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 Figure 1 is a site map showing the estimated minimum size of the excavation that 

would be necessary to remove the soil in the vicinity of these two borings.  The area 

measures 40 feet by 30 feet to a depth of 10 to 15 feet.  Mr. Stevens has contacted the 

operator of the car wash and the owner of the dry cleaners, and both parties strongly object 

to having such large areas taken out of service as a result of both the excavation and the 

transportation and stockpiling of excavated materials.  They feel that this would create a 

severely adverse impact on their business and would probably shut both of them down for 

a minimum period of 2 to 4 weeks during the excavation.  The proposed stockpiled area 

will adversely affect the cleaners for several months thereafter.  It is also possible that 

contaminated soil extends beyond the initial limits shown in Figure 1 so that the final 

excavation could be even larger.  Therefore, Mr. Stevens feels that soil excavation is not a 

feasible or reasonable option. 

 
 As we have explained in previous reports, ESTC does not believe that in-situ 

remediation would be cost-effective at this site because of the low permeability of the soil.  

Many expensive and questionable effective injection and/or extraction wells would likely 

be needed in order to access the contaminated media. 

 
 Our most recent report describes a “very hard, resistant horizon…encountered at a 

depth of 22 or 23 feet.”  We conclude that the “water table is fairly strongly confirmed by 

the low-permeability clay that underlies the site, and most of the water is probably within 

the weathered sandstone (soil) layer at the top of the resistant bedrock horizon.”  

Furthermore, the “predominant contour trend beneath the site is in an east-west direction, 

implying that the main groundwater flow direction is to the south rather than westward 

along El Cerrito Creek.”  Of even more importance, we believe, is our conclusion that 

“groundwater concentrations are declining, which suggests that the residual source is 

gradually being depleted.”  In other words, the contamination is decreasing with time, and 

the contamination, that does remain, is not migrating anywhere. 
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