5 gr 100 [ca [8.1E+00 feca |1.9E-01 [ca |2.7E-01 |ca

60-1 fether

542

221 Bis(chtoromethylether | 1.9E-04 ca [44E-04 fca |31E-05 Jca |5.2E-05 jca

108- {|Bis{Z-chloro-1-
60-1 |methylethylether

2.9E+00 ca |8.1E+00 |ca 1.9E-01 |ca |2.7E-01 {ca

117- | Bis(2-ethylhexyl)

* -
81-7 |phthalate (DEHP) 3.5E+01 ca* |1.8E+02 fca [4.8E-01 |ca |4.8E+00]ca

§°'05‘ Bisphenot A 31E+03  |nc |4.4E+04 |nc. |1.8B+02 |nc |1.8E+03|nc

7440-

478 Boron 5.5E+03 nc |7.8E+04 |nc |2.1E+01 |nc |3.3E+03|nc

7637- . .

072 Boron trifluoride 7.3E-01 |nc

:132?1- Bromobenzene 2.8E+01 nc |92E+01 |nc |1.0E+0l |nc |2.0E+01|nc

15'27' Bromodichloromethane | 1.0E+00 ca [|24E+00 |ca [|1.1E-01 |ca |1.8E-01 Jca |6.0E-01
75-25- | Bromoform 6.2E+01 |ca* [3.1E+02 |ca* |1.78+00 [ca*|8.5E+00]ca* |8.0E-01
2 {tribromomethane)

74-83- | Bromomethane 39E+00 |nc [13E+01 |nc |5.2E+00 |nc |8.7E+00]nc |2.0E-m

9 {Methyl bromide)

101- |4-Bromophenyl phenyl

55-3 Jether :

gé?;' Bromophos 3.1E+02  |nc [4.4E+03 |nc (1.8E+01 |nc |1.8E+02]nc
,1;2?59' Bromoxynil 1.2E+03  |nc }1.8E+04 |nc |73E+01 |nc |7.3E+02{nc
53829 " |Bromoxynil octanoate | 1.2E+03 nc |1.8E+04 |nc |7.3E+01 fmc |7.3E+02|nc
51)860 1,3-Butadiene 3.5E-03 ca |7.6E-03 |ca |[3.7E-03 fca |6.2E-03 |ca
71-3¢ 11 _Butanol 6.1E+03 |nc |[8.8E+04 |nc |3.7E+02 |nc [3.6E+03|nc [1.7E+01
2008- |5 ) 03
41.5 utylate 3.1E+03 nc |44E+04 |nc |1.83E+02 |nc |1.3E+03|nc
;(])48 n-Butylbenzene 14E+02 nc 2.4E+02 sat |3.7E+01 Inc |6.1E+01|nc
513358 sec-Butylbenzene L1E+02 |nc |22E+02 |sat |[3.7E+01 |nc |6.1E+01|nc

http://www.epa.gov/Region9/waste/sfund/prg/sl_01.htm ‘ 11/6/01




EPA Region 9: Preliminary Ren.ation Goals: A-Bu . Page 5 of 5

98-06- tert-Butylbenzene - 1.3E+02 nc  F3SE+02 lsat }3.7E+01 |nc |6.1E+01nc

85-68- | 5 eyl benzyl phthatate |12E+04  |nc | 10E+05 |max |7.3E+02 |nc |7.3E+03 |nc [9.3E+02

85-70- | Butylphthalyl

_ 6.1E+04 nc |1.0E+05 |max |3.7E+03 |nc |3.6E+04|nc
1 hutylgiveolate

Key:

1=IRIS

h=HEAST

n = NCEA

x = WITHDRAWN

o = OTHER EPA DOCUMENTS

r = ROUTE EXTRAPOLATION

ca = CANCER PRG

nc = NONCANCER PRG

sat = SOIL SATURATION

max = CEILING LIMIT

*ipdicates that the noncancer PRG <= 100X the cancer PRG
*#jndicates that the noncancer PRG < 10X the cancer PRG
BOLD=New or revised Toxicity values

Reoion 9 Waste Home | Region 9 Superfund Home | Region 9 PRG Home
Region 9 Home | EPA Home | Search | Comments/Questions

Region 9 Office: 75 Hawthomne St., San Francisco, Calif, 94105
Send PRG-related comments and questions to smucker. stan@epa.gov.

Updated: November 22, 2000

URL: http:/fwww.epa.gov/region9/waste/sfund/prg/s1_01.htm

http://www.epa.gov/Region9/waste/sfund/prg/s1_01.htm ' ' 11/6/01




EPA Region 9: Preliminary Re.iation Goals: A-Bu . Page 1 of 5
%
w7 EPA Seaisrmcionsomcy Waste Programs
PRG Tables: A-Bu
PRG Home | What's New | FAQ | Other Links
R9 PRG Tables: A-Bu | Ca-De | Di-Fe | FI-Mo | Na-Pu | Py-Zi
Soil Calculations: A-Bu | Ca-De | Di-Fe | FI-Mo | Na-Pu | Py-Zi
Air-Water Caleulations: A-Bu | Ca-De | Di-Fe | FI-Mo | Na-Pu | Py-
Toxicity Values: A-Bu | Ca-De | Di-Fe | FI-Mo | Na-Pu | Py-Zi
Phys-Chem Data: A-Di| Ep-Tr
SC
CONTAMINANT PRELIMINARY REMEDIATION GOALS (PRGs) SCRE
. LEV
Migra
Groum
Residential Industrial Ambient Tap
Cas Soil Soil Air Water gﬂAglszg(;
) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (ug/m"3) (ug/l)
?8-516 0- Acephate 5.6E+01 ca**|2.8E+02 |ca* [7.7E-01 |ca*|7.7E+00|ca*
75-07- *k L | *
0 Acetaldehyde 1.1E+01 ca**|2.3E+01 |ca**|8.7E-01 |ca*|1.7E+00|ca
34256, o 02
82-1 Acetochlor 1.2E+03 nc (L8E+D4 |nc [7.3E+01 |nc |7.3E+02Inc
67-64- :
1 Acetone 1.6E+03 nc |62E+03 |nc |3.7E+02 }jnc |6.1E+02|nc |1.6E+01
;5'86_ Acetone cyanohydrin - |[4.9E+01  |nc  |7.0E+02 |[nc [2.9E+00 |nc |2.9E+(1]nc
75-05- .
8 Acetonitrile 2.7E+02 ne J1L7E403 nc |62E+01 |nc |7.9E+01|nc
98-86-
2 Acetophenone 4.9E-01 nc |1.6E+00 |nc }2.1E-02 |nc |4.2E-02 |nc
50594- , o e a4 ( 01
66-6 Acifluorfen AE+00 ca |22E+01 |ca |6.1E-02 |ca {6.1E-01 |ca
e |Acrolein 10E01 |nc |34B-01 |[nc |21E-02 |nc [42B-02 |nc
79-06- .
1 Acryvlamide 1.1E-01 ca |54E-01 [Jca |1.5E-03 |ca |1.5E-02 |ca
7210 Acrytic acid 29E+04 |nc |1.0E+05 |max [1.0E+00 |nc |1.8E+04|nc
17 JAcrytonitrite 21E01  |ca* |5.1E01 |[ca* |28B-02 [ca*{3.9E-02 |ca*
http://www.epa.gov/Region9/waste/sfund/prg/s1_01.htm 11/6/01
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1972 | Alachlor 60E+00 |ca [3.1E+01 [ca |[84E-02 |ca |8.4E-01 ca

