NOTES ON SHELL MEETING
461 8™ STREET, OAKLAND
APRIL 1, 2008

PARTICIPANTS:

Jerry Wickham, ACEH

Leah Goldberg, Meyers Nave
Anye Spivey, AF Evans
Grover Buhr, Treadwell Rollo
Denis Brown, Shell

Ed Platt, Shell

Donna Drogos, ACEH

There was no formal agenda for the meeting. The topic of the meeting was how site
development would fit with planned remediation at the site:

1) Shell discussed the possibility of off-site groundwater contamination not being
due to a release from the Shell site. Discussion was pre-empted as Jerry
Wickham was not aware this was a topic for discussion and was not ready to
discuss this issue.

2) Issue of when Alameda County would approve development was raised. Jerry
Wickham referred to notes from previous meeting that the County would allow
for development if development is compatible with the final remedial design.
This will require that.investigation, DPE pilot test, and off-site investigation are
complete and that CAP is final and approved. Final system design must fit with
development plans. Jerry Wickham described the process for ACEH providing
opinion on development through the Qakland Fire Department, which is the
CUPA.

3) Anye Spivey of AF Evans indicated that planned development would not
accommodate space for long-term groundwater remediation such as proposed
SVE/AS system.

4) Shell indicated that if long-term remediation for groundwater not possible due to
development, they would attempt excavation to deal with soil and soil vapor
issues. Shell understands that excavation may not be able to address groundwater
issues. Ed Platt suggested that Shell may want to try chemical oxidation for
groundwater.

5} Excavation will require

6) May 1 or June 1 was discussed as timeframe to start excavation.

Action Items:

1} Shell will submit an Excavation Work Plan soon.
2) Jerry Wickham will provide comments on plan within 2 weeks.
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Alameda County Environmental Health
Meeting Sign In Sheet
RO0343, 461 8" Steet, Oakland

Wednesday, April 1, 2008 10:30 am

NAME COMPANY PHONE Signature E-MAIL
Jerry Wickham Alameda County 510-567-6791 (\ﬁ\-\ M jerry.wickham@acgov.org
o e
Donna Drogos Alameda County 510-567-6721 - donna.drogos@acgov.org
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M N B B PROPERTY
APR 0 2 2008
MW NN ASSET
M E BN MANAGEMENT Environmentai Haaglih
364 Bush Street, San Francisco, CA 94104 {415) 986-3236

March 24, 2008

Mr. David J. Kears

Alameda Health Care Services

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000343 461 g™ Street, Cakland, CA

Dear Mr. Kears,

Please be advised that this firm, the ‘care of recipient of the attached letter, is no longer acting
in an agency capacity for Wells Fargo Bank. As a courtesy, we have passed on previous
correspondence to Wells Fargo with a request to that company that it update its correspondence
address with agencies such as yours.

We continue, however, 10 receive your correspondence.

| a}n reiumihg, he}e\i\?ith, your letter of March 14, 2008 with a suggestion that you send it directly
to Wells Fargo at the following address:

Mr. John Ward

Trust Real Estate

Wells Fargo Bank

P.O. Box 693939

San Francisco, CA 94163

Please send no further correspondence regarding the matter to this firm.

Thank you for your cooperation.

President
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Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

From: Friel, Ana [afriel@craworld.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2007 12:52 PM

To: Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

Cc: denis.|. brown@shell.com; England, Jacquelyn; Schaefer, Peter; Neely, Joe; Cool, Aubrey,

Baertschi, Dennis
Subject: Interim CRA PM for A. Friel for 1Q08
Importance: High

Hi Jerry,
This email is to notify you that | will be out on leave starting this Friday (12/21) through end of March (3/27/08).

While | am out, Jacquelyn England and Peter Schaefer will be overseeing the day-to-day management of my
Alameda County Shell projects. The site's they are assigned and their contact information are shown on the
attached spreadshest, for your information. Jacquelyn’s work will be overseen by Joe Neely, PG, of our Sonoma
office (his number is 707-933-2361), and Peter Schaerfer's work will be overseen by Aubrey Cool, PG, of our
Emeryville office (her number is 510-420-3336). Also, the projects that Dennis Baertschi works on will be
overseen by Joe Neely during my eave as well.

| have spoken with them about the current status and upcoming work for each of the projects. After this Friday,
please contact the interim PM during my absence.

Happy holidays,

Ana Friel, PG

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates

408 7th Street,Suite A, Eurcka, CA 95501
p (707) 268-3812
f(707) 268-8180
¢ (707) 845-4066

afriel@craworld.com

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates has acquired the former Cambria Environmental Technology

This e-mail may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all copies.

12/16/2007
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2703 MARTIN LUTHER KING

IR WAY QAKLAND ALAMEDA Jacquelyn Engiand jengland@craword.com 707-933-2370
461 8TH ST OAKLAND ALAMEDA Jacquelyn England jenciand@craworld.com 707-933-2370
1601 WEBSTER ST ALAMEDA ALAMEDA Pater Schaefer pschaefer@crawortd,com 510-420-3319
2120 MONTANA ST CAKLAND ALAMEDA, Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-42(-3319
3420 SAN PABLO AVENUE CAKLAND ALAMEDA Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-420-3319
4255 MACARTHUR BLVD OAKLAND ALAMEDA Peter Schaefar pschaefer@craworld.com 510-426-3319
540 HEGENBERGER ROAD OAKLAND ALAMEDA Peter Schaefer pschaefer@crawortd.com 510-420-3319
5755 BROADWAY OAKLAND ALAMEDA Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-420-3319
610 MARKET ST OAKLAND ALAMEDA Peler Schaefer pschaefer@craworid.com 510-420-3319
1285 BANCRGFT AN LEANDHR ALAMEDA Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-420-3318
1784 150TH AVE BAN LEANDRQ ALAMEDA, Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld_com 510-420-3319
285 HEGENBERGER RD OAKLAND ALAMEDA, Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-420-3319
105 6TH STREET ! GAK OAKLAND ALAMEDA, Peter Schaefer pschaefer@craworld.com 510-420-3319
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Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

To: Friel, Ana
Cc: denis.|.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel; England, Jacquelyn; Goldfinch, Lauren
Subject: RE: 461 8ih Street, Cakland - lab results from borings - confirm screen intervals for wells

Hi Ana,

The recommended weall screen intervals are acceptable. Collecting soll samples at 5-foot intervals in the well
horings down to the a depth of 35 feet is also acceptable. If soil samples cannot be collected in the lowermost
interval of the boring, we request that you collect a grab groundwater from below 35 feet using a hydropunch-type
sampler,

Regards,

Jerry Wickham

Alameda County Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 74502-6577
510-567-6791 phone

510-337-9335 fax
jerry.wickhaom@acgov.org

From: Friel, Ana [mailto:afriel@craworld.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2007 4:47 PM

To: Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

Cc: denis.l.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel; England, Jacquelyn; Goldfinch, Lauren
Subject: 461 8th Street, Oakland - lab results from borings - confirm screen intervals for wells
Importance: High

Hi Jerry,

We completed the first four borings at this site (B-24 through B-27) and have received the rush lab reports from
that work, from which we are to confirm our well construction details for next week, and the tahoratory reports are
attached.

Please note that the direct push drilling rig used for borings B-24 through B-27 encountered refusal at much
shallower depths than we had anticipated, and consequently, borings B-25, B-26, and B-27 were only extended to
respective depths of 14, 15, and 18 fbg for soil sampling and to 20, 15, and 30 fhg for attempied hydropunch
sampling (with no recovery in any of those three).

Thus, only boring B-24 (located in the source area) was successfully extended beyond the previously installed
boring depths, but still encountered refusal at 32 fhg for soil sampling and 37 fbg for hydropunch groundwater
sampling. The groundwater result on the attached lab report is therefore, from 36.5 - 37 fbg at B-24 and contains
TPHg at 31,000 and benzene at 370 ppb. This is an order of magnitude lower than the grab gw sample obtained
from 24 fbg in boring B-13 (which had TPHg at 250,000 and benzene at 12,000 ppb).

The soil data from boring B-24 also demonstrates the maximum soil concentration at a depth of 30 fbg (TPHg
3,000 ppm) with significant decrease by 32 thg (TPHg 220 ppm).

Based on this information, CRA recommends extending the total depth of the proposed wells (S-12 through 5-16)
to 35 fhyg to ensure that residual mass from 30 fby is targeted for remediation. To comply with your previous letter
concerning too much screen interval in the non-impacted vadose zone, we propose that wells $-12, §-13, and
$-16 will be screened from 20 - 35 fbg (instead of 10-30 fhg). However, wells S-14 and S-15, located near the
sparge well AS-1, should be extended up into the vadose zone somewhat, in order to remediate residual vadose
zone soil impact and also to monitor the air sparge pilot testing. Thus, we propose that wells S-14 and $-15 be
screened from 15 - 35 fbg. In order to complete the characterization of soils with depth, soil samples from the

12/6/2007
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well borings will be retained at 5 ft intervals for chemical analyses.

Please let us know if you concur with these recommendations or if you would like to discuss further. Dan
Lescure and | are available after 11am tomorrow for a conference call.

Please let us know. Regards,

Ana Friel, PG

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates

408 7th Street,Suite A, Eureka, CA 95501
p (707) 268-3812
f(707) 268-8180

¢ (707) 845-4066
afriel@crawortd.com

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates has acquired the former Cambria Environmental Technology
Visit us at www.craworid.com

This e-mail may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all copies.

12/6/2007
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRCNMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700

November 9, 2007 FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr. Denis Brown Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trustee
Shell Qil Products US cfo Pacific Property

20945 S. Wilmington Ave. 364 Bush Street

Carson, CA 90810-1039 San Francisco, CA 94104-2805

Mr. Anye Spivey

AFE Broadway 8LLC

EF Evans

1000 Broadway, Ste. 300
Qakland, CA 94507

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000343 and Geotracker Global 1D T0600101263, Shell, 461 g
Street, Oakland, CA 94607

Dear Mr. Brown, Mr. Spivey, and Wells Fargo Bank:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the fuel leak case file for the
above referenced site, including the recently submitted document entitled, “Work Plan
Addendum,” dated October 30, 2007. The Work Plan Addendum proposes on-site soil vapor
sampling and an air sparging pilot test. The proposed scope of work in the Work Plan Addendum
dated October 30, 2007 may be implemented provided that the technical comments below are
addressed during the field investigation. Submittal of a revised Work Plan for the on-site soil
vapor sampling and air sparging pilot test is not required unless an alternate scope of work
outside that described in the Work Plan Addendum and technical comments below is proposed.

These tasks are to be performed in addition to and in conjunction with a scope of work that
included off-site soil vapor probes, direct push soil borings, monitoring well installation, and a
dual-phase extraction (DPE) pilot test as described in a previous work plan entitled “Remedial
Alternatives Evaluation, Site Investigation, and DPE Pilot Test Work Plan,” dated May 25, 2007.
ACEH provided conditional approval for the May 25, 2007 proposed scope of work in
correspondence dated October 19, 2007. As noted in our October 19, 2007 correspondence, the
off-site soil vapor probes, direct push soil borings, monitoring well installation, and a dual-phase
extraction (DPE) pilot test may be implemented provided that the technical comments in our
October 19, 2007 correspondence are addressed during the field investigation.

We request that you address the following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and
send us the reports described below. Please provide 72-hour advance written notification to this
office {e-mail preferred to jerrv.wickham@acgov.org) prior to the start of field activities.




Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
ROG000343
November 8, 2007
Page 2

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Scil Vapor Probes. The Waork Plan Addendum currently proposes the installation of a soil
vapor probe at a depth of 9.5 feet bgs in on-site soil borings SB-24 through SB-27. In
addition to the deeper probe at 9.5 feet, we request that you also install a soil vapor probe at
a depth of 5 feet bgs in each of the on-site borings in order to help evaluate vertical
attenuation. A one-foot sand filter pack should be constructed from 4.5 to 5.5 feet bgs for the
soil vapor probe at 5 feet bgs. A bentonite seal is to be constructed between the sand filter
packs from 5.5 to 9.0 feet bgs. Please include sampling results from the soil vapor probes in
the Additional Site Characterization and Pilot Test Report requested below.

2. Air Sparging Pilot Test Monitoring. In addition to the collection of vapor samples prior to
the pilot test to establish background, we request that a minimum of two vapor samples be
collected for laboratory analysis from each observational well to confirm the field vapor
measurements. The samples may be collected using one-liter Tedlar bags and analyzed for
TPHg and BTEX using EPA Method 8260. Please present the results in the Additional Site
Characterization and Pilot Test Report requested below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reporis to Alameda County Environmental Health {Attention: Mr. Jerry
Wickham), according to the following schedule:

* February 25, 2008 — Additional Site Characterization and Pilot Test Report/Draft
Corrective Action Plan

These reports are being requested pursuant to California Heaith 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 REFORTS

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
tonger be accepted. The electronic copy replaces the paper copy and will be used for all pubiic
information requests, regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Instructions for
submission of electronic documents to the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight
Program fip site are provided on the atiached “Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions.”
Please do not submit reports as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County fip 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



Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
RO0000343
November 9, 2007
Page 3

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 gther data to the Geotracker database over the Internet.
Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was
reguired in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on

these requirements (hitp:/iwww . swrch.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/felectronic reporting).

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 8735, 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 ail that all technical reporis submitted
for this fuel leak case meet this reguirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may resuit in your
becoming inefigible 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 oecurring 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.




Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
RO0000343
November 9, 2007
Page 4

If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6791 or contact me my electronic mail at
jerry. wickham@acqov.org.

Singerely,

u KMM‘UW\.«
Jerry WHekham, P.G,
Hazardous Malerials Specialist

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp} Instructions

cc: Leah Goldberg, Meyers Nave, 555 12" Street, Suite 1500, Oakland, CA 94607

Ana Friel, Conestoga-Rovers & Associates, 19449 Riverside Drive, Suite 230,
Sonoma, CA. 95476

Grover Buhr, Treadwell & Rollo, 501 14™ Street, 3™ Floor, Qakland, CA 94612
Donna Drogos, ACEH

Jerry Wickham, ACEH
File




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘ . r_

HEALTH CARE SERVICES o)
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor ,

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harber Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
October 19, 2007 {(510) 567-6700
FAX {510} 337-9335

Mr. Denis Brown Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trustee
Shell Qil Products US c/o Pacific Property

20945 S, Wilmington Ave, 364 Bush Street

Carson, CA 90810-1039 San Francisco, CA 94104-2805
Mr. Anye Spivey

AFE Broadway 8LLC

EF Evans

1000 Broadway, Ste. 300
Qakland, CA 84507

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000343 and Geotracker Global 1D T0800101263, Shell, 461 8"
Street, Oakland, CA 94607 ‘

Dear Mr. Brown, Mr. Spivey, and Wells Fargo Bank:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the fuel leak case fila for the
above referenced site, including the document entitled, “Remedial Alternatives Evaluation, Site
Investigation, and DPE Pilot Test Work Plan,” dated May 25, 2007. The Work Plan proposes a
scope of work that includes off-site soil vapor probes, direct push soil borings, monitoring well
installation, and a dual-phase extraction (DPE) pilot test. The proposed scope of work may be
implemented provided that the technical comments below are addressed during the field
investigation. Submittal of a revised Work Plan for the off-site soil vapor probes, direct push soil
borings, monitoring well installation, and a dual-phase extraction (DPE) pilot test is not required
unless an alternate scope of work outside that described in the Work Plan and technical
comments below is proposed.

Based on discussions during a meeting between representatives of Shell, AF Evans, and ACEH,
held in ACEH offices on October 18, 2007, we understand that Shell will also prepare a Work
Plan Addendum for an air sparging pilot test. As discussed in technical comment 2 below, we
request that the Work Plan Addendum also include a proposed scope of work for on-site soil
vapor sampling.

We request that you address the following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and
send us the reports described below. Please provide 72-hour advance written notification to this
office (e-mail preferred to jerry.wickham@acgav.org) prior to the start of field activities.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Soil Excavation. The Remedial Alternatives Evaluation, Site Investigation, and DPE Pilot
Test Work Plan dated May 25, 2007, recommends against soil excavation as a remedial
method for the site. Although we concur that soil excavation is not likely to be feasibie for the
residual contamination that exists within the capillary fringe/smear zone beneath the site,




Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
RO0000343
Octaober 19, 2007
Page 2

shallow excavation is likely to be effective for shallow vadose zonre contamination
encountered in the area of the former product lines near boring B-12. Therefore, soil
excavation should be considered as part of a remedial alternative in a Corrective Action Plan
for the site.

" 2. Soil Vapor Sampling. We request that on-site soil vapor sampling be conducted as part of
the proposed site investigation activities and not delayed until after DPE pilot testing. Based
on the discussions during the meeting held on October 18, 2007, we understand that Shell
plans to submit a Work Plan Addendum that will include an air sparging pilot test. We request
that you include plans for on-site soil vapor sampling in the Work Plan Addendum.

3. Sub-Slab Vapor Probes. The proposed installation of sub-slab vapor probes in the
basement of the adjacent building to the southwest is acceptable. However, we request that
proposed sub-slab- probe SVP-3 be moved approximately 30 feet southeast, closer to
Broadway than the proposed location shown on Figure 2 of the Work Plan.

4. Direct Push Borings. The proposed direct push soil boring locations are acceptable. The
Work Plan currenily proposes the collection of 2 grab groundwater sample using a
“hydropunch-type sampler,” from approximately 45 to 50 feet bgs. We note that fine-grained
soil described as “Bay Mud,” was observed at a depth of 40 feet bgs in weli borings L-5 and
L-B. We request that the depths of the proposed grab groundwater from the direct push soil
borings be adjusted as necessary to collect the grab groundwater samples immediately
above the Bay Mud if the Bay Mud is encountered at depths of less than 50 feet bgs.
Therefore, we request that the initial direct push soit boring be used for soil sampling and as a
pitet boring to select the interval for grab groundwater sampling in subsequent borings. i Bay
Mud is encountered in the initial soil boring, this will require that a second soil boring be
advanced adjacent to the initial soil boring in order to collect a grab groundwater sample
directly above the Bay Mud. '

5. Screen Intervals for Monitoring Wells. The well screen intervals are currently proposed
from approximately 10 to 30 feet bgs to allow adequate vadose zone exposure. Based on the
fact that soil and groundwater contamination over most of the site is at depths greater than 20
feet bgs, we do not concur with the proposed interval. We request that the wells screens be
shortened in order for the proposed DPE to directly target the zone of contamination and
avoid vapor extraction within vadose zone that are relatively clean from 10 to 20 feet hgs.
Therefore, we request that the screen intervals not extend above 20 feet bgs for the proposed
wells to be used for DPE testing. The final depths of the proposed wells and screen intervals
are to be selected based on the results from the proposed direct push borings.

6. Pilot Test Monitoring. In order to confirm vapor concentrations measured in the field, we
request that air samples be collected for laboratory analysis from each well to be tested at the
beginning and end of the air sparging test. The influent samples may be collected using one-
liter Tedlar bags and analyzed for TPHg and BTEX using EPA Method 8260. Please present
the results in the DPE and Air Sparging Pilot Test Report requested below.




Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
RO0000343
October 19, 2007
Page 3

7. Public Participation. Public participation is a requirement for the Corrective Action Plan
process. in order to provide notification to potentially affected members of the public, please
provide a table listing all properties within approximately 200 feet of the site to the north, west,
and east. Due lo the off-site contamination to the southwest, we request that that listing
include properties within approximately 500 feet to the south, which are currently or may in
the future be directly or indirectly affected by the petroleum release from your site or the
proposed corrective action. The list is to identify the properties by street address, parcel
number, and property owner name. Please provide separate mailing labels addressed to
both the occupant and owner of each property. Please also provide a map showing the street
address for each of the listed properties. ACEH will prepare a fact sheet and notify each of
the property owners on the list of the proposed corrective action. The mailing list, iabels, and
map are to be provided by February 25, 2008.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health (Attention: Mr. Jerry
Wickhamy), according to the following schedule:

e November 2, 2007 - Work Plan Addendum

+ February 25, 2008 — Additional Site Characterization and DPE Pilot Test Report/Draft
Corrective Action Plan

These reporis are being requested pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section
2520610 23 CCR Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2728 outline the.
responsibilities of a responsible party in response to an unauthorized refease from a petroleum
UST system, and require your compliance with this request.

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

The Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC) require
submission of all reparts in electronic form to the county’s ftp site. Paper capies 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 reperts 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 Geofracker 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 manitor wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet.




Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
RO0000343
October 19, 2007
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Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a co‘mp[ete copy of all necessary reports was
required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information an

these requirements (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cléanup/electronic reporting).

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reporis, 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 reporis containing geolegic or enginesring
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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Mr. Denis Brown
Wells Fargo Bank
Mr. Anye Spivey
ROD000343
October 19, 2007
Page 5

If you have any guestions, please call mé at i51)0) 567-6791 or contact me my electrenic mail at
jerry. wickham@acgov.org.

Sincerely,

m\&w@m

am, P.G.
" Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp} Instructions

¢c: Leah Goldberg, Meyers Nave, 555 12 Street, Suite 1500, Oakland, CA 94607

Ana Friel, Conestoga-Rovers & Associates, 19449 Riverside Drive, Suite 230,
Sonoma, CA 95476

Grover Buhr, Treadwell & Rollo, 501 14' Street, 3" Fioor, Oakland, CA 94612

Donna Drogos, ACEH
Jerry Wickham, ACEH
File




Page 1 of 3

Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

From: Friel, Ana [afriel@craworld.com)]
- Sent:  Friday, October 19, 2007 12:00 PM

To: Anye Spivey - AF Evans Development, Inc.; denis.|.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel
Cc: Grover Buhr; Goldberg, Leah; Brad Dickasen - AF Evans Development, Inc.; Wickham, Jerry, Env.
Health

Subject: RE: 461 8th Street, Oakland - Estimated Schedule - Revised 10/19
Anye,
e Here's the schedule for the dates of on-site work between now and end of 2007.

+ Please have them contact me regarding the fees.

FY1 - Jerry Wickham phoned me today to say that he’d be sending his comment letter today, via email, so that we
could incorporate everything into our addendum submittal. 've copied him on this response so that he may see
the scheduled field dates, too.

Thanks.

Ana Friel, PG

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates

408 7th Street,Suite A, Eureka, CA 95501
p (707) 268-3812

f(707) 268-8180

¢ (707) 845-4066

afriel@craworld.com

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates has acquired the former Cambria Environmental Technology
Visit us at www.craworld.com

This e-mail may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient, Any review or distribution by others is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From: Anye Spivey - AF Evans Development, Inc. [mailto:ASpivey@afevans.com}
Sent: Friday, October 19, 2007 11:40 AM

To: Friel, Ana; denis.l.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel

Cc: Grover Buhr; Goldberg, Leah; Brad Dickason - AF Evans Development, Inc.
Subject: RE: 461 8th Street, Oakland - Estimated Schedule - Revised 10/11/07

10/19/2007
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Thanks for getting back to me Ana. 1 will put the appropriate person from Central Parking in contact with Denis (or
should this be you?) regarding fees.

Anyé

Anyé Spivey

A.F. Evans Development, Inc.
1000 Broadway, Suite 300
Oakland, California 54607
Direct; (510) 2674696
Facsimile: (510) 891-9004

www.afevans.com

From: Friel, Ana [mailto:afriel@craworld.com]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2007 11:01 AM

To: Anye Spivey - AF Evans Development, Inc.; denis.|.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel
Cc: Grover Buhr; Goldberg, Leah; Brad Dickason - AF Evans Development, Inc.

Subject: RE: 461 8th Street, Oakland - Estimated Schedule - Revised 10/11/07

We are double checking the revised drill dates {which look to be the following week from proposed schedule), and
the well development schedule. | will forward dates for parking lot access shortly.

Can you please confirm with them what rental fee will be? Might we be able to cordon off ¥z of the parking lot and
leave % of the spaces available? If we can do that, would we need the 30-day notice {if the reserved spaces are
positioned in areas where they can continue to access)? Q: How many “monthly” renters do they have, and
where are the reserved spaces (if they are in the west/northwestern portion of the site — we may not need to
disrupt their parking, and will cordon off/rent the portion where our work can be conducted safely).

Regards,

Ana Friel, PG

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates

408 7th Street,Suite A, Fureka, CA 95501
p (707) 268-3812
f(707) 268-8180

¢ (707) 845-4066

afriel@crawortid.com

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates has acquired the former Cambria Environmental Technology
Visit us at www.craworld.com

This e-mai} may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From: Anye Spivey - AF Evans Development, Inc. [mailto: ASpivey@afevans.com]

10/15/2007
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Sent: Friday, October 19, 2007 10:07 AM

To: Friel, Ana; denis.l.brown@shell.com; Lescure, Daniel

Cc: Grover Buhr; Goldberg, Leah; Brad Dickason - AF Evans Development, Inc.
Subject: RE: 461 8th Street, Oakland - Estimated Schedule - Revised 10/11/07

Ana,

Please confirm the forthcoming dates (any concrete date that falls between now and the end of the year) on which
the 81" and Broadway site will need to be closed to Central Parking customers.

Thank you,
Anyé

Anyé¢ Spivey

A. F. Evans Development, Inc.
1000 Broadway, Suite 300
Oakland, California 94607
Direct: (510} 267-4696
Facsimile: (510) 891-9004
www.atevans.com

10/19/2007




Estimated Schedule for 461 8th Street,. Qakland

Field Days = Need south/southwestern parking areas available

Description of Scope Scheduled dates # days Scheduled vs Projected
IVI.ark site for USA - will not need parking lot cleared,; 11/19/07 0 scheduled

will mark along sidewalk.

g;rr:iinugct utility survey; will need at least 7-noon no 11/26/2007 05 scheduled

Air Knife clearing of onsite borings (2 full days) 11/28 and 29 2 scheduled

Direct push borings onsite (2 full days) 11/30, 12/3 2 scheduled

Install monitoring wells onsite (4 full days) 12/11, 12,13, 14 4 scheduled

Well development completed (1 day) 12/17/2007 1 scheduled
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NOTES ON SHELL MEETING
461 8™ STREET, OAKLAND
OCTOBER 18, 20076

PARTICIPANTS:

Jerry Wickham, ACEH

Brad Dickerson, AF Evans
Leah Goldberg, Meyers Nave
Anye Spivey, AF Evans
Grover Buhr, Treadwell Rollo
Denis Brown, Shell

Dan Lescure, Conestoga-Rovers
Ana Friel (by phone), CRA
Donna Drogos, ACEH

There was no formal agenda for the meeting. The topics of the meetings were goals and
schedule. Items of discussion included:

1) EF Evans has development plans that were approved by Oakland planning. They
would like to sell property with development plans but last buyer pulled out after
finding that the site was not closable over short term.

2) Jerry Wickham indicated that site development can proceed at the point that we
know the development can be made compatible with the final remedial design.
This will require that investigation, DPE pilot test, and off-site investigation are
complete and that final system design fits with development plans.

3) DPE unit will require about 15 x 25-foot space on first floor.

4) Dennis Brown indicated that shallow soil may be excavated in the area of B-12.

5) Air sparging Addendum to be prepared in case DPE does not work.

6) Public participation will be required for CAP.

7) Many issues related to fitting development plans and allowing space in building
for ongoing remediation.

8) Likely time period for DPE remediation is on order of 3 years.

Revisions to Schedule:
9) Add time period to get data back from direct push borings prior to well
installation.
10) Add 30 days for a public comment period. The 30 days agency approval of Draft
CAP will inctude preparing fact sheet and mailing to public.

Action Items:

1) Jerry Wickham will provide comments on DPE work plan
2) Shell will submit an AS Work Plan addendum by October 26.

N7

101 &{ 0T




Estimated Schedule for 461 8th Street, Oakland

Raz w7

Description of Scope

Period

Projected Date of

Scheduled vs Projected

Completion
1 |[Agency Meeting; review scope and draft Schedule 10/18/2007 scheduled
2 |Notification period to parking lot tenant 30 days 11/18/2007 scheduled
Mark site for USA, (wait 2 working days for clearance; heduled
3 |also Nov 22 & 23 are USA Holidays - na mark) 1 day 11719/07 schedu
4 |Conduct utility survey 11/26/2007 scheduled
5 |Air Knife clearing of onsite borings 11/29/2007 scheduled
6 |Direct push borings onsite 12/3/2007 scheduled
¥__|Install monitoring wells ansite 12/7/2007 scheduled
8 |Well development completed 12/14/2007 projected
Availabl projected based on
8  |Complete 5-day DPE test (Jan 7 - 11) "S‘ i’ © 1/11/2008  |current equipment/staff
ate availability
Submit SIR/DPE Report/CAP for Shell/developer roiected
10 review (60-days following pilot test completion) 35 days 2/15/2008 prot
11 i(():-gia_iy intemal Review of draft doc; submit final to 10 days 2/25/2008 projected
12 |Agency review and approve CAP 30 days 3/26/2008 projected
Complete DPE design (includes design recon, utility _
13 |recon/applications, equipment sizing, and design 30 days 412512008 projected
plans).
14a |Order long-lead-time equipment 7 days 5/2/2008 projected
Submit POTW permit application to EBMUD. Assume roiected
14b 2 months to receive permit from EBMUD. 7 days 5/2/2008 prol
Submit ATC/PTO application to BAAQMD. No schools
appear to be within 1000 feet; therefore, no pubtic iected
14c notice required (adds min 60 days to pracess). Can 7 days 5/2/2008 projecte
take 6 months or mare to raceive ATC/PTOQ.
15 [Issue SOW to instaliation contractor 7 days 5/9/2008 projected
16 Con_ﬁrm _|nstallat|on cgntractor. **Contractor 21 days 5/30/2008 projected
availability can vary significantly.
Contractor to submit City of Oakland plan check and iected
17 permit appliactions. 21 days 6/20/2008 pm{
18 |Receive approvais/permits (Assumed 2 months} 60 days 8/19/2008 projected
19 Star"t cqqstructlon for installation (assumes contractor 7 days 8/26/2008 projected
availability)
20 Comple?e construction. (Assumes no delay for PGE 60 days 10/25/2008 projected
connection).
21_ |Complete final inspections and testing 7 days 117172008 projected
System Startup. Assumes PGE connection has been roiected
22 made and BAAQMD permit has been received 1day 11/2/2008 pro)
23 _|System Qperation & Maintenance unknown
24 |System Shut-down unknown
25 |Post-remediation monitoring unknown
26 |[Case Closure unknown




. . Page 1 0f2
e (o343

Chan, Barney, Env. Health

To: Friel, Ana
Cc: Denis L. Brown (E-mail)
Subject: RE: Extension Request: FW: RO#0343 Report Upload 461 8th St Oakiand 1Q07

Ms. Friel and Mr. Brown: FYI, the T&R report was uploaded successfully to the County website. Your request for
work plan submittals is approved, however, we do not agree with the upload recommendation ie remediation will
be determined after this additional work occurs and risk evaluation is performed. We consider the concentrations
of TPHg and BTEX in the groundwater samples as representing a source (potentially free product) which must be
removed to the extent possible. This contamination has likely migrated preferentially down Broadway along the
utility and likely is already beneath the adjacent building. This source must be remediated, regardiess of what risk
assessments might predict. Therefore, your wp submittal must include an evaluation of remediation alteratives.

Sincerely,

Barney M. Chan

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

From: Friel, Ana [mailto:afriel@craworld.com]
Sent: Friday, April 27, 2007 11:54 AM

To: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Cc: Denis L. Brown (E-mail)

Subject: Extension Request: FW: RO#0343 Report Upload 461 8th St Oakland 1Q07
Importance: High

Bamey,

in the document referenced below and uploaded to Alameda County’s website on Wednesday 4/25, Shell and
CRA discussed activities and requested extensions to the April 30, 2007 submittal dates for work planslsubmlttals
as requested in your letter dated March 30, 2007.

| thought that | should specifically draw ydur attention to the extension requests. Your consideration in this matter
is greatly appreciated.

Regards,

Ana Friel, PG

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates

408 7th Street,Suite A, Eureka, CA 95501
p (707) 268-3812
£(707) 268-8180
¢ (707) 845-4066

afriel@cambria-env.com

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates has acquired the former Cambria Environmental Technology
Visit us at www.craworid.com

4/27/2007
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This e-mail may contain confidential and privileged material far the safe use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly

From: Ballard, Felicia

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2007 5:16 PM

To: dehloptoxic@acgov.org .

Cc: barney.chan@acgov.org; Friel, Ana

Subject: RO#0343 Report Upload 461 8th St Oakland 1Q07

The above referenced report was uploaded today.

Felicia Ballard
Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA)

4/27/2007
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ALAMEDA COUNTY /:
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
WIATLTE WL, U ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mr. Denis Brown 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Shell Qil Products . Alameda, CA 94502-6577
L {510} 567-6700
20945 S. Wilmington Ave. FAX (510) 337-9335

Carson, CA 90810
Dear Mr. Brown:

Subject; Fuel Leak Case RO0000343 & Global D T0600101263, Shell, 461 8" st.,
Qakland, CA 94612

Thank you for meeting with our office to discuss this and other Shell sites on March
29, 2007. This letter summarizes items discussed in the meeting and provides
County comments on the March 2, 2007 Cambria Site Investigation Report. Based
upon our discussion we understand the current site status is as follows:

- Owner planning to begin development but timeframe is uncertain.
Currently, development would not be approved without remediation.

- Site is currently a parking lot providing revenue; therefore Shell needs to
rent space for any activity. Remediation options may be limited due to
access issues.

- Adjacent site has basement with bare floor

- Soil vapor sampling to be conducted on site first and possibly in
basement of adjacent building. The Treadwell & Rollo Subsurface
Investigation Report does not include laboratory analytical results and soil
vapor reporting units may be in question.

_ Borings and/or wells along 7" Street or in basement of adjacent building
will be part of the next phase of the off-site investigation.

- Shell to contact developer to clarify time schedule and development
plans.

Upon review of the March 2, 2007 Cambria Site Investigation report, we have the
following observations. There is a source of residual gasoline on-site near the
former dispensers, that is the likely source of the off-site contamination detected in
wells $-5 and $-6. The absence of impact to shallow soils is not always evidence of
no release. At this site, the release has migrated vertically and impacted
groundwater significantly. Artificial events, such as dewatering for the BART
construction may have caused this contaminant migration. Further characterization
on and off-site is necessary. We request that you address the following technical
comments when performing the proposed work and submit the technical reports
requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Technical Report Request- Please submit an electronic copy of the May 2004
Treadwell and Rollo report to the County website.




Mr. Denis Brown .
RO 343, 461 8" St., Oakland
Page 2 of 4

2. Soil Vapor Sampling- We concur with the recommendation to evaluate soil vapor
exposure both on and off-site. We recommend sampling in areas of known
contamination, next to the adjacent building and beneath the building, if possible.
Please provide your soil vapor sampling work plan as requested.

3. Decommissioning Well- We concur that well S-5, located in a storm drain, should
be properly decommissioned. Please schedule this work and submit your well
closure report as requested.

4. Additional Monitoring Wells/Define Vertical Extent of Groundwater Impact- We
recommend an expedited site assessment technigue be used to determine the
vertical extent of contamination. Then, use this information to determine the
construction design for the additional wells. We sug%est additional wells be
installed near borings B-21, B-22 and B-12 and on 7" Street to replace well S-5
and monitor the down-gradient extent of the plume.

5. On-site Remediation- We request that you evaluate and propose an interim
remediation method to address the elevated on-site dissolved petroleum plume.
We believe this will be necessary prior to approving site development.

6. Chemical Analysis- You are requested to include the Iead scavengers, EDB and
EDC in your weli monitoring events.

7. Site Conceptual Model- Please use the most recent technical data and data from
future investigations to refine your SCM, particularly when determining the
contaminant migration pathways and exposure pathways. Delineation of plume
should be consistent with your refined SCM.

8. Meeting with Developer- We are receptive to meeting with the developer,
however, additional site characterization, sampling and remediation should be
implemented prior to development. Please provide a schedule and design
specifications for the development.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit the following reports according to the following schedule:

¢ April 16, 2007- Upload Treadweil & Rollo report to the County website.

¢ April 30, 2007- Soil Vapor Sampling Work Plan

s April 30, 2007- Work Plan for Vertical Delineation of Contammatlon &
Proposed Locations for Additional Wells

« April 30, 2007- Evaluation and Proposal for On-site Remediation

« April 30, 2007- Development Schedule and Design Specifications

Electronic Submittal of Reports- We have noticed that although your reports and .
correspondences have been submitted to the Geotracker database they have not all
been submitted to the County fip site. Effective January 31, 2008, 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
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Mr. Denis Brown . .

RO 343, 461 8" St., Qakland
Page 3 of 4

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.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.

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
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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.
Sincerely,

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist

ce: files, D. Drogos, J. Wickham
Ms. Ana Friel, Cambria Environmental, 408 Seventh St., Eureka, CA 95501
A.F. Evans Company, c/o Greg Lunkes, 1000 Broadway, Ste. 300, Oakland,
CA, 94507

3_30 07 461 Bth §t
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ¢ Q/_
HEALTH CARE SERVICES /
AGENCY '
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director
AUGUST 29, 2000 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mr. Denis Brown 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Shell Cil Products Alameda, CA 94502-6577
- (510) 567-B700
20945 S. Wilmington Ave. FAX (510) 337-9335

Carson, CA 20810

Dear Mr. Brown:

Subject: Fuel Leak Gl B3, Shell, 461 8" St., Oakland, CA 94612
Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the case file for
the subject site including the June 7, 2006 Subsurface \nvestigation Work Plan
prepared by Cambria Environmental. It appears this work plan replaces the
December 16, 2003 Cambria work plan, which was approved but only completed as
one hand auger sample, HA-1. This sample was located on the opposite (east) side
of the BART tunne! and only shows that low levels of MTBE in groundwater have
migrated to this location from an up-gradient source. The former USTs at the former
Chevron station were removed well prior to the use of MTBE in gasoline. Access for
on-site borings was not received and attempts for borings and well installation were
unsuccessful.

It appears this new work plan concentrates on on-site investigation only. No
additional attempt to determine off-site delineation of plume or other potential
sources of the off-site contamination is proposed. We request that you address the
following technical comments when performing the proposed work and submit the
technical reports requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Technical Report Request- Please submit a copy of the May 2004 Treadwell and
Rollo reports mentioned in your work plan.

2. We request that all borings be advanced to groundwater and the borings be
minimally screened with a PID instrument at 5-foot intervals, at changes in
lithology, signs of contamination and at the soil-water interface. Those samples
indicating contamination should be analyzed by a certified laboratory and shouid
include the soil-water interface sample at a minimum. They should be analyzed
for TPHg, BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE, TBA, EDB and EDC by EPA Method

~ 8260. Aithough the work plan proposes groundwater sampling from borings B-20
through B-23 only, we request that groundwater samples be collected from each
pboring. Chemical analysis on groundwater samples other than B-20 through B-
23 should be based upon the results of screening of the soil samples, the
presence of sheen and the presence of petroleum odors.

3. We believe that no other source of petroleum release have been identified which
could be responsible for the off-site contamination in wells $-5 and S-6. We
recommend off-site sampling to delineate the petroleum plume and to identify
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other off-site sources as alluded to by your consultant. This information is
required prior to site closure.

4. Electronic Submittal of Reports- We have noticed that although your reports and
correspondences have been submitted to the Geotracker database they have not
all been submitted to the County ftp site.  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. 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 requlred in Geotracker
(in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on these

requirements (hitp://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 o me at

barney.chan@acgov.org.

5. On-site Access Agreement- We understand that the new property owner is
amenable to the proposed work. Please notify our office if you have not received
a signed access agreement within 30 days of this letter so we may help you gain
access.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

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

s September 29, 2006- Upload copy of Treadwell & Rollo report.

o September 29, 2006- Upload reports/correspondences post 1/31/06 for site to
the County ftp site.

« November 29, 2006- Soil and Groundwater investigation report.
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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.

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.

i o

Barney MChan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions

cc: files, D. Drogos
Ms. Ana Friel, Cambria Environmental, 270 Perkins St., Sonoma, CA 95476
A.F. Evans Company, c/o Greg Lunkes, 1000 Broadway, Ste. 300, Oakland,
CA, 94507

8_29_06 481 8th St




CAMBRIA

Cambria
Environmental
Technelogy, Inc.

270 Perkins Street
Sonoma, CA 95476
Tel (707) 935-4850
Fax (707) 935-6649

Nq%ﬁber 15, 2004

Mr. Barney Chan 4, %%L,,

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency /> o

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 L J} {*@,

Alameda, California 94502-6577 ' T “"";Zﬂ-\.,
- #

Re: Record Fee Title Owner for:

Former Shell Service Station
461 8" Street

Oakland, California

SAP Code 129453
ACHCSA F;

Dear Mr. Chan:

In accordance with section 25297.15(a) of Chapter 6.7 of the California Health and Safety Code
and on behalf of Equilon Enterprises LLC dba Shell Oil Products US, we are providing you with
the name of the current record fee title owner (and address) for the above referenced site.

A. F. Evans Company, 1000 Broadway, Suite 300, Qakland, California 94507

Sincerely,
Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc.

oty

Ana Friel, PG
Senior Project Geologist

cc: Denis Brown, Sheli
Rory Campbell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos, & Rudy
R. Casteel & Co.
Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Prevention Bureau
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LEAH S. GOLDBERG H H nsn "
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWY “
DIRECT DIAL 415 995 5090 ) BRI DGE]I

REPLY TO SAMN FRANCISCO
E-MAIL Igoldberg@hansonbridgerr.com

f
December 18, 2002 DEC 2 3 2007 VLAHOS
RUDY-LLP

Mr. Barney Chan

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Former Shell Service Station
461 — 8™ Strect, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Chan:

We represent Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., as trustee of the Weston Havens Trust, the owner of the
above-referenced property. We are in receipt of the status update submitted to you by Shell Oil
Products US on December 5, 2002. This letter is to inform you that the owner of the property is
not the cause of the current delay in conducting the site investigation.

Although we submitted a proposed access agreement, similar in form to previous access
agreements with Shell Oil Products, on October 25%" 2002, we have heard nothing from Shell
regarding the proposed access agreement. We have arranged with the tenant on the site to
provide access to Shell when Shell conducts its environmental investigation. As soon as Shell
returns the access agreement with appropriate signatures, Shell will have access to the property
to conduct its environmental investigation and to stockpile soils.

Should you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to call.