1596- |, .

84-5 Alar 9. 2E+03 ne |1.0E+05 {max }5.5E+02 |nc |5.5E+03|nc

bes |audican 616401 |nc [88E+02 loc 13.7E+00 [nc |3.6E+01]nc

1245~ | Aldicarb sutfone 6.1E+01 |nc |8.8E+02 |nc {3.7E+00, |nc |3.6E+01|nc

209 |Ataein 20E-02  |ca* |[15B01 |ca [39E-04 [ca |4.0E-03 |ca |5.08-01

5585-

64-8 Ally 1.5E+4 ne |1.0E+05 |max }9.1E+02 |nc |9.1E+03|nc

197 | Ayt atooher 31E+02  |nc [44E+03 |nc |1.8E+01 |nc |18E+02|nc

w07 | iyl chioride 30E+03 |nc [43E+04 |nc [1.0E+00 |nc |1.8E+03 |ne

7429- .

90-5 Aluminum 7.6E+04 ne  11.0E+05 |max |5.1E+00 |nc |3.6E+04nc

20859-| Atuminum phosphide |3.1E+01  |nc |82E+02 fne 1.5E+01 |nc

67485- _ w0 ol

29-4 Amdro 1.8E+01 nc |2.6E+02 fnc |1.1E+00 {nc }1.1E+0]|nc

?;i; Ametryn 55E+02 |ne |7.9E+03 |nc |[3.3E+01 |nc |3.3E+02}nc

2315 m-Aminophenol 43E+03  |nc |62E+04 |nc |[2.6E+02 fnc |2.6E+03|nc

504- | 4 Aminopyridi E+ 7 7.3E-01

24-5 4-Aminopyridine 1.2E+00 nc |1.8E+01 |nc JE-02 {nc |7.3E-01 |nc

33089-1 A mitr +02 9.1E 9.1E+0

61-1 mitraz 1.5E+0 ne |22EH)3 |nc AEH00 fne |9 1|nc

7664- N

41-7 Ammomnia 1.0E+02 Inc

7773~ | Ammonium sulf E+04 73E+0

06-0 \ymonium sulfamate | 1.2 nc | 1.OE+05 [max . 3 {nc

§2-53- s * *

3 Aniline 8.5E+01 ca**|4.3E+02 |Jca* |1.0E+00 |nc |1.2EH0|ca

7440- | Antimony and 3.1E+01  |nc |82B+02 |mc 11.5E+01|nc |5.0E+00

36-0  |compounds

6133(;1; " | Antimony pentoxide  {3.9E+0! Inc |1.0E+03 |[nc 1.8E4+01 |nc

28300- | Antimony potassium

Zas Niartrate 7.0E4+01 |nc |1.8E+03 |nc 3.3E+01 |nc

1332- . _

81.6 Antimony tetroxide 3.1E+01 nc |82E+02 |nc 1.58+01 | nc

éi?f‘ Antimony trioxide  |3.1E+01  [ne |82E+02 fnc |21E-01 |nc |1.5E+01|ne

74115 Apoll + + 478

24-5 Apollo 7.9E+(2 ne |1.1E+04 |nc [|4.7E+01 |nc |4.7E+02|nc
http://www.epa.gov/Region9/waste/sfund/prg/s1_01 Jhtm 11/6/01




LOP - RECORD CHANGE REQUEST FORM printed:

06/16/2000
Mark Out What Needs Changing and Hand to LOP Data Entry
(Name/Address changes go to Annual Programs Data Entry)

Insp: DH
AGENCY # : 10000 SCURCE OF FUNDS: F SUBSTANCE: 8006619
StID : 3341 LOC: -0-
SITE NAME: Fidelity Roof Company DATE REPQRTED : 12/19/1995
ADDRESS : 1075 -0 40th St DATE CONFIRMED: 12/19/1995
CITY/ZI1IP : Oakland 94608 MULTIPLE RPs : N

SITE STATUS

CASE TYPE: O CONTRACT STATUS: 4 PRIOR CODE:2B4 EMERGENCY RESP: -0-
RP SEARCH: S DATE COMPLETED: 12/19/1995
PRELIMINARY ASMNT: C DATE UNDERWAY: 09/12/1996 DATE COMPLETED: 03/06/1997
REM INVESTIGATION: - DATE UNDERWAY: -0- DATE COMPLETED: -0-
REMEDIAL ACTION: - DATE UNDERWAY: -0- DATE COMPLETED: -0-

POST REMED ACT MON:U DATE UNDERWAY: 03/06/1997 DATE COMPLETED: -0-

ENFORCEMENT ACTION TYPE: 1 DATE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 12/19/1995
LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSID: ZHSCA
CASE CLOSED: - DATE CASE CLOSED: -0-

DATE EXCAVATION STARTED : 12/19/1995 REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: ED

RESPONSIBLE PARTY INFORMATION
RP#1-CONTACT NAME: Mr. Monte Upghaw
COMPANY NAME: Fidelity Roof Company
ADDRESS: 1075 40th Street
CITY/STATE: Oakland, Calitornia 94608

INSPECTOR VERIFICATION:

NAME SIGNATURE DATE
DATA ENTRY INPUT:
Name/Address Changes Only Case Progress Changes
ANNPGMS LOP DATE LOP DATE
 STID 3341 Fidelity Roof, 1075 40™ Street

Monitoring phase after initial well installations, subsequent GeoProbe investigation, and addltmnai
well instaliations. Need to track GW flow to ensure wells are placed in good locations.