Since?y yours,
oo ),

84
¢an S. Goidberg

LSG:hg-j
Ce: Steve Schulman
Karen Petryna

Jacquelyn Jones

LAW OFFICES
WWW.HANSOMBRIDGETT.COM

SAN FRANCISCO MARIN SACRAMENTO
333 MARKET STREET WOoOD {SLAND 980 NINTH STREET
23RD FLOOR A0 E. IR FRAMCIS DRAKE BLVD.SUITE 3E SUITE 1500
SAN FRAMCISCO « CALIFORNIA 594105-2173 LARKSPUR . CALIFORNIA 949232 SACRAMEMTD « CALIFORNIA 55874
TELEFHONE 415.777-3200 TELEPHONE 415.925-8400 TELEPHOME 516-442.3333
FACSIMILE 415.541.9386 FACSIMILE 415.925-8409 FACSIMILE 916-442.2348
SFEHANSONBRIDGETT.COM MARINEHANSONBRIDGETT.COM SACEHANSONBRIDGETT.COM
9940701
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Mr. Barney Chan

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Jacquelyn Jones [jjones@cambria-env.com]

Sent:  Thursday, September 26, 2002 11:26 AM

To: bchan@co.alameda.ca.us

Cc: KEPetryna@equiva.com; diundguist@cambria-env.com; mderby@cambria-env.com
Subject; 461 8th Street, Oakland - Amended Boring/Well Locations and Drilling Dates

Barney,

As we discussed during our September 19, 2002 telephone conversation, we have had to amend
several of the boring/well locations proposed in our June 7, 2002 Agency Response and Work Plan
Addendum for the site due to underground facilities in the site vicinity. Attached is an amended
Figure 2 - Proposed Monitoring Well Location Map for the referenced site. Based on our discussions
with BART, the underground structure of the BART tunnels in the vicinity of the site is more
expansive than initially depicted on our figure. The attached amended figure shows more accurate
outer limits as provided by BART.

To avoid affecting the structural integrity of BART as recommended by BART personnel, we have
changed the proposed locations of three of the monitoring wells (S-14, S-15 and S-17) and will not be
completing one of the proposed monitoring wells. The well we will not complete was initially
proposed between current well S-6 and the north comer of the intersection of Sixth Street and
Broadway. Any available modified location for this proposed monitoring well would be repetitive
with the location of well S-6.

Additionally, as noted on Figure 2, the location of proposed well S-16 on the eastern corner of the
intersection of Sixth Street and Broadway has been amended based on subsurface utilities in the
vicinity, and the boring proposed between the site and offsite well S-5 will not be completed due to
the City of Oakland's restriction of no drilling within City sidewalks and the location of several
underground structures and utilities in the vicinity.

The drilling had been scheduled at the site for September 30th through October 4th. Unfortunately,
we are encountering a problem with obtaining a modified access agreement for the former Shell site
to include the new work, so these drilling dates have be cancelled. We will keep you informed of our
progress with the access agreement. Please call me at 510-420-3316 to discuss any questions or
concerns you may have.

Thank you,

Jacquelyn Jones
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 ALAMEDA COUNTY o .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
June 11, 2002 (510) 567-6700

FAX (510} 337-9335
Ms. Karen Pefryna
Shell (il Products US
P.O. Box 7869 '
Burbank, CA 91510-7869

Dear Ms. Petryna:
Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000343, 461 8™ St., Oakland CA 94607

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (LOP), has received and reviewed the
June 7, 2002 Agency Response and Work Plan Addendum for the referenced site prepared on your behalf
by Cambria. This letter report responds to our office’s May 6, 2002 letter responding to your proposed
scope of work for this site. It appears that you have addressed all the County concerns expressed in our
letter. We, therefore, summarize the items of concern and offer comment as follows.

Technical Summary and Comments to Work Plan Addendum

Figure 2 provided indicates all proposed locations of borings and monitoring wells
The on-site boring locations are in the same general location as the earlier borings, which did not
take deeper samples, borings B-4 and B-7. Our office will not require samples deeper than 30’
unless vertical extent of contamination is an issue.

+ Continuous coring will be used in a number of strategic well and boring locations to see if
permeable lenses exist.

«  Borings and wells have been added in suggested locations, between wells 5-9 and 8-5 and
between S-6 and the most down-gradient proposed well.

¢  Our office respects your opinion that permanent wells near potential off-site sources of fuel
releases will provide much more information and evidence than temporary borings. The other
potential sources are viable given the suggested scenario of potential dewatering in the cut and
cover portion of the BART tunnel during: construction activities. '

" Please notify our office prior to performing your subsurface investigation. You may contact me at (510)
567-6765 if you have any questions.

i (o

Barney M. n
azardous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,

_ C: B. Chan, files
) Rory Cambell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos & Rudy, 333 Market St., Suite 2300, SF,
CA 94105-2173
Wells Fargo Bank, Tr., c/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush St., SF, CA 94104-2805
R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570 »

Wpadd461 8thSt




ALAMEDA COUNTY o o

HEALTH CARE SERVICES 0)
AGENCY f.'i

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Atameda, CA 94502-6577

May 6, 2002 (510) 567-6700
RO0000343 FAX {510) 337-9335
Mr. Karen Petryna

Shell (il Products US

P.O. Box 7869

Burbank, CA 91510-7869

Re: Fuel Leak Case RO0000343, 461 8™ St., Oakland, CA 94607

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program, (L.OF}, has reviewed the case file for
the referenced site including the April 30, 2002 Agency Response and Investigation Work Plan prepared by
Cambria Environmental, your consultant, Your response to my March 12, 2002 letter states the following:

The rose diagram of historical gradient indicates a consistent southerly gradient

The site conceptual model does not offer a possible scenario for the migration of petroleum from
onsite to the BART tunnel or to the down-gradient wells. As additional information is gathered
from your proposed investigation, a SCM should be developed.

The groundwater flow rate estimated by Cambria offers little clarification since flow velocity
ranging from 0 and 17,250 feet per vear is estimated. At some point, a migration pathway must be
suggested to explain the observed contamination. This seemingly would have to include some
type of preferential pathway for migration.

No information coutd be obtained to explain why Westhollow laboratory identified the released
product as a Shell product. Perhaps there are specific tests or practices used hlstonca]ly to
distinguish the various branded fuels.

The proposed work plan addresses the need for additional sampling to evaluate the source and
migration pathway and delineate the hydrocarbon plume.

Technical Comments to Investigation Work Plan

A total of seven wells and two borings are indicated on Figure 2 of your proposed investigation
work plan, contrary to the eight borings and six wells mentioned in your work plan.

One of the County concerns is the lack of deep soil samples onsite. This leaves the possibility that
the early release from the product line to soil may have been over-excavated and therefore not
detected in subsequent soil investigations. If the exact location of the line leak can be determined,
a deep boring should be advanced there. If the location cannot be determined, please explain why
the proposed boring locations are appropriate. It appears that there has been only one deep soil
sample collected from the dispenser areas.

The proposed well locations on-site are approved. Our office recommends the use of continuous
coring and logging to possibly identify permeable lenses for preferential migration. Soil san]ples
should be screened at least every five foot interval.

Our office recommends at least one additional boring between wells S-9 and S-5 for site
characterization.

The wells proposed adjacent to the former Chevron Station may not be necessary. Temporary
borings should be considered instead and permanent wells only if contamination observed.

Please explain the logic for the location of the proposed well southwest of 5-6. Do you assume
the plume is funoeled in this direction by the BART tunnel? Please consider adding another
boring between S-6 and this proposed well for site characterization.




”
.

Mr. Karen Petryna

461 8™ St., Oakland, CA 94607
May 6, 2002

RO0000343

Page 2

*  Please include the additional analysis for the following compounds by EPA Method 8260; TAME,
ETBE, DIPE, TBA, EDB and EDC. Monitoring wells S-8, $-5 and 8-6 should be sampled for
these analytes once minimally.

®  Once the migration pathway is determined an appropriate remediation approach should be
proposed. Comnsidering the amount of product collected from BART in the past, the release from
the former Shell site must have been much greater than the initial amount assumed.

Please provide your written response and work plan addendum to our office within 30 days or no later than
June 10, 2002,

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

Sincerely,

Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

: B. Chan, files
Ms. J. Jones, 1144 65% St., Suite B, Oakland, CA 94608
Rory Campbell, 333 Market St., Suite 2300, San Francisco, CA 94105-2173

Weills Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush St., San Francisco, CA
94104-2805

R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570

InvWP461 $thSe
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TABLE 2

HISTORICAL GROUNDWATER QUALITY DATABASE

7

: SAMPLE.. - .SAMPLE . TPH-G . BENZENE TOLUENE - ~ETHYLBENZENE . - ._XY.LENES_‘-_V:E:‘
CDATE 7 s POINT - - HPPB) - {PPB) PPB) CPPBY T T L THPPBY

16-Apr-87 @ 47,000 . 8,200 4,700 - 3,100
26-Oct-88 @ 130 3.8 13 4 30

14-Feb-88 s5-4 <50 0.5 <9 <1 3
01-May-89 8-4‘ Dry

27-Jul-B9 S-4 Dey

05-0ct-89 5-4 Dry

08-Jan-8C 5-4 Py

30-Aps-90 5-4 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <5 <1

31-Jul-80 S-4 Dry

30-0ct-90 . S-4 Dry

06-Mar-81 5-4 Dry

27-Jun-91 -S4 <50 <0.5 <D.5 <05 <0.5
24-Sep-21 5-4 Dry

O07-Nov-91 5-4 Dry

13-Feb-92- S-4 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 3
11-May-§2 S-4 Dry

03-Dec-82 54 Iinaccessibie

13-May-93 5-4 Inaccessible

16-Apr-87 @ 130,000 15,000 16,000 ~ 14,000
.26-Dct-88 S-& 110,000 20,000 25,000 2,300 10,000
‘14-Feb-8%9 55 94,000 16,000 21,000 1,800 10,000
01-May-89 55 120,000 29,000 35,000 3,100 15,000

27-Jul-BS S-b 110,000 20,000 28,000 2,400 14,000

- 05-Dct-89 55 Fioating Product 0.01 ft

08-Jar-90 55 Fioating Product 0.01

30-Apr-90 S-5 100,000 13,000 22,000 2,100 11,000

31-Jul-80 55 . 53,000 8,300 14,000 1,200 7.400
30-0ct-90 5-5 Fioating Product 0.03 ft

06-Mar-91 S5 Floating Product 0.13 1t

27-Jun-91 5-5 Floating Product 0.03 1t.

2_4JSep~91 3-5 Floating Product 0.06 ft

07 -Nov-31 5-5 Floating Product 0.25 f1

764401-17
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Meeting with ACHCSA ot 3
March 11, 2002

AGENDA

Former Shell Service Station
461 8" Street, Oakland

Site History and Remedial Efforts
Current Conditions

Offsite Sources

Condutt Study and Cross-Sections
Discussion and Recommendations
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_ ALAMEDA COUNTY @ ¢
| HEALTH CARE SERVICES 0d
| AGENCY =

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ’

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

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
March 12, 2002 (510) 567-6700

RO000(0343 _ FAX {510) 337-8335

Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LLC
P.O. Box 7869

Burbank, CA 91510-7869

RE: Meeting on Former Shell Service Station, 461 8™ St., Oakland, CA 94607
Dear Ms. Petryna:

This letter serves to recount our meeting on 3/11/02 at the County offices regarding the
referenced site. Although no additional clarity resulted in our meeting, the following .
items required attention:

* Please provide a rose diagram for the historic groundwater gradient

» Please provide a site conceptual model to explain the fate and transport of the
historic catastrophic fuel release from the piping at this site.

» Please determine the groundwater flow rate at this site. This typically requires a
pumping test or another aquifer testing method. This data should assist in your
calculations to determine the feasibility of fuel migration from this site to the BART

. tunnel location and in developing your site conceptual model.

e Please research the referenced Westhollow laboratory results, which identified on
several occasions the fuel release as Shell product and provide us with a copy of the
results.

e Please discuss the appropriateness of additional soil and groundwater sampling and
propose an investigation if warranted. Consideration of temporary sampling should
be done not only onsite, but off-site to give more evidence of an off-site source of the
down-gradient petroleum contamination. In addition, the extent of the plume is
undefined and a work plan to complete delineation was previously requested of you
inmy April 11, 2001 letter. _

e The release scenario for the alleged down-gradient sources has not been provided, as
such, we do not concur with your recommendation to suspend groundwater
extraction from wells S-5 and S-6. Please continue to gange all wells on a semi-
annual basis, monitor all wells except S-4 on a semi-annual basis and remove
product and over-purge wells S-5 and S-6 during these events.




Ms. Karen Petryna
March 12, 2002
RO0000343 _
461 8" St., Oakland 94607
Page 2

Please provide your written response to this letter within 30 days or no later than
April 15, 2002.

Sincerely,

Painey s Qb

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

- B. Chan, files

D. Drogos, ACEH
Ms. D. Lundquist, Cambria Environmental, 1144 65th St., Suite B, Oakland CA 94608
Rory Campbell, Law Offices, 333 Market St., Suite 2300, San Francisco,
CA 94104-2173
Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush St.,
San Francisco, CA 94104-2805
R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570

02-461 8thSt



[ .
ALAMEDA COUNTY . ®

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIBONMENTAL PROTECTHON
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

July 2, 2001 Alamedd, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700
StiD 4254/ RO0000343 FAX (310) 337-9335
Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LLC
P.O. Box 7869 .
Burbank, CA 91510-7869

Mr, Thomas Bauhs
Chevron Products Company
P.O. Box 6004

San Ramon, CA 94583

Re: Subsurface Investigation of Former Shell Station, 461 8™ St., Oakland CA 94607

Dear Ms. Petryna and Mr. Bauhs:

Our office has received the May 14, 2001 Agency Response letter report by Cambria
Environmental which addresses my April 11, 2001 letter. In my letter, { requested additional -
information regarding the likelithood of the former Shell station being the source of the off-site
groundwater contamination being found in wells $-5 and S-6 located on the northwest and
southwest corners of 7" and Broadway, respectively. In Cambria’s response letter, they
recommend the following on your béhalf:

¢ Performing an extensive utility conduit survey adjacent to this site and along the BART line.
e Performing a sensitive receptor survey within a % mile radius of the site and
» Preparing cross-sectional diagrams including the utility information researched.

This work is approved.

In response to my request to further delineate the hydrocarbon plume, Cambria argues that there
is no technical basis to believe the former Shell site is the source of the free product and elevated
dissolved contamination being found in either of the mentioned wells. They state that the
location of the past fuel release into the BART tube is close to the former Chevron station located
at 636 Broadway. Our office concurs that there is enough evidence to request information
regarding the proper closure of underground tank(s) at this site. Therefore, as authorized by
Section 25289 (b) of Chapter 6.7 of the Health and Safety Code, our office requests any relevant
information regarding testing and monitoring for the underground tank(s) closed at the former
Chevron station at 636 Broadway. Please submit this information within 30 days or no later

than Awgust 3, 2001,
\_”.""’"




Ms. Petryna and Mr. Bauhs
StID #4254/R0O0000343

461 8® St., Oakland CA 94607
July 2, 2001

Page 2.

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

Sincerely,

Maw/——

Bamey M. €han
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, files
Ms.J. Jones, Cambria, 1144 65" St., Suite B, Oakland CA 94608
Rory Campbell, Law Offices, 333 Market St., Suite 2300, San Francisco, CA 94104-2173
Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush St., San Francisco,
CA 94104-2805
R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570

2-461 BthSt.
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Division of Clean Water Programs
1O | Street « Sacramento, Califormia 5814

\" State '”ater Resources Contn’ Board

Winston-H. Hickox P.O. Box 944212 » Sacramento, California « 94244-2120
Necretar jor (9103 341-5714 + FAX (916} 341-3806 » www.swreb.cagoviewphome/uster Gray Davis
Environnental Governor
Protecion The energy chellenge facing Catifornia is real. Every Californian needs (o toke immediate action 1o reduce energy consumption.

For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cul yowr erergy costs, see our website af www.swrch.ca.gov.
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Deborah Pryor 1/0

¢/0 Equiva Services LLC

Shell Oil Company

P O Box 7869
Burbank, CA 91510-7869

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND (FUND), NOTICE OF ELIGIBILITY
DETERMINATION: CLAIM NUMBER 016210; FOR SITE ADDRESS: 461 8TH ST, CAKLAND

Your claim has been accepted for placement on the Priority List in Priority Class “D” with a deductible
of $10,000.

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 priority 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
Review at the local regulatory agency or Regional Water Quality Control Board. During this Compliance
Review, staff may request additional information needed to verify eligibility. Once the Compliance
Review is completed, staff will determine if the claim is valid or must be rejected. If the claim is valid, a
Letter of Commitment will be issued obligating funds toward the cleanup. If staff determine that you
have not complied with regulations governing site cleanup, you have not supplied necessary information
or documentation, or your claim application contains a material error, the ¢laim will be rejected. In such
event, you will be issued a Notice of Intended Removal from the Priority List, informed of the basis for
the proposed removal of your claim, and provided an opportunity to correct the condition that is the basis
for the proposed removal. Your claim will be barred from further participation in the Fund, if the claim
application contains a material error resulting from fraud or intentional or negligent misrepresentation.

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
invoices, (3} copies of technical documents (bids, narrative work description, reports), and (4) evidence
that the claimant paid for the work performed (not paid by another party). These documents are necessary
for reimbursement and failure to submit them could impact the amount of retrbursement made by the
Fund. It is not necessary to submit these documents at this time; however, they will definitely be
required prior to reimbursement.

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

California Environmental Profection Agency
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Shell Oil Company -2-

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;

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

3. 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
wnterim 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. Unless waived in writing, you are required to obtain preapproval of costs for
all future corrective action work. If you do not obtain three bids and cost preapproval, reimbursement
is not assured and costs may be rejected as ineligible.

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

% A ’6/7 WAAG
Shari Knieriem

Claims Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

cc:  Mr. Steve Morse Ms. Susan Hugo
RWQCB, Region 2 Alameda County EHD
1515 Clay Street, Ste, 1400 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Oakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

- AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

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

April 11, 2001 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

: (510) 567-6700
StID #4254 FAX (510) 337-9335
Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LL.C
P.O. Box 7869
Burbank, CA 91510-7869

Re: Former Shell Station Station, 461 8® St., Oakland CA 94607 -
Dear Ms. Petryna:

The above referenced site is not thoroughly understood and therefore, its oversight and direction
has not been easy. As your are aware, this former Shell station was implicated as a source of free -
product gasoline which leaked into the Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) tunnel in 1979.

Somehow, the product was “identified” as Shell gasoline. This theory was supported when a test
of the product lines at this station indicated a leak. The station replaced the fuel lines and the
station operated until 1980 when the underground tanks were removed. Shell installed

monitoring wells on and off-site with BART review and concurrence. No records or reports exist
describing the tank removals or any sampling results. Additional on-site investigation at the
assumed locations of the former underground tanks, piping and dispensers was done and no
indication of significant soil contamination was observed.

However, further down-gradient from this site in wells S-5 and S-6, free product or elevated
gasoline and BTEX concentrations has been observed. Equiva Services has done extensive
historical research including looking at various state and federal data bases, adjacent property use
and underground utility surveys in an attempt to identify other possible sources of this
contamination. Although other sites have been identified, no releases or suspected releases are
documented. Therefore, although the onsite data for this site indicates relatively little soil and
groundwater contamination and elevated gasoline and free product has been observed off-site, no
other responsible parties have been identified.

The presence of BART running below Broadway adjacent to this site also complicates the
understanding of this release. It is assumed that fuel release up-gradient of BART would
eventually be intercepted by the subsurface walls of BART. It is not known what amount of the
release is diverted and what amount proceeds around or beneath the BART tunmel. This
uncertainty tends to lessen the likelihood that former service stations on the east side of the
BART tunnel could be the source of free product or elevated gasoline found in wells on the west
side.

The extent of remediation so far has been the over-purging of wells 8-5 and $-6 since 1993 and
1997, respectively. A grand total of 6737 gallons has been removed from these wells up to
February 2001. Although the amount of free product has been reduced, gasoline and BTEX
concentrations remain elevated, with no indication of declining,.



Ms. Karen Petryna
 StID # 4254
461 8™ St., Oakland CA 94607
April 11, 2001
Page 2

At this time, our office requests additional site investigation and characterization. This should.
include such things as presenting cross-sectional diagrams, interpretation of utilities including the
BART tunnel and their potential to convey contamination, performing a sensitive receptor survey
and providing a work plan to delineate the extent of the petroleum plume.

. Please submit a work plan for these items within 30 days or no later than May 14, 2001.
You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any guestions.
Sincerely, ,
Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

\/C: B. Chan, files
Mr. T. Buggle, Cambria Environmental, 1144 65" St., Suite B, Oakland CA 94608
Rory Campbell, Law Offices, 333 Market St., Suite 2300, San Francisco, CA 94104-2173
Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush St., San Franmsco
CA 94104-2805
R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570

" 461 Bth 5t
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agancy Director

. ENVIBONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
December 28, 2000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 557-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335 .

Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LLC

PO Box 7869

Burbank, CA 91510-7869
STID 4254

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461 8™ Street, Oakland, CA 94607
Dear Ms. Petryna:

A letter from my office dated November 15, 2000 was sent to you requesting information
concerning the above site. Irequested the information be sent to me by December 8,
2000. As of this date, I have not received this information. Please submit this
information to this office within 10 days of the receipt of this letter.