% M%@%ﬂm
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\g ., State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs
2014 T Street » Sacramento, California 95814 » (916) 227-4366

-

Winston H, Hickox

Secretary for Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944212 ¢ Sacramento, California » 94244-2120 Gray Davis
Environmental FAX (916) 227-4530 » Internet Address; http://www.swreb.ca.gov/~cwphame/ustef Governor
Protection

Montague M. Upshaw
1075 40th St
Qakland, CA 94608

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND PROGRAM, STAFF DECISION TO
REJECT CLAIM: CLAIM NUMBER 013833; FOR SITE ADDRESS: 1075 40TH ST,
OAKLAND

Your claim has been found to be jneligible for placement on the Priority List for the following
reason:

On December 11, 1998 the Fund requested additional documentation in order to complete the
cursory level of you claim application. The Fund sent a second 10-day final notice on April 30,
1999, To date, the Fund has not received a response from you.

1) What checking account are the payments for the cleanup being made from? The
corporation’s account, or your personal account? The ¢laimant must reflect the entity
incurring the cleanup costs.

2) Copy of the Notice of Violation issued to you in July of 1995 from the County.

3) Copy of a letter from the local regulatory agency naming you a responsible party and
directing you to clean up the contamination at the subject site.

4) You submitted copies of income tax returns with your claim, but requested priority class C.
Priority class C does not require a tax review. It only requires that you have fewer than 500
employees. A tax review is required if you would like to be placed in priority class B. Since
you have already submitted the tax returns, we can evaluate the claim for placement in
priority class B if you prefer; however, please specify which priority class you are applying
for.

Becanse you have failed to respond to the above requested information, the Fund is rejecting
your claim according to The Petroleumn Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Regulations, Section
2811.2(n)...Such other information as may be reasonably required by the Division to conduct a
preliminary investigation on the apparent eligibility, reimbursable amount due, or appropriate
Priority Class of the claim,

In addition, your claim is for costs incurred after December 2, 1991, agu? YEu Were Eoﬁgﬂdﬁf}
orders or directives to clean up the site (Section 2811).
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California Envirommental Profection Agency
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Montague M. Upshaw -2-

v
-

There has been no verification of an unauthorized release of petroleum from the UST that was
reported to the local regulatory agency (Section 2811).

NOTE: Sections cited are found in the Petroleum Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund
Regulations, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 18, of the California Code of Regulations.

If you disagree with this Staff Decision, you may either request review and reconsideration by
the Program Manager or you may formally appeal the decision and request a Final Division
Decision from the Chief of the Division. A request for reconsideration along with any additional
documentation should be sent to:

Dave Deaner, Program Manager, Claim #013833
UST Cleanup Fund Program

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

P.C. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

A request to the Chief of the Division must include, at a minimum: (1) a statement describing
how the claimant is damaged by the prior Staff Decision; (2) a description of the remedy or
outcome desired; and (3) an explanation of why the claimant believes the action or the Staff
Decision is erroneous, inappropriate or improper.

The request to the Chief of the Division must be sent to Edward C. Anton, Chief, Division of
Clean Water Programs, at the address listed above,

If you do not request review and reconsideration by the Program Manager or request a Final
Division Decision from the Chief of the Division within sixty (60) calendar days from the date of
this letter, the Staff Decision will then become final and conclusive.

If you have any questions, please call me at (916) 227-4366.

Sincerely,

ORIGINALIGHED BY

Claims Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

cc: Mr. Steve Morse Mr. Thomas Peacock
RWQCB, Region 2 Alameda County EHD
1515 Clay Street, Ste. 1400 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FL
QOakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Califoraia Environmental Protection Agency

©
QY Recycled Paper




ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘ .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
November 1, 1899 (510) 567-6700

(510) 337-9335 (FAX)

STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company
1075-40" Street
Qakland, CA 948608

RE: Fidelity Roof Company, 1075-40" Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Thank you for the recent submittal of the September 3, 1999 All Environmental, inc.
(AEL) report. This report documents the installation of monitoring well MW-4 and
presents, in addition, the sampling and monitoring results for the remaining wells at the
site.

At this time, please continue adhering to a quarterly schedule (i.e., every 3 months) of
well sampling and monitoring. Technical reports documenting this work are also to be
provided quarterly. A copy of each report is to be submitted to this office within 60 days
following each sampling and monitoring event.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 when fieldwork has been scheduled.

Sincerely, e 7
e~
-~ "'F.— é"’ ‘-M-_\_

Stott O. Seery, CHMM
Hazardous Mateyials Specialist

ce: Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Peter Mcintyre, All Environmental, Inc.
901 Moraga Rd., Ste. C, Lafayette, CA 94549-4567




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Directar

_ ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
February 25, 1999 ' ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-8577

(510) 567-6700
STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company

1075-40™ Street
Oakland, CA 94608

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075-40™ Street, Oakland

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

I appreciate your prompt subrmittal of the February 22, 1999 All Environmental, Inc. (AEI) work

plan for the next phase of the investigation at the subject site. AEI proposes the installation of an

additional monitoring well just south of the former underground storage tank (UST) and

dispenser area. The ongoing monitoring and sampling of the resulting 4-well network will assist

in determining the appropriate corrective action for the UST release at this site.

The cited AEI work plan has been accepted with the following clarification:

0O Of the minimum two (2) soil samples propased for submittal to the laboratory for chemical
analyses, at least one of the samples shall be collected from the apparent capillary zone.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 when fieldwork has been scheduled.