As previously mentioned in earlier letter, I have been transferred to another position
within my Department and will begin my duties there on a full-time basis on January
2001. The new caseworker for this site is Mr. Barney Chan.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774, or Mr. Chan at (510)
567-6765.

pr. Hazardous Materials Specialist
Enclosure (1) Letter dated November 15, 2000 addressed to Karen Petryna

- Cc:  Barney Chan, Alameda County Environmental Health
Leah Goldberg, Hanson Bridgett, 333 Market Street, Suite 2300,
San Francisco, CA 94105
Troy Buggle, Cambria, 1144 65™ Street, Suite B, Oakland, CA 94608
Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Services, 1605 Martin Luther King,
Oakland, CA 94612

Files




ALAMEDA COUNTY o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
CAVID J. KEARS, Agercy Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
November 15, 2000 ENVIROMMENTAL PEOTECTICN
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suite 260
Alameda. CA 94502-6577
© {510) 587-6700
FAX (510} 337-9335

Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LLC

PO Box 7869

Burbank, CA 91510-7869
STID 4254

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461 8® Street, Oakland, CA 94607
Dear Ms. Petryna:

] have reviewed the site file for the above address with Ms. Leah Goldberg, counsel for
the present property owner. During the file review, I could not locate documents that
address the following questions:

1) What is the status of the original monitoring wells S-1, S-2 and S-3? If they are
closed, how and when were they closed? :

2) Were the underground storage tanks and the associated piping removed from the site?

3) Were any soil or groundwater samples taken during the tank removal? Were the
samples analyzed by a State certified laboratory? Please provide me with copies of
any laboratory results.

4) When were monitoring wells S5-4, 5-5 and S-6 installed? Please submit a copy of the
well logs and monitoring well construction design to this office.

5) Are all the monitoring wells screened at the same depths?

6) Has a conduit survey been performed for this site?

Please address these concems by December 8, 2000. This information will assist this
office in ascertaining whether the contamination detected in monitoring well S-5 and S-6
is from the former Shell station. It appears from the map that Shell provided me of
possible sites that maybe source of the contamination detected in well S-5 and S-6, the
sites are cross-gradient with the Shell station. Do you have any knowledge of any
upgradient site from the Shell station that maybe a potential source?

This site will be eligible for site closure pending either (1) cleanup of the contamination
in wells S-5 and §-6; or (2) sufficient information identifying another source of the
contamination in S-5 and S-6, in the event that it is not coming form the former Shell
Station.
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Ms. Karen Petryna
Equiva Services LLC

PO Box 7869

Burbank, CA 91510-7869
November 15, 2000

Page 2 of 2

I have been transferred to another position within my Department and will begin my
duties there on a full-time basis on January 1, 2001. Please contact Tom Peacock at (510)
567-6782 in January 2001 to identify the new caseworker for this project.

If you have any questions, please contact me at {510) 567-6774.

Sincergly,

L ":? d = o

#,j}"" Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Ce:  Leah Goldberg, Hanson Bridgett, 333 Market Street, Suite 2300,
San Francisco, CA 94105
Troy Buggle, Cambria. 1144 65" Street, Suite B, Oakland, CA 94608
Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Services, 1605 Martin Luther King,
Oakland, CA 94612
Files
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FROM' Leah S. Goldberg TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: 3

DATE: November 9, 2000 ORIGINAL MAILED: No

RE: Former Shell Siation, 461 - 8th Sweet, Oakland, CA

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED.
CAMBRIA Melody Munz CAMBRIA Diane Lundquist, P.E.

Project Engmeer Principal Engimeer
Cambria Environmental Cambria Environmental
Technalogy, Inc. Technology, Inc.
Mak 65th Sireet, Suite B iyl 65th Sirest, Suite B
Dakland, California 94608 Oakland, CA 94608
Tel {510) 470-3324 Tel (510)420-1334
Fax (510} 420-9170 Fax (510) 420-9170
mmunz@cambria-eny com dlundguisi®cambria-env. com

EQUIVA

== SERVICES LLEC
Shall, Texeco & Saudi Araernco Working Together

P.O. Box 7869
Karen Petryna, PE Burbank, CA 91510-7869
Civil & Envimnmental Engineer Tel: (559) 645-9306

e Fax: (559) 645-5643
MNorthern California Bay Area F-mail: kepetryna@equiva.com

THE FOLLOWING NO' BILLING NO  1288%.65

THE INFORMATION COY T AMB/OR KIE AMTCRMET/WORF
PRODUCT PRIVILEGES 1T 5 INTENDED QMNLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL MAMED ABOYE AMD (ME PRIVILEGES ARE NOT WAIVED BY
VIRTUE OF 115 maviNG BEEN SENTBY FACSMIE (F THE PERSOMN ACTUALLY RECEIVING TP FACSIMILE OR ANY QTHER READER OF THE
FACSIMILE 15 NOT THE NAPMED RECIPIENT. OR THE EMPLOYEE QR AGENT RESPOMSIBLE TO PELIVER AT TO THE MAMED RECIFIEMNT AMT USE
DiSSEMIMATION DISTRIBLTION OR COPTING OF THIS SOMMUNICATION 5 STRICTLY PRORIBITED IF YOu nAvE RECEIVED THIS
COMMUMTATION 1 ERROR. PLEASE IMMEDIATELY MOTFY US 87 TELEPHOMNE AMND RETURN THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO U AT THE ABOVE
ADDIRESS via [AE UY POSTAL SERVICE THAMK TOU

Piease immeaiately cail (415} 777-3200 and ask for THE FAX CENTER if you do nat receive ail of The fransmitffed
paaes

E27469 1




Nov=09-00 OB:41pm  From—HANSCN BRIWT 4155419388

LAW OFFICES

LEAM S, GOLDBERG

Envecnnenial Law

EIRECT DlaL 415 %95 SU90

REPLY 1O SAN FRANCIECO

E-MAIL igaidoeig@nansonondgeit com

November 9, 2000
VIA FACSIMILE {510} 337-9333

Larry Seto

Alameda Counry Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94507-6537

Re:  Former Shell Swanion, 461 - 8th Street, Oakland, CA
File No. 12889.65

Dear Mr. Seto:

T=183%

P.02/03

F=560

HANSON
BRIDGET

MARCHS
ULANGS
RUBY-LLP

Thank you for sharing the draft letter to Equive Services with me. I made a few minor changes
to the lener. Please feel free 1o accept or reject any of the changes. If you cannot read any of the

changes, please call me and I will clarify thermn.

I would suggest that in addition 1o asking about the conduit survey in question number 6 that you
also ask about other potential sources of contamination in the area. It appears from the map that
Shell provided to you a few months age listing other sites in the area, that al! of the other sites
are cross-gradient with the Shell Station. I would ask Shell to explain how they could be sources

of the contamination in S-5 and S-6.

Also, T was under the impression that you were going to tell Shell that this site could be closed

pending either (1) cleanup of the contamination in wells S-5 and 8-6; or (2) sufficient

informartion identifying another source of the contamination in S-5 and 8-6, in the evenr that it is

not coming from the former Shell Statuon.

Thank you for allowing me 1o review the drafi of this letier. [ am sorry to hear that you will be
rotating off of this project, but I would appreciate if yon would 1ake the time 1o bring the nexi

caseworker up 1o speed.

Sincerely yours,

eah 5. Goldberg

LSG:hg
Enclosure

Sary FRaNCISCO mMARIY

3331 MARRET STREET 238D FLOOR WOOH ¥anD

SAM FRANCISCO Ca Py uk.2 23 B0 E S1R FRANC|S DRARE BLvD SWITE JE
TELEFMOINE 415 777 J0 FARRSPLUR . CA 94939
FACSIFILE 415 541 9368 TELEFMOME %15 925 Bagl

srww RONBr Ggeis com FACSIfiILE 913 92s. Bal¥
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Nov-00-00 OF:4Tpm  From=HANSON BRIDGETT 4155410366
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November 8, 2000

Ms. _Knr:n Peoyua
Equiva Services LLC

PO Box 78589

Burbank CA 91510-7869
STID 4254

on
RE:  Former Sbell 467 g% Str;eer, Quakland, CA 94607

Dear Ms. Penryna:

I have reviewed the site file for the ahove -d:h'cu' i '
I th Ms. Leah Goldb e el
the present propeyty owner. [) i Ll
» s _umufmg the file review, | contd npt lacste documents thar
winegn

1) Whatis the of the original monitoring well S-1, S-2 and §-37 If they are

2) Were the underground storage tanks and the assec iping remove
: ciated pipin, d i
3) Were any s0il or groundwescr samples raken during the Ft;f:k Eemoval'? ggtnel E: i

4) When Were monitoring wells S-4, S-S and S-6installed? Please submit a copy of
theff well inﬁ‘nqd momroring well copstructiodfo this office. ¥ ation
3) Are all the monitoring wells screened ar the same dcpths? i
6) Has a conduit survey bean performed for this site?
Decemnel 1, 3000. TRIS (nformation wa il
Pleace address those cun::l:mshfln adsist this De : i i =
Acldr Fon B a5 partnent 1o ascertaining whether the

fonranunarion deiected i Inonitoring well §-5 and 8-6 is fram the former Shell station.

i add iy n my deties thens on =
I have been transferred to another position within g CRAMment lalu“s' . e
Peacock a1 (510) 567-6782 10 tdentify the now c e . i o i

asewarker Ior this
) Project, - I-I'N-Iﬁﬂ-f i, =22

If you have any questions, please contact me at (51 b) 567-6774.

Sincerely,

Lamry Setwo
Sr. Hazardous Materials Speciatist

IT"=ah Gaidberg,, Hanson Bridaet, 33 Markier Street, Suite 9%, 5F, LA 94168
roy Buggle, Cambrin. 1144 65 Strect, Suite B, Qakland, CA 04
Leroy Uriffin, City of Oaklangd Fire Services; 1665 i 60'3
i Ot T : Martin Luther King,
3

Ce:

+
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CAMBRIA

Dakland, CA
5an Ramaon, CA
Sonoma, CA
Portliand, OR

Cambria
Environmental
Technology, Inc.

1144 65th Street
Suite B

Oakland, CA 54608
Tel {510) 420-0700
Fax (510) 420-9170

Qctober 2, 2000

Mr. Larry Seto

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Agency Correspondence
Former Shell Service Station
461 &th Street
Oakland, California
Incident #97093399
Cambria Project #242-1501-002

Dear Mr. Seto:

On behalf of Equiva Services LLC, Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc. (Cambria) is
submitting this correspondence addressing the presence of MTBE detected in groundwater
samples during quarterly monitoring at the referenced facility. This correspondence is made in
response to the Alameda County Health care Services Agency (ACHCSA) dated July 17, 2000.

Address Correction Request: Please update ACHCSA records to indicate the following address
for Equiva’s representative for this site: Ms. Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC,

P.O. Box 7869, Burbank, CA 91510-7869.

Historical MTBE Use In Gasoline Products Sold at the Subject Facility: On September 30,
1997, Shell Oil Products Company (now Equilon Enterprises LLC) issued correspondence titled
Response to San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board Request for Chemical

bl did wt Seg &udjgnahue.

hell/Equilon utilizes the Shell Martinez Refining
Company (SMRC) as the primary source for refined gasoline products in the San Francisco Bay
area (Bay Area). MTBE use in refined gasoline products from the SMRC did not begin until
November 1991. A copy of the document 1s included as Attachment A.

Constituents of Gasoline Data.

According to the above referenced documen

Gasoline underground storage tanks (USTs) at the subject facilty Welﬁ,ili%&&ion until site
O W
W
LAY

%_%(‘:‘1 X




Mr. Larry Seto
C A M B R | A October 2, 2000

demolition in 1980 when they were removed along with gasoline station improvements. The site
has not been used as a gasoline sales facility since that time. The USTs formerly onsite were
removed approximately 10 years prior to the use of MTBE in gasoline at SMRC. It is not likely
that MTBE in groundwater is associated with, or eminating from, the subject facility.

MTBE Reported in Groundwater: MTBE was first reported in groundwater samples associated
with the subject facility on October 2, 1996. Reported concentrations of MTBE at this site have
historically been made using EPA Method 8020, which is only a screening method for this fuel
additive. Prior to July 19, 2000 no MTBE had been detected onsite using EPA Method 8260, a

@ more accurate confirmation method for MTBE analysis.

The only samples collected from the site which detected MTBE by EPA Method 8260 were from
July 19, 2000. Groundwater samples from S-5 and S-6 contained 253 parts per billion (ppb) and
72.7 ppb, respectively (these EPA Method 8260 analyses were run out of the EPA recommended
holding time by Sequoia Analytical of Morgan Hill, CA). The results of this sampling event were
received by Cambria on September 12, 2000 and are forthcoming in the third quarter 2000

quarterly monitoring report for this site.

EPA Method 8260 Analysis for MTBE: In order to aid the ACHCSA in determining the
presence and potential source of MTBE in groundwater where reported, Cambria has arranged for
wells S-5, 8-6, and S-8 to be analyzed by EPA Method 8260 during the fourth quarter 2000
quarterly monitoring activities, to be performed by Blaine Tech Services of San Jose, California.
These results will be presented in the forthcoming fourth quarter groundwater monitoring report.

Potential Offsite MTBE Source Map: The third quarter monitoring report will contain a vicinity
map showing potential offsite sources of MTBE. These sources were identified in an August 12,
1996 correspondence titled Offsite Source Investigation, prepared by Enviros, of Sonoma,
California. Additionally, the locations of the former onsite USTs, product piping and dispensers

will be included on the site map.




Mr. Larry Seto
CAMBRIA October 2, 2000
CLOSING

We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on this project. Please call Troy Buggle at
(510) 420-3333 if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,
Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc

® it

Project Envirpnmental Scientist

A. Bork, CE.G., CHG.
séiate Hydrogeologist

Attachment: A - Response to San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board Request
for Chemical Constituents of Gasoline Data

ce: Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC, P.O. Box 7869, Burbank, California 91510-7869
Rory Campbeli, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos, & Rudy, 333 Market Street, Suite
2300, San Francisco, California 94105-2173
Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr. (Property Owners), ¢/o Pacific Property,
364 Bush Street, San Francisco, CA 94104-2805
R. Casteel & Co., P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, California 94570

ghwakland461eighthigm\3g00qm.doc




ATTACHMENT A

Response to San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

Request for Chemical Constituents of Gasoline Data




RESPONSE TO SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGIONAL WATER QUALITY
CONTROL BOARD REQUEST FOR CHEMICAL CONSTITUENTS OF
' GASOLINE DATA

SHELL OIL PRODUCTS COMPANY

SEPTEMBER 30, 1997
CONTENTS:
L CHEMICALS ADDED TO GASOLINE IN THE SAN FRANCISCO AREA

(APPROXIMATE PREVIOUS 2¢ YEAR HISTORY)

2.A. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES AND POTENTIALS HEALTH EFFECTS OF
GASOLINE COMPONENTS

2.B.  SOIL TO GROUNDWATER MODELING FOR GASOLINE ADDITIVES

3. ANALYTICAL METHODS FOR GASOLINE ADDITIVES AND
OXYGENATE BLENDING COMPONENTS

SELECTED REFERENCES

SHELL OIL COMPANY MATERIAL DATA SAFETY SHEETS ATTACHMENT

GASCONT.DOC, 9730/97




1. CHEMICALS ADDED TO GASOLINE IN THE SAN FRANCISCO AREA
(APPROXIMATE PREVIOUS 20 YEAR HISTORY)

Introduction .

Gasoline is a highly complex mixture of petroleum-derived components. The individual
components may vary depending on the crude oil being refined, the operating parameters of the
various units of the refinery, and the availability of certain blending components. Although the
specific content of gasoline components can vary, its overall characteristics must conform to
specified federal and state requirements. Federal requirements cover volatility, aromatic content,
sulfur content, octane, driveability, oxygenate content and the detergent additive. All of these must
be met in order to be approved for commerce in the United States. The state of California has
additional specifications that exceed the federal requirements and must be met also. Therefore,
gasoline may vary from one refinery to another, but it must meet the same specifications. This
allows each manufacturer to maximize their unique capabilities and strengths while still providing
the public with a uniform product.

Gasoline Transportation, Exchanges, and Commingling

Sheli Qil Products Company (Shell) utilizes the Shell Martinez Refining"Company (SMRC)
located in Martinez, California as its primary manufacturer of refined gasoline products in the San
Francisco Bay area (Bay Area). However, Shell and SMRC relv on the exchange of gasoline with
other refiners in order to level out demand imbalances, cover operational problems, and/or improve
transportation logistics. Shell also provides terminalling services to third party companies that ship
their own gasoline into commingled storage at Shell’s distribution terminals. Therefore, a large
percentage of the gasolines marketed from the Bay Area (San Francisco, San Jose, and Richmond
(Tosco) distribution terminals) originate from Chevron, Tosco and/or Exxon refineries.

When manufactured by Shell, gasoline is transported from SMRC via Shell corporate or common
carrier pipelines to Shell corporate or third party distribution terminals. In the Bay Area, Shell
gasoline is commonty transported through Santa Fe Pacific Pipeline (SFPP) systems. As a batch
of gasoline moves through a pipeline system, it may be commingled with stmilar products produced
either by Shell or other refiners. However, these must meet the regulated specifications in order to
be approved for transportation via pipeline. For example, SFPP’s tariffs with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission typically contain the following language:
Item 40 (c) “On the condition that Carrier will use due diligence fo transport same fo
destination with a minimum of commingling and to maintain the identity of each shipment;
however, it being impracticable to maintain absolute identity of each inbound shipment of
products, reasonable substitution of gallonage of the same kind of commodity will be
permitted. ™

From the distribution terminal, Shell utilizes a combination of corporate and common carrier
trucks to transport gasoline to the service stations. Shell’s proprietary fleet is used exclusively to
deliver to Shell service stations. However, common carriers may be hired by other companies and
make deliveries to numerous differently branded service stations. Since delivery truck tanks are
designed to drain dry there should be no commingling of gasoline as a result of trucking activity.

Gasoline Additives and Blend Component Distinction

Gasoline “additives™ are distinguished from “blend components” primarily on the amount of either
present in the gasoline mixture, For instance, blend components such as oxvgenates are a
significant fraction of the gasoline (¢.g., 10 percent by volume), while additives are used in the part
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per million range. Furthermore, blend components. such as ethers, are used onlv at the refinery
while additives are added cither at the refineries and or distribution terminals. Once loaded on the
trucks, no blend components or additives of anv kind are added to the pasoline.

Gasoline Oxygenates

To meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act (CAA) , EPA has established certain oXvgenate
content level requirements for commercial gasoline in the US. These vary for different parts of the
country and for different times of the year. A list of potential oxvgentates blend components used
in gasoline marketed in the Bay Area over approximately the previous 20 years is given in Table 1.

Except for limited exceptions, no oxygenate other than methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) has
been used at SMRC. The exception was in the spring of 1996 when the equivalent of
approximately 10 days of SMRC's production of gasoline was imported with gasoline containing
TAME. However, due to exchanges and/or the use of third party distribution systems, gasoline
found at Shell terminals and service stations may contain various oxygenates. Additionally,
MTBE commonly contains methanol and tertiary buytl alcohol (TBA) as impurities svhich can,
therefore. be found in any gasoline containing MTBE.

TABLE 1: Summary of Potential Oxygenate Blending Componerits Used in Gasoline
Marketed in the San Francisco Bay Area (Approximate 20 Year History)
(Sources: Shell records for SMRC, experts at SMRC and at Shell Westhollow ’

Technologv Center)
Use Added at SMRC Potentizlly Added by Other Oil Volume
' Companies*
Reformulated Methyl-tertiary-butyl Methyl tertiary-butyl ether 0-15%
Gasoline, CARB, ether (MTBE) {MTBE), Tertiary amyl methyl ether
Octane Booster {TAME), Ethanol**

*There may be other oxygenates in gasoline such as diisopropyl ether (DIPE), methanol and tertiary-butyl
alcohol (TBA), because they can be present as impurities in MTBE.
** Ethanol is normally added at or near the distribution terminal

Shell began using MTBE as a gasoline blending component at SMRC in November, 1991, Note: -
that Shell used MTBE as carly as 1990 at a southern California refinery (Wilmington). From
November, 1991 to the end of September, 1992, MTBE was used only in a premium grade of
gasoline (Shell SU-2000E) in a range of 5 to 9 % by volume. This premium grade fuel was sold
only in southern California. From October 1, 1992 through January 1996 10 to 12% by volume
MTBE was used in all grades of gasoline produced at SMRC during the fall and winter months
(October - January for northermn California, and October 16 - February for gasoline shipped to
southern California). Additionally, due to EPA, requirements, gasoline shipped to southern
Califomia contained 10% MTBE by volume year around afier the end of the winter season in
February 1995,

Beginning March 1, 1996 the California Air Resource Board required all gasoline sold in the State
of Califomia to meet Phase 2 gasoline specifications, Refiners were given a choice of either
meeting a set of flat limit gasoline specifications which required 1.8 to 2.2 wt % oxygen or an
alternative formulation which did not require a minimum oxygen content if the resulting
formulation had exhaust emissions no worse than the flat limit gasoline. Since inception of Phase 2
requirements, all gasolines produced by SMRC have contained rominallv 11% MTBE by volume.

GASCONT.DQC. 9:30/97 3




Gasoline Additives

The multifunctional proprictary detergent additive package is what make Shell’s fuel unique in its
performance and consumer preference, It prevents and cleans up engine deposits, and keeps the
fuel clear. The specific nature of individual additive packages can produce remarkable differences
in gasoline performance, and are therefore considered to be highly proprietary to the
manufacturers.

The additives packages can vary chemically. However, current US EPA regulations only allow
additives made with molecules that contain the same basic elements that comprise gasoline (carbon,
hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen and sulfur) and no other elements can be used. Although the basic
molecules in our detergent package are similar to the same ones that have been used over the past
20 years, they have been constantly improved to result in better fuel performance and engine
maintenance at lower concentrations, Thus, the detergent additive package has had several
formulations through the years. Some of the types of compounds in the package include detergents
(polymeric amines, amides and alcohols); demulsifiers (polvglycol derivatives), and carrier fluids
(mineral oils, synthetic oils, polvmers). Concentrations of individual components range from 0 to
1000 mg/L. Diluents, such as toluene, xvlene or substituted benzenes, ay be used to improve low
temperature handling properties. A list of potential additives added to gasoline marketed in the

Bay Area over approximately the previous 20 years is given in Table 2.

The only additive currently added to gasoline at SMRC is antioxidant UOP Number 6 produced by
Universal Oil Products (UOP). This material is added at the nominal concentration of 1 pound per
1000 barrels (42,000 gallons) of gasoline. Two other antioxidants used previously at SMRC were
DuPont Antioxidant 23 and Antioxidant 24, '

Also in the past, lead packages and dyes were added to gasoline at the refinery. The lead package
(anti-knock package) may contain one or more alkyl leads [tetramethyl lead (TML), trimethylethyl
lead (TMEL), dimethyidiethyl lead (DMDEL), methyltriethvl lead (MTEL) and tetractvl lead
(TEL)]. The lead package also contains the lead scavengers ethylene dichloride (EDC or 1,2-
dichloroethane) and ethylene dibromide (EDB or 1,2-dibromoethane). Until 1993, premium
unieaded gasoline was dyed red with DuPont Oil Red B at a level of 0.324 Ibs. per 1000 barrels.
Leaded regular and unleaded midgrade gasolines were dyed bronze with DuPont Oil Bronze at a
level of 0.6438 Ibs. per 1000 barrels. Unleaded regular gasoline contained no dye. Lead was
phased out in November, 1991 and dye addition was discontinued in 1993.

At the distribution terminals, Shell’s proprictary detergent additive is injected into the fuel stream

while trucks are loaded. This detergent additive is added into all fuel destined for Shell service
stations, whether loaded at a Shell owned terminal or a third party owned terminal.
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Table 2. Summary of Potential Additives Added to Gasoline Marketed in the San Francisco Bay Area (Approximate 20 Year

History)

(Sources: Shell records for SMRC, experts at SMRC and at Shell Westhollow Technology Center, and the literature.

chemicals have not been used at SMRC but could be at a Shell service station because of gasoline exchanges)

Some of these

Use Added at Refinery, Commercial Names Compounds/Chemical Name/ Compound | Concentration
Pipeline or Distribution Class Range in Product
Terminal (mg/L)
Anti-Knock Package: Refinery DuPont ME-50-1 Mixtures of: 0 - 1000
Alkyl Lead with Lead (Discontinued in 1991) DuPont Tetramix-50 Red | «  Tetramethyl Lead {TML) -
Scavengers 01 » Trimethylethyl Lead (TMEL)
500 Motor Mix (White No | «  Dimcthyldicthy! Lead (DMDL)
D e Meihyltrictyl Lead (MTEL)
TEL Motor Whilc No | ¢  Tetraethyl Lead (TEL)
Ethyl Antinock Compound | , Ethylene Dichloride (EDC) 0 -300

MLA

» __ Ethylene Dibromide (EDB)

Anti-Knock Package: Refinery MMT Methylcyclopentadienyl Mangancse <1000 () Uscd for
Manganese Compound (Along | (Used for a short time, <1 Tricarbonyl a very short time
w/ Alkyl Leads) year)
Anti-Oxidanis Refinery DuPont AQ 23 Hindered Alkyl Phenols or Aromatic 2-9

DuPont AQ 24 (Phenylenc) Diamines

UOP No.6
Dyes Refinery DuPont Qil Red B A0 Dycs 2.9

(Discontinued in 1993) DuPont Qil Bronze
Corrosion Inhibitors Refinery or Pipeline No knowledge of use Esters and Amine Salts of Succinic, 4 - 40
Phosphoric and Sulfonic Acids.
Meial Deactivators Refinery or Pipeline No knowiedpe of use | Chelating Agents: 4-12
o ¢ N.N-Disalicylidine-1,2-
Propancdiamine

Detergent Additive Package: Distribution Terminal Proprietary Formulation <1300
s Detergent ' : Polymeric Amine,Amide, or Alcolol 10 - 100
»  Demulsifier Polyglycol Derivatives 04-10
& Carrier Fluid Mineral Qil, Synthetic Qil, or Polymer 10 - 1000
s Diluenmt Toluene, Xylene, Substituted Benzenes i0 - 1000
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2. A. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES AND POTENTIALS HEALTH EFFECTS OF
GASOLINE COMPONENTS
: \ .
Material Data Safety Sheets
All gasolines and additives must be registered with EPA. Each must meet certain testing
requirements for health effects and be certified to perform as intended. In the testing requirements
for gasoline additives, the EPA recognized that for “typical” additives that are undergoing testing,
the designated bascline gasoline may be tested with a representative additive since they did not
expect the potentiaf health effects to vary substantially within this “typical” group of additives. In
point of fact, EPA does not expect the fuel additive packages, which are present only at parts per
million (ppm) quantities, to add any appreciable toxicity over and above that of the gasoline.
Further details about potential adverse health effects of the major gasoline components are
contained in the attached Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDSs). )

Copies of Shell’s current MSDSs for the three grades of gasoline Shell marketed in the Bay Area
are attached. These MSDSs contain significant information on the composition, health, safety and
regulatory characteristics of gasoline. For each major component, a Chémical Abstract Services
(CAS) number. range of concentration used and a detailed description of the potential adverse
health effects, safety and handling procedures. shipping requirements. and relevant environmental
data are provided.
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2. B. SOIL TO GROUNDWATER MODELING FOR GASOLINE ADDITIVES

Introduction

In consideration of the modification of environmental regulations based on the compaosition of
gasoline, it is important to consider the initial concentration of that compound and its known or
predicted behavior when released to the environment. For instance, low additive concentrations in
gasoline limit the mass available for transport to environmental media. Also, because most
additives are polar, polymeric or high molecular weight, they would not likely reach groundwater
in the event of a release due to preferential solubility in product, adsorption and degradation
mechanisms occurring while the release migrated through the soil. Although there is little
environmental data relative to many additives, these compounds can be compared to those with
similar chemical properties that are well known in order to make general predictions of their
behavior if released into the environment. Due to the greater abundance of environmental data, on
high concentration blending components, such as oxygenates and alcohols, are not being considered
in this exercise.

Summary

Evaluation of additives through estimation of physical/chemical properties and soil to groundwater
modeling indicates low potential impact from the sum of polar/non-volatilé additives, and very low
potential for impact from formerly used alkvl lead compounds. This exercise also predicts the
potential for impact from formerly used ethylene dihatides. This prediction, however, verifies the
conservative nature of this modeling exercise since ethylene dihalides are naturally chemically -
degraded (hvdrolyzed) in groundwater.

Background

Various additives are added in small quantities and a range of concentrations (ses Section 1, Table
2) depending upon gasoline performance requirements which change with time and location. As
such, it is impossible to define a set of additives with their expected concentrations. This may also
be complicated by protection of information due to proprietary usage. However, it is possible to
define classes and/or representative compounds and use concentrations ranges to make general,
worst case predictions. The properties of these compound classes were used to screen groundwater
impacts from gasoline impacted soil.

Additive Descriptions

From discussions with Shell personnel and a review of the literature, classes of compounds with
ranges of concentration and general properties were defined for the list of additives potentially
present in gasoline over the approximate previous 20 year time period. (Table 3). These
compounds are not necessarily presently in use nor ever used in some regions.
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Table 3. Potential Additive Classes and Properties

Use Class or Concentration Range | Water Solubility
Representative in Product (mg/L) (mg/L)} ,
Compound

Anti-Knock Tetramethv] Lead 0-1.000 25
Ethviene Dichloride 0 - 300 8.700

Anti-Oxidants Hindered Phenois or 2-9 less than 10,000
Phenviene Diamine

Dyes Oil Red/Qil Bronze 2-9 less than 1,000

Corrosion Inhibitors Long Chain 4-40 less than 10,000
Carboxylie,
Phosphoric, or

: Sulfonic Acids. ‘

Metal Deactivators Diamines 4-12 less than 10,000

Detergent Additive

* Detergent Polvmeric Amine, 10 - 100 : less than 1,000
Amide, or Alcohol 3

*  Demulsifier Polyglycol Derivatives | 0.4 - 10 less than 1,000

e Carrier Fluid Mineral Qil. Synthetic | 10 - 1000 less than 10
Qil, or Polvmner

¢ Diluem Toluene, Xylene, 10 - 1000 less than 300
Substituted Benzenes '

Using all of the maximum concentrations from Table 3, a total additive package may be about
3,500 mg/L.. Removing the diluent (toluene, xylene, substituted benzenes) which is addressed
during environmental monitoring, the maximum package concentration would be about 2,500
mg/L. Also, we will evaluate the anti-knock package separately so the remaining maximum
package is about 1,200 mg/L. Examination shows these remaining compounds to be non-volatile
by an existing oil industry gum test. The gum test is a performance standard to minimize residues
which could effect engine performance. A typical Shell gum standard is 300 mg gum/L fuel. Of
this, 80 mg/l is attributed to the fizel and 220 mg/L attributed to the additive package. As an actual
measurement and standard, this 220 mg/l more realistically reflects the non-volatile additive
package than does the maximum calculated value of 1,200 mg/L.

Potential Groundwater Impacts

A simple mode! (ASTM, Standard Guide for Risk-Based Corrective Action Applied at Petroteum
Release Sites, E 1739-95, 1995) was used to determine a maximum level of chemical additive in a
product release which would indicate an acceptable risk level to potentially impacted groundwater.
This model only considered distribution of chemical additive within the impacted soil and
subsequent mixing of the leachate upon contacting groundwater. No natural biodegradation,
vadose zone dispersion, adsorption during transport or source depletion was considered. In the
absence of chronic toxicological data, all compounds were assumed to have an allowable
groundwater concentration of 0.05 milligrams additive per liter of groundwater. Representative
compounds for this exercise were tetramethyl lead (anti-knock), ethylene dichloride (lead
scavenger), and benzene (all other additives). These representative compounds were selected to
provide a worst case evaluation, Although it is not a constituent of additives {(gum), benzene was
selected because of its high water solubility which is similar to the proportional solubility of the
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additives.

The following assuraptions were made for the model:

1. The additive was released as part of the gasoline (not neat). Therefore Raoult's law may be
used within the model. Note that the sum of the additives was used rather than separate classes
to provide worst case assumption.

2. The following subsurface and properties were used:
Soil bulk density - 1.7 g soilfcm3
Volumetric water content in vadose - 0.12 cm3 water/em3 soil
Henry's law coefficient - 0.22 cm3/cm3
Volumetric air content in vadose - 0.26 cm3 air/fem3 soil
Ground water velocity - 2,500 cm/yr
Infiltration rate - 30 cm/yr '
Width of source - 1,500 cm
Groundwater mixing zone thickness - 200 cm
0Oil fraction in soil - 0.01g oil/g soil (1%)
Avg fuel molecular weight - 100 g

Model results o

The acceptable amount of a compound in fuel can be compared with the typical amount of the -
compound in fuel (Table 4) to determine-potential for groundwater impact. If the ‘typical amount

in fuel’ is less than the ‘acceptable amount in fuel” there is less chance of tmpact. Under the

conservative assumptions made, the model results (Table 4) indicate that additives (as benzene)

will have a low potential of impacting groundwater, ethylene dichloride would have a high -
probability of impacting groundwater, and tetramethyl lead would have a low probability of

iumpacting groundwater. In fact, groundwater analyses have shown the presence of ethylene

dichloride or dibromide and tittle soluble lead resulting from soils containing product with these

compounds. However, even the ethylene dihalides have proven to be a problem only under special
circumstances, indicating the conservative nature of this model. While the acceptable and typical

values for the additives are very close, the conservative nature of this evaluation would indicate

that further modeling to include adsorption, mass limitations, degradation, etc. would indicate that

the sum of the nonvolatile additives are of little threat to groundwater,

_T_able 4. Model resuits.

Compound Assumed Allowable Acceptable Amount | Typical Amount in
Groundwater Vaiue (mg/L) |- in Fuel {(mg/L) Fuel (mg/L)
Additives 0.05 190 220*
(as Benzene) '
Ethylene 0.05 | 51 3004+
Dichloride :
Tetramethyl 0.05 45,300 1000**
Lead :
* Based on Gum Analysis.

** Not Currently used in Gasoline Additive Packages.

Conclusions '
In the absence of environmental data for specific additive compounds, the available data for
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representative compounds were used to predict the behavior of the additive compounds if released

into the environment. Predictions based on modeling using conservative chemical and soil

parameters indicate: -

1. Due to because of low solubility and, especially, limited available mass. the formeriyv used
alkyl leads (antiknock compounds) are unlikely to impact groundwater, and other (polar,
nonvolatile) additives have a low patential to impact groundwater,

2. The formerly used ethylene dihalides (fead scavengers) could result in a potential impact to
groundwater. However, chemical degradation (hydrolosis) of these compounds typically result
in a low actual impact to groundwater,
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3. ANALYTICAL METHODS FOR GASOLINE ADDITIVES AND OXYGENATE
BLENDING COMPONENTS

Summary .

Analytical methods are described for the common gasoline additives and oxygenate blending
components. For many of the additives, there are no analvtical methods available and some of the
available methods are applicable to the determination of the additives in gasoline but not in
environmental samples. Most of the additives are polar, polvmeric or high molecular weight and
are not amenable to analysis by gas chromatography which is the most commonly used method in
commercial laboratories.

Gasoline Additives

Lead Package (Anti-knock)

Typically, the lead package may be analyzed by a nonspecific method for total lead or by
measuring individual compounds in the package (alkylleads as well as the scavengers ethylene
dichloride (EDC) and ethylene dibromide (EDB). .
Total Lead in Gasoline:

*  Determination of total lead in gasoline can be done using X-ray fluorescence (no EPA method).
Reporting limit is 2 ppm (~0.01g Pb/galion). Limited availability. .
Total lead can also be analyzed using inductively coupled plasma spectrometry, ICP (EPA
Method 6010). Iodine is added to gasoline to react with the alkvieads. The gasoline is then
evaporated to a minimum volume and an organic solvent is added. The resulting solution is
analyzed by ICP. Reporting limit is 0.5 ppm (~0.002g Pb/gallon). The digested sample can
also be analyzed using graphite fiurnace atomic absorption spectroscopy (GFAAS), EPA

7421, with reporting limits in the ppb range

Total Lead in Water/Groundwater/Soils:

*  Direct analysis of water using EPA Method 6010 or EPA. Method 7421. Reporting limits are
50 ppb and 5 ppb, respectively.

*  Soil must be digested to extract the lead (EPA 3050). Analysis of the digestate is then
analyzed by EPA Method 6010 or EPA Method 7421. Reporting limits are 5 ppm and 0.5

ppm, respectively.

Total Oreanic Lead in Soil:
California Department of Health Services method: Fxtract soil with xylenes then react with
Aliquat 336/MIBK and lodine/benzene and analyze by flame atomic absorption spectroscopy for

lead. Reporting limits are 0.5 mg/kg in soil and 0.1 mg/L in water,

Individual Lead Package Compounds in Gasoline:

* The analysis for individual lead compounds, EDC and EDB can be done in the gasoline by
direct injection into a gas chromatograph with electron capture detection. Reporting limits are
in low ppm—Limited availability.

* EDC and EDB can be anatyzed bv EPA Methods 8010 (GC-ELCD), EPA 8021 (GC-
PID/ELCD), EPA 8260 (GC/MS). In addition, EDB can be analvzed using EPA Methods
8211 or 504. These EPA methods are used_with gasoline samples due to gasoline matrix
interferences.
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Individua) L.ead Package Compounds in Water/Groundwater/Soils:
* Determination of individual compounds in environmental samples is rarelv done other than
“total organic lead™ as specified above.
e Asoil can be extracted with organic solvents which can then be analvzed the same way asa
gasoline saimple by GC-ECD to obtain the individual alkvlead.
* Can determine EDC and EDB by EPA methods 8010, 8021, 8260 and 8211/504. Reporting
limits in the ppbs are expected. :

NOTES:
Alkylleads have very little water solubility so there are no significant amounts expected in ground
water.

MMT (methylcyclopentadienyl manganese tricarbonyl)

Can analyze for total manganese in the gasoline by X-ray flucrescence (ppm reporting limits).
After digestion, the gasoline samples can be analyzed using ICP (EPA Method 6010) of GFAAS
(EPA Method 7461). Reporting limits can be in the ppb range. The EPA methods can also be
used for wmcr/grouudwater/soxl

Antioxidants

The antioxidants (AQ) used are hindered alkvl phenols and aromatic diamines. These are polar |
compounds that are not easily analyzed-by gas chromatography. They can probably be analyzed
using HPLC. However, direct measurements are not done by refiners. The compounds are added
to the fuel at the refinery and then the fuel’s performance is used as an indicator of the amounts of
additives added.

There are no current methods for these compounds. The fuel performance is tested using the
Induction Period (ASTM D-525) and Potential Gum (ASTM D-873) methods. These tests are
used to establish that a gasoline has a satisfactory storage stability.

Commonly used AQ are NN’-di-sec-butyvl-paraphenylene diamine and 4-methyl-2,6-ditertiarvbutyl
phenol. Typical concentrations are 2 to 9 mg/Lin the gasoline.

Dyes

Azo-dyes are used to color gasoline red, orange or bronze. There are no standard methods for
these dyes, however, they could be measured colorimetrically. These dyes stay in the fuel. There
is no color transferred to the water from contact with gasoline containing dyes, because the dyes
are not significantly soluble in water. Typical concentrations of dyes in gasoline are 2 to 9 mg/L.
These dyes are usually stripped from the gasoline by soil. No dves have been added to gasoline at
a Shell refinery in California since 1993.

Metal Deactivators

There are no analytical methods that we know for the determination of metal deactivators in fuels
or in environmental samples. Metal deactivators are strong chelating agents such as N,N'-
disalicylidene-1,2-propanediamine. Typical concentrations are 4 to 12 mg/L. Shell has not used
metal deactivators because our gasoline passes the 4 hour Induction Period test.

Corrosion Inhibitors
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There are no methods for the corrosion inhibitors. These are compounds with a long-chain alkvl or
hvdrophobic group and at least one polar or hvdrophilic group. Tvpical corrosion inhibitors are
esters and amine salts of succininic. phosphoric and sulfonic acids, Some of these compounds may
be able to be analyzed by GC/MS. More convenient methods should be based on HPL.C.

Detergent Package

The detergent package for most companies is extremely proprietary. The most common additive
package detergents are composed of polymeric amines and ethers along with demulsifiers or
dehazers (polvglycol derivatives), carriers (light oils, synthetic oils, polymers), and diluents
(toluene, xylenes and other substituted benzenes).

The carrier oils and diluents are not different from the fuel itself from a chromatographic
standpoint and they mav coelute with the fuel. Because of the small amounts (10 to 1000 mg/L),
and the fact that these compounds are either already present in gasoline or too low to detect, no
monitoring should be done for these compounds.

The polvmeric amines in gasoline (usually 10 to 100 mg/L in gasoline) are measured by reduction
of 50 ml of fuel to gum (evaporated gasoline residue). The concentrated polymeric amines that
remain in the gum residue are measured using Fourier Transfrom Infrared Spetroscopy (FTIR).
These methods are proprietary and confidential. They have been supplied to CARB and are
available under confidential agreement upon request to Shell, The methods are not applied to the
determination of polymeric amines in environmental samples.

Gasoline Blending Components

Oxygenates )
The oxygenates are added in relatively large concentrations (>5%) and as such are considered to be
blending components of gasoline. ;

= Alcohols
*  Methanol
*  Ethanol

*  t-Butanol (TBA)

=> Ethers
*  Methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE)
*  Diisopropyl ether (DIPE)
*  Ethyl Tertiary Butyl ether (ETBE)
*  Tertiary-amyl methv1 ether (TAME)

Alcohols and Ethers in Gasoline

* ASTM D-4815: A multidimensional GC-FID method for the determination of MT BE. ETBE,
TAME, DIPE, TBA and C1 to C4 alcohols in gasoline. The quantitation range of this method
is 0.1 to 10%. Limited commercial availability.

* EPA Method 8260: Itis difficult to detect oxygenates directly in a gasoline matrix without
dilution. Typically, the best reporting limit is around 0.1 to 1% for the ethers and about 10 to
20 times higher for TBA.
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At Shell. we typically extract the oxygenates from the gasoline by a |:1 water shake. The
water extract 1s then analvzed by either direct injection GC-FID or purge and trap GC/MS.
Shell uses direct injection GC-FID for the determination of methanol and ethanol (reporting
limit | to 2 ppm in the gasoline) and either direct injection or purge and trap GC/MS (Modified
EPA Method 8260) for the determination of the ethers and TBA. Based on the water solubility
of these components, the concentrations in gasoline can be calculated from the concentrations
measured in the water at equilibrium. The reporting limits are in the ppm range. Limited
commercial availability.