Sincerely,

Hazardous Materials Specialist

ce: Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Peter Mclntyre, All Environmental, Inc.
901 Moraga Rd., Ste. C, Lafayette CA 94549-4567




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

January 6, 1999 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
- 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 3341 (510) 567-6700

(510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company
1075 — 40™ Street
Oakland, CA 94608

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 - 40™ Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

‘Thank you for our receipt of the December 9, 1998 All Environmental, Inc. (AEI) report
documenting the recent phase of the investigation at the subject site. This report, as well as
supplemental laboratory data submitted under AEI cover dated December 23, 1998, has been
reviewed. The cited AEI report documents the installation of and sampling from six (6)
“Geoprobe” soil borings advanced both within and outside the site compound. Although both
soil and groundwater samples were collected, only groundwater samples were analyzed. Two
laboratories were contracted to perform the analyses.

Based on the results of and supplemental information associated with the recent investigation, we
have concluded that, at this time, an adﬂitmnal “permanent™ mmh:u‘ﬂmgm shall be instalied ?
within 10° west of Geoptobe bozing $B-1. This well will be used in concert with the entire well
network to confirm groundwater flow, corroborate the recent sampling results, and assist in the
eventual preparation of an appropriate corrective action plan (CAP). Please be informed,
however, that additional assessment may become necessary should new information demonstrate
a compelling need to do so.

Please have your consultant present a brief work plan outlining their ptans for installing the
requested monitoring well. This work plan is due within 45 days of the date of this letter.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should have any questions.

Sincerely,

/

cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Oakiand Fire Department
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Peter McIntyre, All Environmental, Inc.




Alameda County Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy., #250
Alameda CA 94502-6577
Telephone (510) 5676700 FAX (510) 337-9335
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

October 9, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEAL.TH'SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

da, OA 94502-6577

7-E7C0

Gj 337-5435 (FAX)

STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company
1075 — 40" Street
QOakland, CA 94608

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 - 40" Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

Thank you for our receipt of the September 28, 1998 All Environmental, Inc. (AEI} work plan for
the next phase of the investigation at the subject site. AEI proposes the installation of six ()
“Geoprobe” soil borings in locations within and just south of the site, along Yerba Buena
Avenue. The results of this phase of work will help guide any additional work required to
adequately assess the extent of the impact and prepare an appropriate corrective action plan
(CAP).

The cited AEI work plan has been accepted with the following changes:

1. Groundwater samples are to be collected from the completed boreholes using a device that
will minimize the potential for the agitation of formation water and loss of volatile
constituents in collected samples. For example, a “mini” bailer is such a device, while a
peristaltic pump is not. ' :

2. An additional borehole shall be emplaced immediately east of the driveway leading into
the site, along a similar alignment as SB-1 and SB-6, about 50° or so east of SB-1. You
may substitute this location for that of proposed boreholes SB-3 or SB-4.

Please call me at (519) 567-6783 when fieldwork has been scheduled.

Sincerely,

T i
T M
K z,»_—.,:/n/ﬂ.__q ———

8ot O. Sedry, CHMM
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cer Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Jennifer Pucci, All Environmental, Inc.
901 Moraga Rd., Lafayette, CA 94549-4567




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

CERTIFIED MAILER # P 143 589 267 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
lameda, CA B4502-6577
September 24, 1998 {510} 567-6700

(510 337-9335 (FAX)
STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company
1075 — 40™ Street
Oakland, CA 94608

FINAL NOTICE OF VIOLATION

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 - 40" Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

In correspondence from this office dated July 9, 1998, you were issued a Notice of Violation for
your failure to submit a work plan for the continued assessment of the underground storage tank
(UST) release at your site. This work plan was requested in previous correspondence dated
March 18, 1998. You were initially given 60, and then 15, days to submit this work plan. To
date, no work plan has been received by this office.

Please be advised that you continue to be in violation ofrArticle 11, Section 2720 et seq., Title 23,
California Code of Regulations (CCR). California Health & Safety Code Section 25299 provides
for penalties of up to $5000 per day per viclation upon conviction.

This case will be referred to the Alameda Cowrry District Attorney s Office for enforcement
action should the requested work plan not be received by the close of business on Monday,
October 5, 1998 '

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or if I can be of assistance to you
in meeting this submiital ine.

Sincerely,

Hazardous Mgtefials Specialist

ce: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Chuck Headlee, RWOCB

Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund




» o -

S.Seery p 143 589 2h7?
#3311 : 28T
US Postal Service e .

Receipt for Certified Mail

No Insurance Coverage Provided.

Da not uss for International Mail (See reverse
Sento M. monte Up

Eidelity Roof Company

SreelENAWE _ 4gth Street

Post Offica, State, & ZiP C

ode
Oakland CA 94608

Posiage $
Certified Fee
Special Delivery Fea
Restricted Delivery Fee
)
2 | Retum Raceipt Showing 1o
— | Whom & Dale Delivered
5 [ Retum Receipt Showing ta Whom,
< | Date, & Addressee's Address
§ TOTAL Postage & Fees $
€9 { Postmark or Data
£
(+]
(s
i ;_-,_,_”—4
[+
P ag—— - =
s :
$ “wComplete ftams 1 andior 2 for additonal sanvices. | also wish to receive the
% sCompieta items 3, 4a, and 4b. . following servicas (for an
-4 IPri_réi‘:u;;mamdaddmslmmenwemeoﬂhismnnmmatwecsnmmmws extra fea): .
- >N LT
5 IA@mlhishnntomelmmmﬂmmaﬂpleoe.oronlhabadciispacedoesnol 1. O] Addressea’s Address 5
lpv?ri'le “Hetum Receipt Requestad” on the maiipiece below the anicle number. 2 [ Restricted Delivary 5
2 & Tho Reium Focapt wil show to whom the arlcle was delivered and the date 4
£ delivered. ) Consult postmaster for fee. =2
o 3, Aricle Addressedto: ¢ (.S #3341 4a. Arficle Number g
g : ' P 143 589 267 £
E’ 4b, Service Type g
© Mr. Monte Upshaw {1 Registered [X Certified T
Fidelity Roof Company 0 Express Mall O Insured .§
1076 - 40th Street [J Retum Receipt for Merchandise (1 COD 5
Qakland CA 94608 7. Date of Delivery >
2
R —
5. Received By: (Print Nama,) 8. Addressee's Adaress (Only if requested -'é
/’\ and fee is paid) 2
- =3
§ / /é"\

P& £orm 3811, Decorthar 1994 T02605-7.80173  Domestic Return Receipt




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

CERTIFIED MAILER # ENVIRONMENTAL HEAILTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alzrmeda, CA 94502-6577

July 9, 1998 ' {510) 567-6700
{510) 337-9335 {(FAX)

STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw
Fidelity Roof Company
1075 — 40" Street
Oakland, CA 94608

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 - 40™ Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

In correspondence from this office dated March 18, 1998, you were directed to submit a work
plan for the continued assessment of the underground storage tank (UST) release at the subject
Oakland site. You were given 60 days to submit this work plan. To date, no work plan has been
received by this office.