Methanol in Water/Groundwater and Soil

Methanol cannot be adequately measured by EPA Method 8260. The molecular weight and
fragments of methanol are small and in the mass range of great interferences by permanent gases.
Typically, starting mass is higher than methanol molecular ion mass to charge ratio. In addition,
methanol is infinitely soluble in water and does not purge well. It is also used in large amounts at
all environmenta! laboratories, thus the rate of false positives could be high. Furthermore, internal
standards and stock calibration solutions used in EPA Method 8260 contam methanol as the
solvent.

Methanol is very biodegra.daBIe and volatile. It is used in few instances in California as a fuel
oxygenate. However, it may be present in small amounts in gasoline as an impunty in MTBE.

Ethano] in Water/Groundwater and Soil
Ethanol is infinitely soluble in water and does not purge well out of water. As with methanol, the

. mass spectrum of ethanol does not contain unique ions that allow adequate differentiation from
fragments from other molecules. The best reporting limit by EPA Method 8260 for ethanol is 1 to
2 ppm (heated purge and trap). The samie reporting limit can be achieved by direct i mjectlon either
with GC/MS or GC-FID :

MTBE in Water/Groundwater

MTBE can be determined in water and groundwater samples using EPA Method 8020/8021 (GC-
PID) and EPA Method 8260 (GC/MS). The method has a low rate of false positives unless the
samples are contaminated with concentrations of gasoline in the ppm range. Twvpical reporting
limit is 5 ppb. Based on a study conducted by Lawrence Livermore, 20 ppb may be the minimum
suggested reported limit in the presence of gasoline to minimize false positives. :

When MTBE is determined using EPA Method 8020/8021, it is recommended that at least one
sample per site be confirmed using EPA Method 8260 (GC/MS).

MTBE in Soil

MTBE in soil should be determined using EPA Method 8260 (GC/MS). The GC-PID method
(EPA Method 8020/8021) is not selective enough to quantitate MTBE in the presence of
hydrocarbons in gasoline. Branched hydrocarbons, olefins and cyclic compounds have sufficient
response in the PID to potentially cause false positives in the determination of MTBE in soil. In
the case of water, many of these hydrocarbons are not soluble enough in water to cause the same
potential coelution problems. In soil, all of the gasoline components are present and, depending on
chromatographic conditions used at any given lab, the potential for false pasitives is significant
when a PID is used.
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Ethers and TBA

A himited evaluation done by AN/EN Laboratory in cooperation with Lawrence Livermore
indicates that a modified (heated purge and trap) EPA Method 8260 is adequate for the
determination of ethers and TBA in water. The reporting limit is 3 ppb for the ethers and 50 ppb
for TBA. If the gasoline contamination is hxgh, the sample must be diluted and the reportmg limits
would be elevated accordingly. :

It is expected that the same method would be applicable to soil samples.

Recommended Primary fon (m/z} for Quantitation for EPA Method 8260:

TBA 59
MTBE 73
DIPE 87
ETBE 87
TAME 73

There is a study underway at Lawrence Livermore to determine suitabilify of EPA Method
8020/8021 for the determination of the ethers and TBA in water. Until that study is completed,
EPA Method 8020/8021 is not recommended for the determination of ethers (other than MTBE)
and TBA in water without confirmation using EPA Method 8260. A more cost effective approach
is to use 802078021 first and then confirm positive hits by 8260 similarly to the approach currently
recommended for the determination of MTBE. Alternatively, if any of these oxygenates are
confirmed at a site by 8260, subsequent monitoring could be done using /8021 with judicious
periodic confirmations using 8260,

As with MTBE, it is expected that EPA Method /8020/8021 will not be adequate for thc
determination of ethers and TBA in soil samples.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY b b
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suite 250

July .17’ 2000 Alameda, CA D4502-6577

{510) 557-6700

FAX {510) 337-9335

Ms. Karen Petryna, P.E.

Equilon Enterprises LLC
PO Box 6249

Carson, CA 90749-6249
STID 4254

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461 8™ Street, Oakland, CA 94607
Dear Ms. Petryna:

I have reviewed the Second Quarter 2000 Monitoring Report dated July 7, 2000 that was
prepared by Cambria Environmental Technology. MTBE was detect in groundwater
samples collected on April 11, 2000 from S-6 and S-8 at concentrations of 621 ppb and
21.4 ppb respectively. In the past, MTBE was detected in groundwater samples collected
from monitoring wells S-5, S-9 and S-10. To assist us in our endeavor to determine
whether the gasoline detected in downgradient wells S-5 and S-6 is from a recent release,
commencing the next monitoring event groundwater samples containing MTBE should
be confirmed using EPA Method 8260.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774.

as
/ Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Cc:  Troy Bugglc, Cambria, 1144 65" Street, Suite B, Qakland, CA 94608
Files
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March 31, 2000

Mr. Larry Seto

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor
Alameda, California 94502

Re: Certified List of Record Fee Title Owners for:

Former Shell Service Station
461 8th St

e Oakland, CA

Incident No. 97093399 )

crep st
_ Dear Mr. Seto:

In accordance with section 25297.15(a) of Chapter 6.7 of the Health Safety Code and on behalf
of Equiva Services LI.C, we certify that the following is a complete list of current record fee
title owners and their mailing addresses for the above site.

Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush Street, San
Francisco, CA 94104-2805

Sincerely,

v

Ailsa 5. Le May, R.G.
Senior Geologist

cc: Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC, P.O. Box 7869, Burbank California 91510-7369

Wells Fargo Bank National Association, Tr., ¢/o Pacific Property, 364 Bush Street. San
Francisco, CA 94104-2805

Oakland, CA
San Ramon, CA
5anoma, CA
Portland, OR

Cambria
Environmental
Technology, inc.

1144 65th Street
Suite B

Dakland, CA 94608
Tel (510) 420-0700
Fax (510) 420-9170
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ALAMEDA COUNTY.
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

November 16,1999 Alameada, CA 94502-6577
’ (510) 567-6700
(510) 337-9432

Ms. Karen Petryna, P.E.
Equilon Enterprises LLC
P.O. Box 6249

Carson CA 90749-6249
STID 4254

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461 8% Street, Oakland, CA

Dear Ms. Petryna:

This letter is to confirm that I received the following documents from Cambria
Environmental:

1) Site map identifying location of former underground storage tanks, and assumed
locations of the former service islands and product lines

2) Site map identifying location of 9 (nine) soil borings and their analytical results
3) Technical data, Groundwater Technology, Inc. dated 10-19-81

4) Considerations on Infiltration of Gasoline into BART K E Line, Groundwater
Technology, Inc., no date '

5) - Brief History, Shell Oil Company, 7" & Broadway, Oakland, 1/9/89

6) BART RECOVERY PROJECT LOG, Shell Oil Co., East Bay District
7y Phase I Preliminary Site Assessment, GeoStrategies Inc., June 30, 1993
8) Site Investigation, Enviros, August 16, 1994

9 Site Investigation Report and Quarterly Monitoring Report — First Quarter 1995, -
2-14-95

10)  Off-Site Source Investigation, Enviros, 8-12-96




I have reviewed these reports, and the source of the hydrocarbons currently detected in
the groundwater samples from downgradient monitoring wells $-5 and $-6 is not
apparent. The information available to this office concerning the investigation and
remediation efforts subsequent to the pipeline failure at the subject site that resulted with
gasoline leaking into the BART line in 1979 is incomplete.

In accordance to Title 23, California Code of Regulations, Article 11, A Soil and Water
Investigation must be implemented to define the extent of soil and groundwater
contamination. This workplan must be prepared by a State of California-Registered
Geologist, Certified Engineering Geologist, or Registered Civil Engineer.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774,

7 /La Seto
Sr. Hafardous Materials Specialist

Cc:  Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Services, 1603 Martin Luther King, Qakland,
CA 94612
Troy Buggle, Cambria Environmental, 1144 65" Street, Suite B, Oakland,
CA 94608

Files




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

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

Certified Mailer | Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700

October 18, 1999

Ms. Karen Petryna, P.E.

Equilon Enterprises LL.C
P.O. Box 6249

Carson, CA 90749-6249

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461-8" Street, Oakland, CA
Dear Ms. Petryna:

A letter addressed to you dated March 26, 1999 from this office fequest information
concerning the underground tank removal at the above site. The letter asked that you
forward the following information to my office:

1) Documentation of the removal of the underground tanks and associated piping

2) Analytical results of the soil and groundwater samples taken during the
underground tank removal in 1980

ok 3) Site map identifying the locations of the former underground tank, piping and

dispenser islands

4) Copy of the manifests and receipts for the disposal of the underground tanks and
associated piping

5) Documentation of the subsurface 1nvest1gat10ns(s) subsequent to the product line
leak discovered in 1979 when he product p1pe11ne leaked, and gasoline migrated
into the BART tunnel near the intersection of 7" and Broadway.

As of this date, this information has not been received. Please forward this information
to my office with 30 days of the receipt of this letter.




Cc:  Leroy Griffin, 505-14" Street, 7" Floor, Oakland, CA 94612
Joe Neely, Cambria Environmental, 270 Perkins Street, P.O. Box 259,
Sonoma, CA 95476
Files



ALAMEDA COUNTY ¢
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

_ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
March 26, 1999 . 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-6700
FAX (51C) 337-9335

Ms. Karen Petryna, P.E.

Equilon Enterprises LLC
P.O. Box 6249

Carson, CA 90749-6249
STID 4254

RE: Former Shell Station, 461-8" Street, Oakland, CA

Dear Ms. Petryna:

I have received your letter dated January 15, 1999. I contacted Chevron concerning their
former station at 7™ &Broadway. Monitoring well S-5, which has a history of containing
floating product, is located upgradient from the former Chevron site. Monitoring well
S-6 is located crossgradient and somewhat upgradient of the former Chevron site.

Methyl-Tert Butyl Ether (MTBE) has been detected in wells S-5 and S-6. This Chevron
site, and the Former Flying A station at 629 Franklin street went out of business in the
1960’s, before MTBE was added to gasoline. In addition, it does not appear
hydrogeological possible for the hydrocarbon constituents and MTBE detected in
monitoring wells S-5and $-6 to be coming from the former Chevron and former Flying A
sites. :

Please forward to this office the following information:

1) Documentation of the removal of the underground tanks and associated piping

2) Analytical results of the soil and groundwater samples taken during the
underground tank removal in 1980

3) Site map identifying the locations of the former underground tank, p1p1ng and

_ dispenser islands

4) Copy of the manifests and receipts for the disposal of the underground tanks and
associated piping

5) Documentation of the subsurface investigation(s) subsequent to the product line
leak discovered in 1979 when the product plpehne leaked, and gasoline mlgrated
into the BART tunnel near the intersection of 7" and Broadway.




If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774.

ALafry 8

,»”’/ /Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist -

Ce:  Leroy Griffin, 505-14" Street, 7" Floor, Oakland, CA 94612
Joe Neely, Cambria Environmental, 270 Perkins Street, PO Box 259,
Sonoma, CA 95476 '
Files
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February 23, 1999 Chevron Products Company
6001 Bollinger Canyon Road

Building L, Room 1110
PO Box 6004
San Ramon, CA 94583-0504

Philip R. Briggs
Project Manager
Mr. L Seto Site Assessment & Remediation
arry

Alameda County I—Ilealth Care Services Ezsne ggg gig:ggg
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re:  Former Chevron Service Station #3-7562
7" and Broadway
Qakland, California

Dear Mr. Seto:

Back in December you requested that an additional search be conducted to locate any files
on the above noted facility. A search was conducted and no additional files or information
was found for this site.

As noted in our letter of November 23, 1998, the only item found was the form
“Agreement and Rental Advice”. This form was one page (previously forwarded) and
noted that the station was abandoned cffective November 30, 1966 and was taken by
BART. It could be expected that BART, to construct their facilities, removed all station
facilities located on the site.

I reviewed the groundwater monitoring report for the Former Shell Station you sent me.
Monitoring well 8-6 of said report is located crossgradient and somewhat upgradient of the
former Chevron site. The gradient shown in the report is in a southerly direction from the
tormer Shell site located on Eighth Street, and toward the former Chevron site located on
Seventh Street. Therefore, any hydrocarbon constituents detected in monitoring well $-6
does not appear hydrogeological possible to be coming from Chevron’s former site but
from an upgradient source.




February 23, 1999

Mr. Larry Seto

Former Chevron Service Station #3-7562
Page 2

If you have any questions please call me at (925) 842-9136.

Sincerely,
CHEVRON PRODUCTS COMPANY

Philip R. Briggs
Site Assessment and Remediation Project Manager

Enclosure

ce: Ms. Bette Owen, Chevron
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Oakland, CA
Soenoma, CA
Portland, OR
Seattle, WA

Cambria
Environmental
Technelogy, Inc.

270 Perkins Street

P.C. Box 259

Sonoma, CA 95476
Tel {707)935-4850
Fax {707)935-6649
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January 15, 1999

Mr. Larry Seto

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Former Shell Service Station
461 Bth Street
QOakland, California
WIC #204-5508-6205

Dear Mr. Seto:

Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc. {Cambria) prepared this letter on behalf of Equiva
Services LLC for Shell in response to Alameda County Health Care Services Agency’s (ACHCSA’s}
letter dated December 3, 1998. The ACHCSA letter requested a monitoring well sampling
frequency change and a work plan for further investigation at the site. These issues are addressed
below,

Sampling Frequency Change

ACHCSA requested the sampling of Wells S-5, §-6, and 5-8 be performed on a quarterly basis rather
than the current semi-annual schedule. Cambria has implemented this change in the sampling
frequency and these three wells will now be sampled on a quarterly basis.

Work Plan Request

Information collected by Enviros, Inc. (Enviros) and reported in their August 12, 1996 Off-Site
Source Investigation identified several previously unknown potential off-site source areas in the
vicinity of this site. This report was forwarded to you by Cambria in late October, 1998.

A former Chevron Service Station was located at the intersection of 7" Street and Broadway,
which is the same intersection in which Wells §-5 and 8-6 are located. The Enviros report states
that a gas station was operated at the location of the former Chevron from at least 1953 to 1967,
and that it appears that no environmental investigation has been conducted for this site.

Another former service station was identified at the intersection of 7" Street and Franklin.
Enviros® report states this station was a Flying A Service Station which operated from at least
1953 through 1960 and that it appears that no environmental investigation has been conducted
for this site.




L CAMBRIA

On-site Wells S-8, $-9, and S-10 have contained concentrations of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
calculated as gasoline (TPH-G) ranging from 600 to 5,200 parts per billion (ppb), and benzene
concentrations ranging from 4.8 to 1,800 ppb. WNo separate phase hydrocarbons have been
detected on-site. Off-site Wells S-5 and 5-6 have contained concentrations of TPH-G as high as
110,000 ppb, and benzene concentrations as high as 31,000 ppb. Well S-5 has consistently
contained separate phase product. Shell’s source area data does not suggest that the Shell site is the
source of concentrations detected in Wells §-5 and §-6.

Because of the possibility that the former Chevron and/or former Flying A service stations may be
responsible for or contributing to the petroleum hydrocarbons detected in Wells 5-5 and 5-6, we

@ believe data from these two sites should be evaluated prior to any further investigation at the
former Shell site.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call Joe Neely at 707-935-4854.

Sincerely,
Cambrja Envirpnmental Technology, Inc.

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E.
Principal Engineer
C46725

cc: Ms: Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC

Mr. Rory Campbell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Viahos & Rudy (counsel for property
owner)

R. Casteel & Co. P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570, (property owner)

Mr. Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Department
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January ]5 1999
2
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency

—~ t P
1131 Hatbor Bay Parkway, #250 EL%J'; 4(( ( /z -

Alameda, California 94502-6577 b 5’" o %
} . B ¢
Re: Former Shell Service Station { M/{ / 4
i

461 8th Street . ' Lo
Oakland, California yi j
WIC #204-5508-6205

Mr. Larry Seto

Dear Mr. Seto:

Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc. (Cambria) prepared this letter on behalf of Equiva

Services LLC for Shell in response to Alameda County Health Care Services Agency’s (ACHCSA’s)
letter dated December 3, 1998. The ACHCSA letter requested a monitoring well sampling
frequency change and a work plan for further investigation at the site, These issues are addressed

below.
Sampling Frequency Change

ACHCSA requested the sampling of Wells 8-5, 8-6, and S-8 be performed on a quarterly basis rather
than the current semi-annual schedule. Cambna has 1mplemented this change ‘in the samplmg'

frequency and these three wells will now be sampled on a quarterly basis.
Work Plan Request

Information collected by Enviros, Inc. (Enviros) and reported in their August 12, 1996 Off-Site
Source Investigation identified several previously unknown potential off-site source areas in the
vicinity of this site. This report was forwarded to you by Cambria in late October, 1998.

A former Chevron Service Station was located at the intersection of 7 Street and Broadway,
which is the same intersection in which Wells S-5 and S-6 are located. The Enviros report states
that a gas station was operated at the location of the former Chevron from at least 1953 to 1967,
ang that it appears that no environmental investigation has been conducted for this site. 6}5

Another former service station was identified at the intersection of 7™ Street and Franklin.
Enviros’ report states this station was a Flying A Service Station which operated from at least
1953 through 1960 and that it appears that no environmental investigation has been conducted

for this site, 6 ;Ci ﬁwﬂﬂ,{ §1éf Oa,.é
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On-site Wells S-8, S-9, and $-10 have contained concentrations of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
calculated as gasoline (TPH-G) ranging from 600 to 5,200 parts per billion (ppb), and benzene
concentrations ranging from 4.8 to 1,800 ppb. No separate phase hydrocarbons have been
detected on-site. Off-site Wells S-5 and S-6 have contained concentrations of TPH-G as high as
110,000 ppb, and benzene concentrations as high as 31,000 ppb. Weil S-5 has consistently
contained separate phase product. Shell’s source area data does not suggest that the Shell site is the
source of concentrations detected in Wells $-5 and $-6.

Because of the possibility that the former Chevron and/or former Flying A service stations may be
responsible for or contributing to the petroleum hydrocarbons detected in Wells S-5 and $-6, we

G believe data from these two sites should be evaluated prior to any further investigation at the
former Shell site.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call Joe Neely at 707-935-4854.

Sincerely,
Cambrja Envirpnmental Technology, Inc.

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E.
Principal Engineer
C46725

ce: Ms. Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC

Mr. Rory Campbeil, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos & Rudy {counsel for property
owner}

R. Casteel & Co. P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570, (property owner)

Mr. Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Department




ALAMEDA COUNTY '
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Dec,ember 3. 1998 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
? _ (510) 567-6700
(510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Ms. Karen Petryna, P.E.

Equilon Enterprises LL.C
P.O. Box 6249

Carson CA 90749-6249
STID 4254

RE:  Former Shell Station, 461-8" Street, Oakland, CA

Dear Ms. Petryna;

I have reviewed the semi-annual Monitoring Report — Third Quarter 1998, dated August
31, 1998 that was prepared by Cambria Environmental. Benzene concentrations
increased from 14,000 to 26,000 ppb and 790 to 1,800 ppb in monitoring wells S-6 and
S-8 respectively from the previous sampling event. Monitoring well -5 has a history of
containing separate phase hydrocarbons. Commencing the First Quarter 1999, sampling
of monitoring wells S-5, $-6, and S-8 should be performed on a quarterly basis,

The extent of the groundwater plume at the above site has not been delineated. The
groundwater sample taken from well S-6 in July 1998, the further downgradient well
contained 26,000 ppb of benzene. | '

In accordance to Title 23, California Code of Regulations, Article 11, A Soil and Water
Investigation must be implemented to define the extent of soil and groundwater
contamination. This workplan must be prepared by a State of California-Registered
‘Geologist, Certified Engineering Geologist, or Registered Civil Engineer. Please submit

a soil and groundwater investigation workplan for the above site within 45 of the receipt
of this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774.

¥
Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Ce:  Leroy Griffin, City of Oakland Fire Department
Leah Goldberg, Hanson & Bridgett Law Firm, 333 Market Street, Suite 2300,
San Francisco, CA 94105 ' _

Files




ALAMEDA COUNTY 4
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 7

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
, ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP}
December 3, 1998 1131 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 84502-6577
(510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Phil Briggs

Chevron Products

6001 Bollinger Canyon Road
Building L, Room 1110

PO Box 6004

San Ramon, CA 94583-0904

RE:  Former Chevron Station #3-7562, 7" & Broadway, Qakland, CA
Dear Mr. Briggs:
As you have requested in response to my letter dated December 1, 1998, enclosed is a
copy of the most recent groundwater monitoring report for the Former Shell Station at
461 8% Street, Qakland, CA. Their off-site monitoring well nearest the former Chevron
Station at 7™ and Broadway is well §-6.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774.

Sincerely,

i

r. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Cc:  Karen Petryna, Equilon Enterprises LLC, PO Box 6249, Carson, CA 90749-6249
Files




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
- DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

‘ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
December 1, 1998 1131 Marbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr. Phil Briggs

Chevron Products

6001 Bollinger Canyon Road
Building L, Room 1110

PO Box 6004

San Ramon, CA 94583-0904

RE: Former Chievron Station #3-7562, 7" & Broadway, Qakland, CA

Dear Mr. Briggs:

Thank-you for your letter dated November 23, 1998 concerning the limited site history of
the above site. As you mentioned in your letter, our telephone conversations was focus
on MTBE that was discovered in a groundwater monitoring well (5-6) near your former
site. A groundwater sample taken from monitoring well S-6 in July 1997 contained 1,900
ppb MTBE.