Please be advised that you are currently in violation of provisions of Article 11, Section 2720 et
seq., Title 23, California Code of Regulations (CCR). Please be further advised that California
Health & Safety Code Section 25299 provides for penalties of up to $5000 per day per violation
upon conviction.

You are directed to submit the subject workplan within 15 days of the date of this letter. Failure
to do so may result in the referral of this case to the appropriate enforcement agency.

Additionaliy, such noncompliance will preciude you from eligibility for reimbursement from the
State UST Fund.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely, / -

4

o T

% wj// — e ———————————

it O. Seéry, CHMM
Hazﬁrdous(Materials Specialist

cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
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AGENCY
DAVID J KEARS, Agency Diractor
CERTIFIED MAILER # P 368 729 381 P NVIHONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

jiotets Hay Parkway, Suite 250

July 9, 1998 5
STID 3341

Mr. Monte Upshaw

Fidelity Roof Company

1075 — 40" Street

Oakland, CA 94608

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

RE:  Fidelity Roof Company, 1075 - 40" Street, Oakland
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

In correspondence from this office dated March 18, 1998, you were directed to submit a work
plan for the continued assessment of the underground storage tank (UST) release at the subject
(Oakland site. You were given 60 days to submit this work plan. To date, no work plan has been
received by this office.

Please be advised that you are currently in violation of provisions of Article 11, Section 2720 et
seq., Title 23, California Code of Regulations (CCR). Please be further advised that California
Health & Safety Code Section 25299 provides for penalties of up to $3000 per day per violation
upon conviction.

You are directed to submit the subject workplan within 15 days of the date of this fetter. Failure
to do so may result in the referral of this case to the appropriate enforcement agency.
Additionally, such noncompliance will preclude you from eligibility for reimbursement from the
State UST Fund.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely, / s
W%—J -

4t O. Seéry, CHMM

I

rHazérdouQ/Iaterlals Specialist

oo Mee Ling Tung, Directar, Environmental Health
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Leroy Griffin, Qakland Fire Department
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

March 18, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (L.OP)

STID 3341 . 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
re: 1075 - 40" st., Oakland, CA 94608 (510) 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335

Monte Upshaw

Fidelity Rocof Company
1075 - 40 st.
Oakland, CA 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

This office has received and reviewed a Quarterly Groundwater

Monitoring Report for the Fourth Quarter 1997, dated January 16,

1998 by All Environmental, Inc. for the above site. The

following are comments concerning this report and your site: b 5@ Qﬁﬁr
S —— ——%g&aa I pa——— ___.w._-_ﬁ.“'_f——a-

There is still significant Sontamination of TPHg as high as

pb and benzene as high as 349 ppb in MW-3, the down-

gradient well. Therefore, the extent of contamination is not

defined. '

—_—

2. This office has looked at other sites in the area and the.

nearest site down-gradient is in Emeryville and over 2 blocks 1
away. Therefore, you are required to conduct further

investigation to define the lateral extent of contamination.

3. You are directed to submit a workplan, within 60 days, to
define the extent of contamination from petroleum in the down-=
gradient direction from MW-3.

If you have any gquestions please call me at (510}.567—6782.
Sincerely,

Peacock, Manager
Division of Envircnmental Protection

o} Jennifer Pucci, All Environmental, 3364 Mt. Diablo Blwvd.,
TLafayette, CA 94583
Bick Pantages, Chief - files
LeRoy Griffin, City of Oakland Hazardous Materials
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
' AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director
Stld 3341/1op : ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
June 12, 1997 : 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alamada, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
Monte Upshaw {510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Fidelity Roof Company
1075 - 40th St
Oakland CA 94608
Subject: Investigations at 1075 - 40th St., Oakland CA 94608

Dear Mr. Upshaw:

This office has reviewed All Environmental, Inc.’s Monitoring Well Installation and Quarterly
Groundwater Monitoring Report (First Quarter, | 997) dated May 30, 1997. This report describes the
installation and sampling of three groundwater monitoring wells (MW-1, MW-2, and MW-3) at the
subject site.

Please begin quarterly monitoring of all on-site monitoring wells. Ground water elevations and
corresponding gradient determinations are to be conducted monthly for 12 consecutive months and
then quarterly thereafter until this site qualifies for closure. Gradient maps for each event are to be
presented in commensurate quarterly reports. A report of each quarterly monitoring event is due to
this office the first day of the second month of each subsequent quarter until this site qualifies for final
RWQCB "sign-off". The next quarterly report is due to this office no later than August 1, 1997.

Based on the results of the initial groundwater samples, it appears that the extent of groundwater
contamination has nor been defined at this site. One or two additional rounds of quarterly monitoring
data and monthly gradient determinations should be collected to assist in determining the extent and
severity of ground water contamination. After this data is collected, you may be directed to submit a
work plan to this office proposing to further delineate the extent of groundwater contamination and/or
submit an evaluation of risk to human health and the environment associated with the potential
exposures to gasoline contaminated soil and groundwater at this site, The ASTM ES 1739-95
Standard Guide for Risk-Based Cormective Action Applied at Petroleum Release Sites (RBCA) can be
used to assist in completing this type of evaluation. For more information, please see the attached
interim guidance document issued by the San Francisco Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control
Board regarding required cleanup at underground storage tank fuel sites.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510) 567-6755.
Sincerely, '
Hazardous Materials Specialist

~ Attachment (1) ,
o Attn: Jennifer Anderson, All Environmental Ing., 3364 Mt, Diablo Blvd, Lafayette, CA 94549
w/attachment
ALLAfile




ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direclor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION_(LOP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda. CA 94502-6577
Stld 3341 (510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

February 28, 1997

Monte Upshaw

Fidelity Roof Company
1075 - 40th St
Qakland CA 94608

Subject: Investigations at 1075 - 40th St., Oakland CA 94608
Dear Mr. Upshaw:

This office has reviewed the All Environmental, Inc.’s work plan dated February 24, 1997. This work
plan proposes to install three groundwater monitoring wells at the subject site and to perform
groundwater monitoring and sampling activities. This work plan is acceptable to this office with the
following comments/additions:

. During the installation of the monitoring wells, soil samples are to be coltected at five-foot-
depth intervals, at any signs of contamination, any significant changes in lithology, and at the
soil-groundwater interface. At least one soil sample must be analyzed per soil boring,
including samples where contamination was observed and the soil sample collected from the
capillary fringe.

Field work should commence within 30 days. A report must be submitted within 45 days after the
completion of this phase of work at the site. Subsequent reports are to be submitted quarterly until

- this site qualifies for final RWQCB "sign-off". Such quarterly reports are due the first day of the
second month of each subsequent quarter.

Please notify me at least 72 hour before field work is to commence Thank you for your prompt
attention to this matter. If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510) 567-6755.

Sincerely,

Amy Leech
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Attn: Jennifer Anderson, All Environmental Inc., 3364 Mt. Diablo Blvd, Lafayette, CA 94549
ALL-file




ALL EnviroNvENTA® INC. ¢ ot

Emvironmental Engineering & Construction

February 24, 1997
Project No. 1540

Ms. Amy Leech

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 1075 40th Street, Qakland, California
Dear Ms, Leech:

This letter is a proposed workplan for your review and approval for the soil boring and groundwater
monitoring well installation to be performed at the above referenced site. All Environmental, Inc. (AEI) is
providing environmental engineering consulting and construction services to Mr. Monte Upshaw of
Fidelity Roof Company, and is submitting this letter on his behalf.

Site Description and Background
The subject property currently supports the operation of Fidelity Roof Company.

On December 19, 1995, Tank Protect Engineering removed one (1) 1,000 gallon underground storage tank
(UST) and one (1) 300 gallon gasoline UST from the southeast corner of the property. The removal of the
tanks produced a single excavation, The excavated soil was stockpiled north of the excavation. Three
discrete soil samples were collected from beneath the USTs. Analysis of the samples indicated that soil
beneath the 1,000 gallon UST was impacted with minor concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons
{TPH) as gasoline, TPH as diesel, benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene (BTEX) and methyl tertiary
butyl ether (MTBE). A single soil sample collected from beneath the 500 gallon UST indicated 100 ppm
TPH as gasoline and 96 ppm TPH as diesel present. BTEX was present at concentrations of 2.0 ppm, 0.26
ppm, 1.9 ppm and 8.0 pprn, respectively. MTBE was not present above the detection limit of 0.30 ppm.

Four discrete soil samples were collected from the excavated soil. The samples were analyzed as one
composite sample. TPH as gasoline and TPH as diesel were present within the representative sample at
concentrations of 580 ppm and 120 ppm, respectively. BTEX concentrations were 2.3 ppm, 11 ppm, 6.8
ppm and 47 ppm, respectively. MTBE was not detected within the composite stockpile soil sample.

As requested by Alameda County Health Care Services Agency (ACHCSA), AEI issued a workplan on
August 28, 1996 designed to define the extent and magnitude of petroleum hydrocarbon contamination in
the vicinity of the former USTs. On September 11, 1996, Ms. Susan Hugo of the ACHCSA approved the
workplan. On September 12, 1996, AEI advanced four soil borings in the vicinity of the former UST
excavation (Phase II Soil and Groundwater Investigation, Qctober 7, 1996). Soil samples were ¢ollected
from al! of the borings and groundwater samples were collected from two of the borings.

Corporate Headquarters: Sacramento Office: Los Angeles Office:
3364 Mt. Diabiao Blvd, 5524 Assembly Ct., Suite 10 111 N. Sepulveda Blvd., #250
Lafayette, CA 94549 Sacramento, CA 95823 Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Phone: (510) 283-6000 Phone: (316} 429-0776 Fhone: (310) 328-8878

Fax: {(510) 283-6121 Fax: (916) 424-0182 Fax: (310) 798-2841




Ms. Amy Leech

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
February 24, 1997

Project No. 1540

Page 2

Analytical resuits from the subsurface investigation revealed significant levels of gasoline and diesel
contarnination present in soil to the south and west of the open excavation and in the groundwatér below
the site. This soil contamination was believed to extend beneath the existing pump island. Based upon
information obtained during the Phase I Subsurface Investigation, AEI recommended additional
excavation of soil from south of the UST excavation and in the vicinity of the pump island. Moderate
concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons were present in the s0il o the east of the excavation. However
AEI did not recommend addition excavation in this area due to the potential undermining of the existing
buiiding. Concentrations present in the soil north of the excavation did not warrant the removal of
additional soil.

During the Phase II Subsurface Investigation, AEI collected soil samples from the stockpiled soil in order
to determine the soil’s suitability as backfill. A total of four discrete soil samples were collected and
combined by the laboratory into one composite sample for analysis. Analysis of the sample indicated the
presence of 3.8 ppm TPH as gasoline, 28 ppm TPH as diesel and minor concentrations of benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX). Approval was obtained from Ms. Hugo to reuse the stockpiled soil as
backfill material.

On Qctober 25, 1996, AEI extended the excavation to the south and east (Excavation and Disposal of
Contaminated Soil Report, Yanuary 7, 1997). Confirmation soil samples were collected from the sidewalls
of the excavation. The soil samples indicated that the majotity of petroleum hydrocarbon contaminated
soil was removed. A soil sample collected from the west excavation wall has up to 150 ppm TPH as
gasoline, 300 ppm TPH as diesel and 13 ppm benzene present. However, these concentrations decreased
significantly four feat west of the sidewall sample as indicated from soil boring analytical results,

The contaminated soil was stockpiled on-site and profiled for disposal into a Class Il Landfill. On
November 27 and November 29, 1996, 233 tons of soil was loaded and transported to the BFI Vasco Road
Sanitary Landfill for disposal. The excavation was backfilled with the original tank removal stockpile and
clean imported fill material.