Monitoring well S-6 has been sampled since April 1987, and elevated levels of Total
Purgeable Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPPH) and benzene have been detected in every
sampling event with concentrations up to 110,000 and 43,000 ppb respectively. The
most recent groundwater sample from this well contained 74,000 ppb TPPH and 26,000
ppb of benzene.

It would be very helpful in our investigation if documentation for the tank removal, and
subsequent sampling at the above site could be located. Is it possible that the records are
stored in another file storage facility other than Dublin?

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6774.

r. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Cc: Files
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Oakland, CA
Sonoma, CA
Portland, OR
Seattle, WA

Cambria
Environmental
Technology, Inc.

270 Perkins Street
P.Q. Box 259

Sonoma, CA 95476
Tel (707)935-4850
Fax {(707)935-6640

November 30, 1998

Mr. Tom Peacock

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re:  Status Letter - Fourth Quarter 1998
Former Shell Service Station
461 8th Street
Oakland, California
WIC #204-5508-6205

Dear Mr. Peacock:

This letter is provided to describe recently completed activities performed at the above
referenced site in accordance with reporting requirements of the California Administrative
Code Title 23 Waters, Chapter 3, Subchapter 16, Article 5, Section 2652.d.

Current QGuarter's Activities

This site is sampled semi-annually in the first and third quariers. The next sampling event is
scheduled for the first quarter of 1999,

Proposed Activities

Ground water monitoring and sampling will continue on the proposed schedule. A report will
be issued documenting the first quarter 1999 ground water sampling event.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,
Cambria Epvironmental Technology, Inc.

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E.
Principal Engineer
C46725

cc: Mr. Karen Petryna, Equiva Services LLC
Mr. Rory Campbell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos & Rudy
R. Casteel & Co. P.O. Box 6839, Moraga, CA 94570
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November 23, 1998 Chevron Products Company
6001 Bollinger Canyon Road

Building L, Room 1110
PO Box 6004
San Ramon, CA 94583-0904

Philip R. Briggs
Project Manager

Mr. Larry Seto Site Assessment & Remediation
Alameda C Health Care Servi Phone 925 842-9136
e are DS Fax 925 842-8370

Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re:  Former Chevron Service Station #3-7562
7" and Broadway
QOakland, California

Dear Mr. Seto:

In response to your verbal request of today, to confirm the location of files for the above
noted facility, we have not located any files on this site, here in our San Ramon office or in
Chevron’s file storage facility in Dublin.

We have a record of the site on our form, Agreement and Rental Advice, which we found,
with respect to this station. This form is one page (enclosed) and notes that the station was
abandoned effective November 30, 1966 and that it was a lessor owned facility. Upon
termination of the lease, the lessee (Chevron) gave the lessor a bill of sale for the buildings
on the site.

In our previous conversations you had stated that MtBE was being detected in the area
where Chevron’s former facility was located and there was some concern that this
constituent could have been migrating from our former site. It is my understanding that
Chevron did not start to introduce MtBE into gasoline until 1990-91 and since this station
was abandoned in 1966, it is Chevron’s position that any MtBE detected in the surrounding
area would not be from Chevron’s previous operations. '




November 23, 1998

Mr. Larry Seto

Former Chevron Service Station #3-7562
Page 2

If you have any questions please call me at (925) 842-9136.

Sincerely,
CHEVRON PRODUCTS COMPANY

Ao K /éi;,y

Philip R. Briggs
Site Assessment and Remediation Project Manager

Enclosure

ce: Ms. Bette Owen, Chevron
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CAMBRIA

ENVIRONMENTAL

TecunoLoGy, INC.

1144 65TH STREET,

SummE B

QAKLAND,

CA 94608

PH: (510} £20-0700

Fax: (310 420:9170

May 31, 1998

Mr. Tom Peacock

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Status Letter - Second Quarter 1998
Former Shell Service Station
461 8th Street
Oakland, California
WIC #204-3508-6205

Dear Mr. Peacock:

This letter is provided to describe recently completed activities performed at the above referenced Shell
Oil Products Company site in accordance with reporting requirements of the California Administrative
Code Title 23 Waters, Chapter 3, Subchapter 16, Article 5, Section 2652.d.

Current Quarter’s Activities

This site is sampled semi-annually in the first and third quarters. The next sampling event is scheduled for
the third quarter of 1998.

Proposed Activities

Ground water monitoring and sampling will continue on the proposed schedule. A report will be issued
documenting the third quarter 1998 ground water sampling event.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Cambria Enviropmental Technology, Inc..

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E. B % bf
Senior Engineer |
C46725

cc: Mr. Alex Perez, Shell Oil Products Company
Mr. Rory Campbe!!, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos & Rudy
Mr. Sheldon E. Crandall




CAMBRIA

ENVIRONMENTAL

TeCHNOLOGY, INC.

270 PERKINS STREET,

PO. Box 259

SONOMA,

CA 95476

P (707} 9354850

Fax; (707) 9356649

November 30, 1997

Mr, Tom Peacock

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Status Letter - Fourth Quarter 1997
Former Shell Service Station
461 8th Street
QOakland, California
WIC #204-5508-6205

Dear Mr. Peacock:

This letter is provided to describe recently completed activities performed at the above referenced Shell
Oil Products Company site in accordance with reporting requirements of the California Administrative
Code Title 23 Waters, Chapter 3, Subchapter 16, Article 5, Section 2652.d.

Current Quarter’s Activities

This site is sampled semi-annually in the first é.nd third quarters. The next sampling event is scheduled for
the first quarter of 1998.

Proposed Activities

Ground water monitoring and sampling will continue on the proposed schedule. A report will be issued
documenting the first quarter 1998 ground water sampling event.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,
Cambria Environmental Technology, Inc..

%

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E.
Senior Engineer
C46725

ce; Mr. Alex Perez, Shell Oil Products Company
Mr. Rory Campbell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vizhos & Rudy
Mr. Sheldon E. Crandall
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June 25, 1997

Ms. Jennifer Eberle

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, California 94502

Re: Implementation of Non-Purge Sampling Methodology

Dear Ms. Eberle:

We intend to apply non-purge sampling methodology at the sites listed below
beginning in the third quarter of 1997. The application of non-purge sampling
methodology at these sites is consistent with the San Francisco Bay Regional Water
Quality Control Board’s January 31, 1997 letter regarding “Utilization of Non-
Purge Approach for Sampling of Monitoring Wells Impacted by Petroleum
Hydrocarbons, BTEX, and MTBE”,

Former Shell Service Station
2703 Martin Luther King, Oakland, California
WIC #204-5508-1701

Former Shell Service Station
461 Bighth Street, Oakland, California
WIC #204-5508-6205 '

Specifically, these sites satisfy each of the following conditions outlined in the
SFRWQCB letter.

¢ Ground water at these sites has only been impacted by Petroleum
Hydrocarbons, BTEX, and MTBE.

v* e The monitoring wells at these sites have been installed in unconfined aquifers.

v"» The monitoring wells at these sites have been properly permitted, constructed,

and developed.

\/- "o The monitoring wells are not in use for ground water or soil vapor extraction.
e -~ The monitoring wells from which ground water samples are collected do not
5 N have free product.

i 'y B
ka‘i O

N

Enviros, Inc. 270 Perkins Streat Sonoma, California Tel 707 / 935-4850
P.0. Box 259 85476-0259 Fax 707 / 335-66483




The Monitorip
events and ¢
Sample, W/a
Tequire ap jp;

g wells h
erefore do
Tecognize th
tial duplicat

ave already pee, Toutinely purged ip Previoyg g
Ot requin '

€ an injtja] duplicate on-purged apg
Monitoring wells installed

urged and purged sample,

at new
€ non-p

If you haye any questiong regardin
Sincerely,

ampling

purged

at these siteg will
e

g the ¢

Enviros, Inc,

Sr. Ezvironmental Sgient

Diane M. Lundq

Senior Epy gineer
C46725

Mr., Alex Perez, Shell 0j Productg Company
SFRWQCB

Attachment



Shell Oil Products Company @@

P O Box 4023
Concaord CA 94524

East Bay Retail Marketing District 1380 Willow Pass Road
Suite 800
Concord CA 94520
1510) 875-8100

February 13, 1997

Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos & Rudy
Attn: Leah S. Goldberg

333 Market 5t., Suite 2300

San Francisco, California 94105-2173

Re: Former Shell Service Station
461 8th Street
Oakland, California

Dear Ms. Goldherg:
I am writing to you in response to your letter dated February 10, 1997,

in your letter you state that | reported incorrect information to you. | am assuming that
you are referencing our telephone conversation on January 22, 1997, If this is correct,
then | wish to clear up whatever concerns you may have.

First, 1 called you as a courtesy since | had met with the regulater, Jennifer Eberte, on
January 21, 1997. Secondly, | did not tell you that “the County would contact Chevron in
writing in an attempt to bring them in on the petroleum contamination problem”, What [
told you was that Shell had performed a minor Phase | on the site and had discovered
that a former Chevron station was located “catty-corner” and that Ms. Eberle had
agreed to ask them for information concerning their site.

Shell is planning to pump out the Liguid Phase Hydrocarbons on a quarterly basis and
sample the wells.

My replacement will be Mr. Alejandro (Alex) E. Perez and his phone and address will be
the same as mine,

Please call me if you have any questions or concerns at (510) 675-6168.

Sincerely,

K 39,@/‘2/

R. Jeff Granberry
Environmental Engineer

cc: Ms. Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Care Services Agency




Project Summary

Former Shell Service Station
461 Eighth Street
Qakland, California
WIC 204-5508-6205

Site Description

Property: Former service station, presently occupied by a parking lot
Equipment: None

Number of wells: Three on-site wells, three off-site wells

Ground Water: Depth to water approximately 22 feet below grade. Flow direction

is to the south/southeast
Site History/Status

Seven wells previously installed due to gasoline reported in BART tube. Four of the seven
wells destroyed. Three additional wells installed on-site in 1994,

Soil Contamination: 760 ppm identified in former UST backfill. Low levels in capillary
fringe in other wells on-site

Ground Water contamination: S-5 has consistently had free product ranging from 0.01 to
1.13 feet in thickness. Well §-6 has had benzene concentrations
ranging from 1184 to 43,000 ppb. On-site wells have no free
product and current benzene concentrations ranging from 8.2 to 6380

ppb.
Remedial Action: Quarterly purging of wells S-5 and S-6

Regulatory Contacts: Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Care Services Agency

Recent Activities

Field: None
Remediation: Quarterly purging performed in Wells S-5 and S-6.
Reporting; Fourth quarter QMR issued 11-29-96. Documents provided in

response to ACHCSA letter dated 11-4-96.

Regulatory: Per 11-4-96 ACHCSA letter, documents provided, quarterly well
purging reinstated, sampling frequency reduced to semi-annual.

Upcoming Activities

Continued guarterly purging of S-5 and $-6, and semi-annual
ground water monitoring and sampling.

216 1/21/97
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enviros,

g6 DEC 20 PM
Transmittal

Date: December 16, 1996

To: Ms. Jennifer Eberle
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency

From: Diane Lundquist
RE: Former Shell Service Station

461 8th Street

Oakland, California
Comments:
Enclosed is the aerial photo of the above referenced site. This photo
was obtained from Pacific Aerial Surveys in Oakland California. The
photo ID is AV-1377-05-24, dated July 19, 1977.

If you have any questions, please call me at (707) 935-4852.

cc:  Mr. R. Jeff Granberry, Shell Qil Products Company

Enviros, inc. 270 Perkins Street Sonoma Tef 707 / 935-4850
Post Office Box 259 California 95476 Fax 707 / 835-6649




ALAMEDA @OUNTY ® @
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
November 4, 1996 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250
STID 4254 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

page 1 of 3 : (510) 567-6700 FAX (510) 337-9335
Wells Fargo Bank

PO Box 63939

San Francisco CA 94163

ATTN: Steve Schulman

Shell Oil Co.

PO Box 4023

Concord CA 94524

ATTN: Jeff Granberry

RE: Former Shell Station, 461-8th St., Oakland CA 94607
Dear Mr. Schulman and Mr. Granberry,

Since my last letter to you, dated 10/6/94, the following documents have been received in this
office:

1) “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Third Quarter 1994,” prepared by enviros, dated 10/4/94;
2) 12/14/94 letter from enviros, regarding the installation of three new onsite wells;
3) “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Fourth Quarter 1994,” prepared by enviros, dated 1/5/95,

4) “Site Investigation Report and Quarterly Monitoring Report--First Quarter 1995,”
prepared by enviros, dated 2/14/95,;

5) Transmittal from enviros, dated 2/28/95, regarding the corrected boring log S-10;

6) Facsimile from enviros, dated 3/8/95, regarding the non-hazardous waste data form for
disposal of cuttings;

7 “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Second Quarter 1995,” prepared by enviros, dated 6/2/95;

8) letter from enviros, dated 9/26/95, regarding loss of samples and scheduling for
resampling;

9) “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Third and Fourth Quarter 1995,” prepared by enviros,
dated 11/13/95;




November 4, 1996
STID 4254

page 2 of 3
Wells Fargo Bank
Shell Qil Co.

10)  “Quarterly Monitoring Report--First Quarter 1996,” prepared by enviros, dated 3/5/96;

11)  “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Second Quarter 1996,” prepared by enviros, dated
5/27/96; and

12)  “Quarterly Monitoring Report--Third Quarter 1996,” prepared by enviros, dated 8/30/96.

While sorting through this file, two documents were located. First, a document dated 1/9/89 was
located. This document is stamped “Gettler-Ryan Inc.” and refers to “an attached chronological
list of events of all actions taken regarding the gasoline that was leaking into the BART tube from
1/10/79 to 12/3/81.” The chronological list was not attached to the document. 1 have enclosed a
copy of the first two pages of the 1/9/89 Gettler-Ryan document for your reference, The 1/9/89
documents also refers to a recovery system removal report dated 6/26/86, prepared by Emcon
Associates. Second, the 6/30/93 GeoStrategies “Phase I Preliminary Site Assessment” report
refers to aerial photos from 1971 and 1975-1979, which show a gasoline service station on the
subject site (see page 6-7). You are requested to ook through your files and contact your

past contractors if necessary, and submit these documents and original aerial photos within
30 days, or by December 4, 1996.

The free product in well S5 has increased to 0.90' (7/11/96) from 0' (10/4/95), since an absorbent
sock was installed. This issue was discussed with Diane Lundquist of enviros today. The
absorbent sock does not appear to be effective in removing free product; it is usually used for
wells with a sheen. Therefore, you are requested to reinstitute the quarterly pumpout of
well S5, and to include well S6. Well S6 is the most downgradient well, and exhibited
significant concentrations of TPH-g and BTEX. Pumpout of this well would serve to control the
downgradient edge of the groundwater plume.

The groundwater concentrations appear to be fairly consistent, and this site has been
sampled/monitored quarterly since at least 1989. Therefore, the frequeney of well sampling may
be reduced from quarterly to semi-annually (twice per year); performed in the first and third
quarters. This issue was also discussed with Diane Lundquist of enviros today. Reports may be

submitted twice per year. If there is a significant change in free product, please notify me
asap.




November 4, 1996
STID 4254

page 3 of 3

Wells Fargo Bank
Shell Oil Co.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 510-567-6761.

ol

Jehnifer Eberle
rdous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,

cc: Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc., PO Box 259, Sonoma CA 95476-0259 (with attachment)
Rory J. Campbell, Hanson, Bridgett, Marcus, Vlahos and Rudy, 333 Market St., Suite
2300, San Francisco CA 94105-2173
Jennifer Eberle/file (with attachment)

je 4254-C
enclosure
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SHELL OIL COMPANY e 1/9/89
7th/BROADWAY ‘
OAKLAND

BRIEF HISTORY _

- On January 10, 1979, BART notified Shell that gasoline was leaking into an underground
BART tube near the intersection of 7th and Broadway in Qakland.

- See the gmm of events of all actions taken regarding  the
gasoline tHat was leaking into the BART tube from January 10, 1979 to Dacember 3, 1981,

- Groundwater recovery system installed in October of 1982,

- The discharge permit was revoked in March of 1983 because the gasoline concentrations
of the effluent water exceeded the discharge requirements,

- A recovery system removal report dated J une 26, 1986, was prepared by Emcon Associates.

- Due to the presence of separate phase product in well 5, (approximately 0.5 feet),
pumped well (which is adjacent to an active BART tube) continuously with & vacuum truck
to remove the product on October 31, 1987,

- Met with BART personnel regarding the presence of separate phase product in well 5 on
November 9, 1987, Inspected the KE line of the BART tube for the presence of gasoline
secpage and/or gasoline vapors. No evidence of gasoline seepage observed.

WORK COMPLETED THIS PERIOD

- The groundwater monitoring wells were sampled on October 26, 1988%. A copy of the
groundwater sampling report and analytical results is attached.

GROUNDWATER MONITORING FREQUENCY: WEEKLY

- INITIAL: Seven (7) groundwater monitoring wells (1 through 7) and one Iecovery
well (MW).  Groundwater at 17 feet to 18 feet below grade. No separate
phase product in any of the wells.

- HISTORICAL: Six groundwater monitoring wells (1 through 6) and one recovery well
{MW). Well 7 destroyed during freeway construction. Groundwater
fluctuated from 17 feet to 21 feet below grade. Separate phase product
in well 5 ranging from film to 0.6 feet. No separate phase product in
any of the other wells.

- CURRENT:; Three groundwater monitoring wells (4 through 6) and one recovery well
(MW).  Wells 1 through 3 are inaccessible. Groundwater is encountered at
depths of 14 to 21 feet below grade. A product sheen has been observed
in well §-5.

GETTLER-RYAN INC. PAGE | A JOB 644




. SHELL OIL COMPANY 1/9/89
7th/BROADWAY
OAKLAND

- PRODUCT

RECOVERED: Approximately 50 gallons of separate phase product was pumped from well 5
in October of 1987.

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING FREQUENCY: QUARTERLY

- HISTORICAL: Groundwater monitoring wells 2, 5, and 6 were sampled on April 16, 1988,
' Gasoline concentrations ranged from 47.0 ppm to 1300 ppm. Benzene

concentrations ranged from 8.2 ppm to 16.0 ppm,. Sec attached table
summarizing the results.

- CURRENT: Groundwater samples collected on October 26, 1988 contained benzene
concentrations ranging from 0.0038 ppm to 29 ppm.

PROPOSED ACTION:

Prepare a work plan to define the extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the
site. The work plan will be prepared under the direction of a registered professional,

- Perform field work upon receipt of all necessary permits.

Continue quarterly groundwater sampling.

Periodically make contact with BART personnel to assure there are no gasoline vapors in
the KE line of the BART tube.

GETTLER-RYAN INC. PAGE 2 JOB 644




EHYIROWNMENTAL enviros.
September 26, 1995 PROTECTION

I5SEP 29 PM 1: )
Ms. Jennifer Eberle
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy., 2nd Floor
Alameda, California 94502-6577

RE: Former Shell Service Station
461 Eighth Street
QOakland, California
WIC 204-5508-6205

Dear Ms. Eberle:

On behalf of Shell Oil Products Company, Enviros is issuing this letter to advise you of a
delay in issuance of the third quarter monitoring report for the above-referenced site.

We have been notified by National Environmental Testing (NET), the laboratory to whom
the third quarter groundwater samples were submitted for analysis, that due to equipment
malfunction, data for several of the samples was lost, and the samples could not be re-run
because holding times had expired.

The site has been scheduled for resampling. It is anticipated that resampling can be
completed and the third quarter report submitted by November 1, 1995. ‘

We apologize for the delay in this report. If you have any concerns regarding the delay,
please call (707) 935-4852.

Sincerely,

Enviros, Inc.

MuwAV,

Diane M. Lundqui
Senior Engineer

cc: Mr. Lynn Walker, Shell Oil Products Company

270 Perkins Street Senoma, California Tel 707 / 935-4850
£.O. Box 258 95475-0259 Fax 707 / 835-6649

Envires, Inc.
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env:ros@
December 14, 1994 N
SET SEE S A P

Ms. Jennifer Eberle

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway :

Alameda, California 94502-6577

RE: Former Shell Service Station
461 Eighth Street
Oakland, California
WIC 204-5508-6205

Dear Ms. Eberle;

Confirming our December 12, 1994 phone conversation, three onsite groundwater
monitoring wells were installed on December 7 and 8, 1994, The three new wells will be
sampled in December, The three existing offsite wells, which would normally be sampled
in January, 1995 as part of the quarterly sampling program, will be sampled along with the
new wells. Since the three existing wells will be sampled in December, this sampling event
will be substituted for the upcoming January, 1995 quarterly sampling event. Subsequent
quarterly sampling will continue on the current schedule beginning in April, 1995, and will
include all six wells.

A report documenting well installation and groundwater sampling will be issued upon
receipt of chemical analysis.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Enviros, Inc. by,

Diane M. Lundquist, P.E,
Senior Engineer

cc: Mr. Lynn Walker, Shell Oil Company
Mr. Francis Thie, Blaine Technical Services

Enviraes ; fne. 19471 Rivarsige Drive Sonoma, California Tat 707 7 935-4850
P.O. Box 258 Q47502588 Fax 707/ 935-4855



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES :

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

October 6, 1994 Hazardous Materials Program

STID 4254 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Wells Fargo Bank (415)

PO Box 63939
San Francisco CA 94163
ATTN: Steve Schulman

Shell ©0il Co.