Because of the elevated concentrations of petrolemm hydrocarbons in the groundwater, ACIICSA has
requested the following workplan te investigate the extent and magnitude of groundwater contamination
present in the vicinity of the former tank excavation,

Scope of Work

AEI proposes to install three groundwater monitoring wells at the site in order to obtain information on
groundwater elevations, gradients and petroleum hydrocarbon contamination. Refer to the attached site
drawing for the proposed groundwater monitoring well locations.

A Mobile B-57 or CME 75 hydraulic rotary drill with 6.25" LD, by 10.5" O.D. hollow stem avgers will be
used. Drilling will proceed to first encountered groundwater plus 13 feet, most likely corresponding to a
depth of approximately 25 feet bgs. In the unlikely event that groundwater is not encountered in the first
50 feet of strata, the borings will be backfilled with neat portland cement.




Ms. Amy Leech

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
February 24, 1997

Project No. 15340

Page 3

The soil borings will be continuously logged on-site by a professional geologist using the Unified Soil
Classification System. Undisturbed soil samples will be collected at 5 foot intervals, starting at 5 feet bgs,
with a hammer-driven California Modifted split spoon sampler. The sampler will be advanced ahead of the
auger tip by successive hammer blows. The samples will be collected for visual classification and
chemical analysis in two-inch diameter stainless steel tubes. One soil sample from each boring will be
analyzed at a state certified laboratory. The soil samples selected for chemical testing will be determined
by the geologist on-site at the time of sampling. Soil samples obtained during drilling will be screened in
the field via sensory perceptions and portable organic vapor meter.

All soil samples will be secured using aluminum foil, teflon caps and sealed with duct tape. All samples
will be put on ice and transported, under chain of custody procedures to McCampbell Analytical, Inc. of
Pacheco, California. Seil samples will be analyzed for TPH as gasoline (EPA 5030/8015), TPII as diesel
(EPA. method 3550/8015), benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes (BTEX), and MTBE (EPA method
5030/8020).

All sampling equipment will be cleaned in buckets with brushes and a TSP or Alconox solution, then
rinsed twice with tap water. The drill rig and augers will be steam cleaned prior to drilling and on-site
before departure. Rinsate will be contained on-site in sealed, labeled drums.

Cuttings generated during drilling will be stored on-site in 55 gallon drums. On-site treatment or off-site
disposal of contaminated drill cuttings is not a part of this work scope. It is likely that a licensed hauler
will be contracted to transport the soils as non-hazardous waste, under appropriate manifests, to a local
landfill facility.

The soil borings, as described above, will be converted to 2" monitoring wells. The wells will be
constructed of 2" flush threaded Schedule 40 PVC casing, with up to 15 feet of .01" or .02" factory-slotted
well screen. The top of each well screen will extend up to 3 feet above the encountered groundwater level
to account for seasonal fluctuations. The well casings will be inserted through the augers to a point a few
inches above the borehole terminus where it will be suspended until the well is secured within the sand
pack. Sand (#2 or #3) will be poured through the augers in one- to two-foot lifts up to about two feet
above the top of the perforated casing. One to two feet of bentonite pellets will be placed above the sand
and activated with tap water. The seal will be finished up to the surface with tremmied cement/bentonite
grout. A locking top cap and a fiush-mounted watertight well cover will be installed.

The wells will be developed by bailing of water into a DOT 17H drum until the water appears to be
reasonably clear with a minimum of 10 well volumes removed. Well development will take place no less
than 72 hours afier installation of the wells. A surveyor will determine the elevations of the monitoring
wells based on an established benchmark. As per ACHCSA request, groundwater level measurements will
be collected monthly for the first three months,

The wells will be sampled on a quarterly basis for a period of one year. Prior to obtaining water samples
from the monitoring wells, no less than 5 well volumes of water will be bailed from the well. Groundwater
will be checked for sheen and free product prior to purging and sampling. Samples well be obtained in a
precleaned bailer, secured in 40 mi volatile organic analysis vials or amber liter bottles, placed in a cooler
with wet ice and transported, under chain of custody procedures to McCampbell Analytical, Inc. of
Pacheco, California. Water samples will be analyzed for TPH as gasoline (EPA 5030/8015), TPH as diesel
(EPA method 3550/8015), benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes (BTEX), and MTBE (EPA method
5030/8020).
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Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
February 24, 1997

Project No. 1540
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AEI requests your approval to proceed with this project. AEI is eager to complete this work as soon as
possible. Please let me know if you need additional information and please do not hesitate to call me at
{510} 283-6000 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
o

Jennifer Anderson
Project Manager

Michael Carey
Engineering Geoloj
CEG 1351
cc: Mr. Monte UpshavN TaERwE g 1075 40th Street, Oakland, CA 94608

Attachment
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Stid 3341 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION {LOP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
February 18, 1997 (510) 567-6700

FAX (510} 337-9335

Monte Upshaw

Fidelity Roof Company

1075 - 40th St ,
Oakland CA 94608 ' ’

Subject: Investigations at 1075 - 40th St., Oakland CA 94608
Dear Mr. Upshaw:
This office has reviewed the following reports submitted by All Environmental, Inc.:

- Phase II Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report, dated October 7, 1996
- Excavation and Disposal of Contaminated Soil Report, dated January 7, 1997

These reports describe investigations completed at the subject site to assess the extent and severity of
soil and groundwater contamination as a result of past release(s) from the two former underground
storage tanks that were removed in December 1995,

The extent of soil contamination was identified during the excavation of contaminated soil in October

- 25, 1996. Approximately 235 tons of contaminated soil was reportedly excavated and removed in the
vicinity of the former tank pit and associated fuel dispenser island. Up to 150 ppm TPH as gasoline,
300 ppm TPH as diesel, and 16 ppm benzene were identified in confirmatory soil sample SWW at 9
feet below ground surface at the perimeter of the excavation. However because low levels of benzene
were detected directly west of sample SWW at boring S-4, the "hot spot" identified by the sample
collected from SWW appears to be localized. :

Elevated levels of petroleum hydrocarbons (up to 5,500 ppb TPH as gasoline, 2,100 ppb TPH as
diesel, and 340 ppb benzene, 350 ppb toluene, 250 ppb, ethylbenzene, and 1,200 ppb xylenes) were

_ identified in "grab" groundwater samples collected from borings SB-2 and $B-4 in October 7, 1996.
The extent of groundwater contamination was not identified during these investigations.

Please submit a work plan to investigate the extent and severity of groundwater contamination at this -
site. The following elements should be incorporated into the work plan proposal.

0 At least one permanent ground water monitoring well must be installed within 10 feet of the
observed soil contamination, oriented in the confirmed downgradient direction relative to
groundwater flow. In the absence of neighboring monitoring wells located within 100 feet of
the site, or any other data identifying the confirmed downgradient direction, a minimum of
three wells will be required to verify gradient direction. During the installation of these wells,
soil samples are to be collected at five-foot-depth intervals and any significant changes in
lithology.

0 Subsequent to the installation of the monitoring wells, these wells must be surveyed to an
established benchmark, (i.e., Mcan Sea Level) with an accuracy of 0.01 foot. Ground water




Upshaw

Re: 1075 - 40th St
February 18, 1997
Page 2 of 3

samples are to be collected and analyzed quarterly, and water level measurements are to be
collected monthly for the first three months, and then quarterly thereafter. If the initial
ground water ¢levation contours indicate that ground water flow directions vary greatly then
you will be required to continue monthly water level measurements until the ground water
gradient behavior is known. Both seil and ground water samples must be analyzed for
TPHg, TPHd, BTEX, and MTBE.

This Department will continue to oversee the assessment and remediation of your site. Our oversight
will include the review of and comment on work proposals and technical guidance on appropriate
investigative approaches and monitoring schedules. The issuance of well drilling permits, however,
will be through the Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, Zone 7, in
Pleasanton.

In order to properly conduct a site investigation, you are required to obtain professional services of a
reputable environmental consultant. All reports and proposals must be submitted under seal of a
California-Registered Geologist, -Certified Engineering Geologist, or -Registered Civil Engineer.

The requested work plan proposal is due to this office by April 21, 1997. Once the proposal is
approved, field work should commence within 30 days. A report must be submitted within 45 days
after the completion of this phase of work at the site. Subsequent reports are to be submitted quarterly
until this site qualifies for final RWQCB "sign-off". Such quarterly reports are due the first day of the
second month of each subsequent quarter.

The referenced initial and quarterly reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

0 Details and results of all work performed during the designated period of time:
records of field observations and data, boring and well construction logs, water level
data, chain-of-custody forms, laboratory results for all samples collected and anatyzed,
tabulations of free product thicknesses and dissolved fractions, etc. _..

0 Status of ground water contamination characterization.

o Interpretations of results: water level contour maps showing gradients, free and
dissolved product plume definition maps for each target component, geologic cross
sections, etc.

o Recommendations or plans for additional investigative work or remediation.

0 In light of the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board’s (RWQCB)
Interim Guidance on Required Cleanup at Low Risk Fuel Sites (see copy attached),
dated January 5, 1996, we request that the American Society for Testing and Materials
(ASTM) guidance document entitled Standard Guide for Risk-Based Corrective Action
(RBCA) Applied at Petroleum Release Sites (Designation: E 1739-95) be used as part
of the site management strategy for this site.




Upshaw

Re: 1075 - 40th St
February 18, 1997
Page 3 of 3

Please be advised that this is a formal request for a work plan pursuant to Section 2722 (c)(d) of Title
23 California Code of Regulations. Any extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by either this agency or RWQCB.

The review of environmental assessment/investigations for the subject site has been transferred from
Susan Hugo to the undersigned of this office. If you have any questions or comments, please contact
me at (510) 567-6755.

Sincerely,

(froprs eec

Amy Leech
Hazardous Materials Specialist

ATTACHMENT

c Attn: Jennifer Anderson, All Environmental Inc., 3364 Mt. Diablo Blvd, Lafayette, CA 94549
w/attachment
ALL-file
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2, Plpeline Leak Detection
J. Racords Malntenance
4. Relaase Repart

5, Closure Flars

Genaral

13, mpiement Sch. Req'd? (Y/N)

15, Probatile Risk Assessment

14. Exemnption Request? C(YfN)
19, Trade Secrat Reguested?

2703
25503(b)
25503.7
25504(a)
2730
25504(b)
25504(c)
25505(a)
25805(0)

2853a)
2553
25534(c)
25524(c)
25534(c)
25534()
255340
25536(b)
25538

23)

25284 (HE&S)
25292 (H&S)
2712
2051
2670

_ 4 Method

1} Monthly Test

2} Doy Vodose
Sermi-crreaa grchwarter
Cna tme soks

) Dally Vodose
Cne fima sois
Arrudl tank test

4) Morthly Gnghwater
One fime ol

5) Dally rventary
Arruc fonk testing
Cont pipe leck det
Vadose/ onawater mon,

&) Dally iwventory
Annud fonk tesfing
Cont pipe keok cet

7) Weeldy Tark Gougs
Arruad Rk BiNQ

8) Anrua Tank Testing

Monloring for Exlating Tanks

Dally
9) Otner

___ 7. Precis Tank Test
Date:

8. Ihventory Rec.

___9. SolTesting .

. 10. Ground Wetfer.

2643

2644
2644
2647

— 11.Monitee Picn
. 12 Acces. secure
—13.Pars subm#t
Dota:
- 14, As Buit
Data:

New Tanks

Rav &/88

Contact:

Title:

2632
2634

am

2635

o+ 5 ame Fidelty Locfirs, s 28, %
Site Address /075- A/OM I___" ______________________
Clty Q/fi.d’/éi'»—cj

MAX AMT stored > 500 Ibs, 56 gal., 200 cft.?

Inspecllon Calegories:

. Haz Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER
IIl. Business Plans. Acute Hazardous Materials
lll. Underground Tanks

| " Calif. Administrafion Code (CAC) or the Health & Safety Codea (HS&C)

Somments; -

OFE | Yl bty fa (AED.
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Inspectaor:

Signature:

Signature:
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE I!hK UNAUTHORIZED
EMER