PO Box 5278

Concord CA 94520-9998
ATTN: Lynn Walker

RE: Former Shell Statien, 461~8fh St., Oakland CA 94607
Dear Mr. Schulman and Mr. Walker,

T am in receipt of the 10/4/94 Quarterly Monitoring Report and
the 10/3/94 Work Plan, both prepared by enviros. As you probably
know, the Work Plan involves the drilling of three onsite
groundwater monitoring wells. This workplan is acceptable for
implementation, on the condition that goils will be sampled and
analyzed from the capillary fringe in each boring.

Please notify me at least 2 business days in advance of field
activities, so that I may be present if possible. If you have

any questions, please contact me at 510-567-6700, ext 6761. This

is our new permanent phone number; our new fax number is 510-337-
9335. Feel free to submit reports on double-sided paper in order

to save precious trees. You need not copy the RWQCB any longer. '

Sincere ;%/{ﬂﬂ/

Jennifer Eberle
Hagardous Materials Specialist

cc: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Diane Lundgquist, Enviros, Inc., 19411 riverside Dr., PO Box
259, Sonoma CA 95476-0259
Ed Howell/file

je 4254-B
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Shell Oil Company @

P. Q. Box 5278
Concord, CA 94520-9998
(610) 675-6165

July 1, 1994

Mr. Steven F. Schulman

Asset Manager

Wells Fargo Bank

P.O. Box 63939

San Francisco, CA 94163

Re:  Right of Entry Agreement - 461 8th Street, Qakland, CA
Dear Mr. Schulman:

Please find enclosed a fully executed copy of the above referenced document. I have initialed the
document as requested. I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for you cooperation in
this matter and look forward to working with you on this project.

Please contact me at (510) 675-6169 if you have any questions or concerns.

Very truly yours,

JA i

D. Lynn Walker
Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

cc: Rory J. Campbell, Hanson Bridgett, Marcus, Viahos & Rudy w/o enclosure
Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc.
Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Services w/o enclosure




Shell Oil Company @

P. Q. Box 5278
Concord, CA 94520-9998
(510) 675-6165

June 17, 1994

Mr. Steven F. Schulman
Asset Manager

Wells Fargo Bank

P.O. Box 63939

San Francisco, CA 94163

Re:  Right of Entry Agreement - 461 8th Street, Oakland, CA
Dear Mr. Schulman:

Please find enclosed the executed copy of the above referenced document. Please execute the
document and return a copy to me for Shell's records. At this point, I do not have any definite
dates to place in Exhibit A for work commencement and end dates as we have been waiting on
finalization of this Agreement prior to scheduling the work. However, I will call you when I have
definite dates established and we can fill them in on our respective copies at that time. In any
case, | do not expect the work to last more than 2-3 days maximum.

Please return a fully executed copy of the Agreement to me as soon as possible at which time I
will schedule the work and advise you of the details of that schedule. Please contact me at (510)
675-6169 if you have any questions or concerns.
Very truly yours,
g

A /;. e
D. Lynn Walker
Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

cc:  RoryJ. Campbell, Hanson Bridgett, Marcus, Viahos & Rudy w/o enclosure
Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc.
Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Services w/o enclosure




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

HAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTCRH

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
June 6, 1994 State Water Resources Control Board
. Division of Clean Water Programs

STID 4254 UST Local Quersight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Wells Fargo Bank _ Oakland, CA 94621
PO Box 63939 {510) 271-4530

San Francisco CA 94163
ATTN: Steve Schulman

Shell 0il Co.

PO Box 6278

Concord CA 94520-9998
ATTN: Lynn Walker '

RE: Former Shell Station, 461-8th St., Oakland CA 94607
Dear Mr. Schulman and Mr. Walker,

I am in receipt of a letter from Lynn Walker, dated 6/2/94. This
letter summarizes the site history as reflected in Shell’s
records. I am also in receipt of a letter from Mr. Walker to Mr.
Schulman, dated 4/25/94, regarding the disputed right of entry
agreement. Attached to this letter is a copy of the agreement
with Mr. Walker’s suggested revisions.

I have had several conversations with Mr. Walker regarding the
status of the 11/2/93 "Workplan for Scil and Groundwater
Sampling," by enviros. It is my understanding that the right of
entry issue has not been settled due to disputed insurance
requirements.

In the meantime, free product continues to be detected in at
least one well (S-5), located offsite and downgradient. Well S-5
has contained free product on and off since 1989. It is possible
that well S-5 is located inside a larger plume of groundwater
contamination. In order to determine the source of this problem,
the onsite soil and groundwater investigation proposed by Shell
must be implemented.

Title 23 of the california Code of Regulations (CCR), Division 3,
Chapter 16, Articles 5 and 11 mandate site characterization
(Sect. 2652, 2654, 2724, 2725), quarterly reportlng (Sect. 2652),
and abatement actlons (Sec. 2653, 2655, 2722).

Therefore, you are required to come to an agreement to implement
the workplan herein mentioned within 30 days, or by July 6, 1994.
This means that the field work must be completed by July 6, 1994.
A report documenting field activities and laboratory findings
must be submitted to this office within 45 days of completion of
field activities, or by August 21, 1994.




June 6, 1994

STID 4254

ATTN: Steve Schulman
ATTN: Lynn Walker
page 2 of 2

Please be advised that "no person shall close an underground tank
system unless that person . . . demonstrates to the appropriate
agency . . . that the site has been investigated to determine if
there are any present, or were past releases, and if so, that
appropriate corrective or remedial actions have been taken,'" as
per Bection 25298 (¢) (4) of the cCalifornia Health & Bafety Code,
(CH&SC) Division 20, Chapter 6.7. Further, "any operator of an
underground tank system shall be liable for a civil penalty of
not less than five hundred dcllars ($500) or more than five
thousand dollars ($5,000) for each underground storage tank for
each day of violation for. . .failure to properly close an
underground tank system," as per sSection 25299 (a) (S5) of CH&SC,
Division 20, Chapter 6.7.

As per the Policies and Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup
and Abatement of Discharges under Water Code Section 13304, dated
June 1992, from the 8tate Water Resources Control Board

Resolution No. 92-49, "the Regional Water Board has the authority
to require uncooperative landowners and tenants of property

affected by the discharge to cooperate or, if necessary, to
participate in investigation, cleanup, and abatement.

Please notify me at least 3 business days in advance of field
activities, so that I may be present if possible.

Sincerely,

e/l

Jennifer Eberle
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc., 19411 riverside Dr., PO Box
259, Sonoma CA 95476-0259
Ed dewell/file

je 4254-A
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Shell Oil Company @

PO, Box 5278
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Shel! Oil Company

P. C. Box 5278
Concord, CA 54520-8998
{510) 675-6184

FA G IL
June 2, 1994

Ms. Jennifer Eberle

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Agency
Division of Hazardous Materials
Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 350

Oakland, California 94621

Re: 461 8th Street, Oakland, CA

Dear Ms. Eberle:

Per your request, I have had available Shell records researched
as to Shell’s relationship to the subject site. The following
summarizes the site history as reflected in Shell’s records:

- John W. Havens, Jr. Trust, cfo Trust Real Estate Dept. ,
Wells Fargo Bank, was the property owner. A wm'z

- American 0il Company {Amoco) leased the property from at
least January 1965 through April 1972. Amoco operated a service
station at the site during this time period.

- Amoco assigned its lease to 8Shell effective April 1972.

- Shell leased the property from April 1972 through May 1980.

- A shell capital asset transfer & retirement record dated May
1980 stated USTs "junked®, i.e., removed along with other
improvements.

In response to your phone message of June 1, 1994, I contacted
Wells Fargo Bank today and inquired as to the current status of
the Right of Entry negotiation. I was informed by Mr. Steven
Schulman that a decision on Shell’s suggested revisions to the
agreement was forthcoming shortly. Mr. Schulman stated that he
planned to meet with his attorney today regariing the agreement.
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I hope the above information meets your needs. Please feel free
to contact me at (510) 675-6169 if you have any questions or
require further assistance regarding this matter.

Very truly yours,

b A e

D. Lynn Walker
Envirommental Engineer
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Shell Oil Company
o, w0 ::11 ?: r? P. 0. Box 5278

T Concord, CA 94520-9998
(510) 675-6165

VIA FACSTMIIE & REGULAR MAIL

June 2, 1994

Ms. Jennifer Eberle

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Agency
Division of Hazardous Materials
Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 350

Oakland, California 94621

Re: 461 8th Street, Oakland, CaA
Dear Ms. Eberle:

Per your request, I have had available Shell records researched
as to Shell’s relationship to the subject site. The following
summarizes the site history as reflected in Shell’s records:

- John W. Havens, Jr. Trust, c/o Trust Réal Estate Dept.,
Wells Fargo Bank, was the property owner.

- American 0il Company (Amoco) leased the property from at
least January 1965 through April 1972. Amoco operated a service
station at the site during this time period.

- Amoco assigned its lease to Shell effective April 1972.
- Shell leased the property from April 1972 through May 1980.

- A Shell capital asset transfer & retirement record dated May
1980 stated USTs "junked", i.e., removed along with other
improvements.

In response to your phone message of June 1, 1994, I contacted
Wells Fargo Bank today and inquired as to the current status of
the Right of Entry negotiation. I was informed by Mr. Steven
Schulman that a decision on Shell’s suggested revisions to the
agreement was forthcoming shortly. Mr. Schulman stated that he
planned to meet with his attorney today regarding the agreement.
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' '  .P.O.Box5278 .
Goncord, CA 94520-9998

(510} 6756165~ -
CApril 25, 1994

Mr. Steven F. Schulman
Asset Manager

Wells Fargo Bank

P.O. Box 63939

San Francisco, CA 94163

Re: Right of Entry Agreement
461 8th Street
Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Schulman:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, I have enclosed a copy of
the subject agreement with my suggested revisions in red ink.

As I indicated to you, the most disagreeable portion of the
agreement is the requirement that all persons entering onto the
property are to maintain certain insurance coverage. The
required insurance coverage is well above industry standards. It
would place an undue burden upon Shell’s contractors to obtain
this excessive coverage.

I have enclosed Certificates of Insurance for Eviros, Inc.,
Shell’s consultant, and Environmental Control Associates, Shell'’s
drilling contractor. I hope that I can persuade you to lower
your insurance requirements to coverage that Shell’s contractors
currently have. I believe that this is a reasonable request
since all parties concerned are to indemnify you.

Please let me know if you are agreeable to my suggested language
modifications and insurance proposal. Thank you in advance for
your anticipated cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Ny

D. Lynn Walker
Environmental Engineer

cc: Ms. Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Care Services
Ms. Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc.
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This agreement between Shell 0il Company, a Delaware corporation
‘'duly authorized to do business in California ("Permittee") and

Wells Fargo Bank as trustee of .the Weston Havens Trust S
("Permittor") is hereby entered into on December __ , 1993, with
reference to the following terms and conditions.

RECITALS
A. Permittor is the owner of the Premises.

B. Permittee wishes to investigate whether there are any
gasoline, petroleum or other liquids, solids, and/or vapors
located on the Premises by undertaking a preliminary site
assessment of the Premises in accordance with the work plan
{("Work Plan") attached hereto as Exhibit "“A",

c. In taking this action, Permittee in no way admits or
acknowledges liability for the presence of such gasoline or other
liquids, scolids, and/or vapors, nor does Permittor relinquish or
waive any of Permittor’s legal or equitable rights.

D. It is intended that entry onto the Premises by
Permittee, or any of its contractors, subcontractors, agents,
employees, or invitees (collectively, "Permittee’s Agents"™) and
the performance of any activities by them on the Premises, shall
be at no cost to Permittor or its lessees, licensees, assignees
or agents, and all work shall be performed on the Premises by
Permittee and/or Permittee’s Agents. Further, that Permittor
shall be fully held harmless and indemnified against any and all
claims, liabilities and costs arising out of or in connection
with Permittee’s entry onto the Premises or performance of the
Work Plan.

Therefore, the parties agree as follows:

AGREEMENT

Permittor hereby grants a revocable permit to Permittee to enter
upon the Premises, subject to all licenses, easements,
encumbrances and claims of title affecting the Premises and upon
the following further terms and conditions.

1. Permittee shall not enter the premises and no work ghal}
commence on the Premises until Permittee accepts tpls right
of entry permit ("Permit" or "Agreement"). The doing of any

138239.1
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work under this Permit shall constitute acceptance of these ¢
Permit provisions.

2. This Permit is for Permittee’s exclusive use and is not

assignable. It is given to Permittee solely for the

| purposes of completing an environmental investigation on the

| dates specified in, and consistent with, the work plan

| attached hereto as Exhibit A ("Work Plan®) and in full
compliance with this Permit. The entry onto the Premises
and any work or activity by Permittee or Permittee’s Agents
shall be referred to as "Work."

3. This Agreement is intended, and shall be construed to be
only a temporary and revocable license to enter the Premises
and conduct the Work as specified in the Work Plan; it is
not a grant of an easement or any other interest in the 7
Premises. This Permit shall lapse and terminate if the Work %;,
is not commenced on the date specified in the Work Plan, or

by the date of any extension granted in writing by o cdale s
Permittor. speced by )b
Plas, Coclel
4. A copy of this Permit must be kept on the Premises and shown refes 4o Bt
to any representative of the Permittor upon demand. Work oo thae

may be suspended if this Permit is not at the job site.

S. The Work is to be performed in accordance with the Work Plan
submitted to and accepted by Permittor and shall conform to
all applicable laws and regulations. Acceptance of the Work
Plan submitted by Permittor is solely for Permittor’s
benefit and purposes, and shall not constitute a warranty or
insurance whatsoever that the plan conforms with applicable
federal, state and/or local codes and regulations.

6. All costs related to Permittee’s operations upon the
Premises (including, without limit, the costs of any permits
or other authorizations) shall be at Permittee’s sole
expense. All of the Work shall be performed in a good and
workerlike manner satisfactory to Permittor and at such
times and in such manner as not tosinterfere with the
operations of Permittor or any tenant on)the Pre%ises.

stz AT

7. Permittee shall at all times keep Permittor’s Premises in a
neat and safe condition reasonably satisfactory to Permittor
and any tenant of Permittor. If Permittee fails to do so,
Permittor may immediately terminate this permit. Upon
completion of each phase of the Work, Permittee shall cause
any tools, equipment, or materials placed thereon to be
removed and shall restore the Premises to its former
condition to the maximum extent feasible.

1382391




1c.

11.

12.

138239.1

Any open holes shall be satisfactorily covered at all times
when Permittee’s forces are not physically working in the
actual vicinity. Upon completion of work, all excavations
and holes not otherwise addressed in the Work Plan, must be
filled in to surrounding ground level with clean structural
fill, compacted to at least 97% maximum dry density under
ASTM standard D1557, and resurfaced with the surfacing
materials existing before the Work commended.

It shall be Permittee’s sole responsibility to determine the
existence of any underground facilities and Permittee shall
call Underground Service Alert at 1-800-642-2444 prior to
beginning any Work on the Premises. Since there is the
possibility of the existence of pipelines or other
structures beneath the Premises, if Permittee should
excavate or drill, then Permittee’s forces shall explore
such structures with hand tools to a depth of at least five
feet (5’) below the surface of the ground or, at Permittee’s
option, use suitable detection equipment prior to drilling
or excavating with mechanized equipment. Absence of markers
does not constitute a warranty by Permittor that there are
no subsurface installations.

No hazardous materials shall be brought onto the Premises at
any time, nor shall any hazardous waste be stored upon the
Premises at any time without first identifying such waste
and obtaining the prior written consent for such storage
from the Permittor. 1In no event shall any such storage
exceed the maximum period allowed by law; any storage shall
strictly conform to all requirements of law and shall be
removed by Permittee at the first opportunity.

Permittee shall furnish Permittor, without cost or charge,
promptly upon its availability, a copy of all data developed
or finalized by Permittee or Permittee’s Agents from the
studies or Work conducted upon the Premises.

With respect to the Work, Permittee shall fully pay for all
materials comprising the Work, and shall pay in full all
persons who perform labor on the Premises. If any
mechanic’s liens are recorded against the Premises,
Permittee shall immediately cause the removal of all such
mechanic’s liens or claims against the Property and shall
pay for all costs (including without limit any attorney’s
fees) of Permittor in interceding to protect its interests.
Should Permittee fail, neglect or refuse so to do,
Permittor, after forty-eight (48) hours prior notice to
Permittee, shall have the right but not the obligation to
pay any amount required to release any such liens, or to




defend any action brought, and to pay any judgment entered.
Permittee shall be liable to Permittor for all costs,
damages, reasonable attorneys’ fees, and any amounts
expended in defending any proceedings or in the payment of
any of said liens or any judgment, together with interest at
the maximum rate allowed by law. Permittee shall give
Permittor at least ten (10) days’ notice prior to entering

- upon, or otherwise commencing any work on, the Premises.

13.

(2] ror.ﬂl‘”bb 0(
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14.
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Permittor may post and maintain upon the Premises notices of
nonresponsibility as provided by law.

Permittee shall hold harmless, defend (with counsel
reasonably satisfactory to Permittor) and indemnify
Permittor, its tenants at the Premises, and each of them,
the successors and assigns of any of them, all of their
respective beneficiaries, officers, directors, employees,
representatives and agents (all of the above hereinafter
collectively known as "Indemnitees"), from and against all
liabilities, costs (including reasonable attorney’s fees),
penalty, fine, action or proceeding for loss of or damage to
property and for injuries to or death of any person
(including, but not limited to, the Premises and employees
of each party) when arising out of or resulting from the

by Permittee or
Permittee’s Agents or due to their breach of this Agreement.
The duty of Permittee to indemnify and save harmless
includes, without limit, the duties to defend as set forth
in Section 2778 of the Civil Code. It is the express intent
of the parties that Permittee will indemnify and hold
harmless Indemnitees from any and all claims, suits or
actions arising from any cause whatsoever as set forth above
regardless of the existence or degree of fault or negligence
on the part of Indemnitees other than the gross negligence,
wilful misconduct or criminal acts of the Indemnitees.
Permittee waives any and all rights to any type of express
or implied indemnity against Indemnitees. This indemnity
shall survive termination of this Agreement.

Permittee’s Agents shall be subject to all the applicable
terms of this Permit. Prior to entry upon the Right of Way
by such agents, Permittee shall provide the Permittors with
satisfactory evidence (e.g. by certified copy of the
insurance policy, or, at Permittors’ election,in the form of
a Certificate of Insurance) that it and its contractors or
other agents who will obtain access to the Premises pursuant
to this Permit are insured in accordance with the following,
which insurance shall remain in effect throughout the term
of this Permit and shall be at the sole cost and expense of
Permittee (or its agents). Upon evidence of financial




capacity satisfactory to Permittor, Permittee’s obligation .
hereunder may be satisfied in whole or in part by adequately
funded self-insurance.

15. Prior to the start of the Work or entry onto the Premises,
Permittee agrees to procure and maintain, and to require
Permittee’s Agents, as applicable, to"procure and maintain,
at its or their sole cost and expense (and to prove to
Permittor’s reasonable satisfaction that it remains in
effect throughout the Work), the kinds of insurance
described below:

Permittee shall secure the payment of Workers’
Compensation Act coverage for its employees as required by
the california Labor Code, or any other applicable law, any
subsequent amendments or successor acts thereto governing
the liability of employers to their employees. Permittee
shall maintain Employer’s Liability coverage with minimum
limits of $1,000,000,00.

Prior to the commencement of any work on the Premises,
the Permittee shall furnish the Owner with the insurance
policy or Certificate(s) of Insurance reguired hereunder.
Permittee shall also satisfy Permittor that the Permittee’s
policy will not be cancelled or have coverage reduced
without thirty (30) days’ prior written notice to
Permittors.

(b) jal Gene jabi surance.

Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense, also
procure and maintain Commercial General Liability insurance
which shall include as additional insureds the Indemnitees
and their successors or assignees, as they now, or as they
may hereafter be constituted, singly, jointly or severally.

Insurance shall provide bodily injury and property
damage coverage with a combined single limit of at least
$2,000,000.00 each occurrence or claim and a general
aggregate limit of at least $3,000,000.00. This insurance
shall include but not be limited to premises and operations;
contractual liability covering the indemnity provisions
contained in this Agreement; personal injury; explosion,
collapse, and underground coverage, products and completed
operations, and broad form property damage.

138239.1




Prior to commencing work or entering onto the Premises, .
Permittee shall provide a Certificate(s) of Insurance to the
Permittor evidencing such coverage, and upon request, a
certified duplicate original of the applicable policy(ies).
Said Certificate(s) and policy (ies) shall stipulate:

(1) The insurance company(ies) issuing such
policy(ies) shall give written notice to Wells Fargo Bank,
N.A., as Trustee for the Weston Havens Trust of any material
alteration, or reduction in aggregate limits, if such limits
apply, and provide at least thirty (30) days’ notice of
cancellation.

(2) That the policy(ies) is primary insurance and
the insurance company(ies) providing such policy(ies) shall
be liable thereunder for the full amount of any loss or
claim which Permittee is liable for under this Section, up
to and including the total limit of liability, without right
of contribution from any other insurance effected or which
may be effected by the Indemnitees. :

(3) The policy shall also stipulate that
inclusion of the Indemnitees as additional insureds shall
not in any way affect its rights to bring or pursue any
claim, demand, suit or judgment against the Permittee. Said
policy shall protect Permittee and Indemnitees in the same
manner as though a separate policy had been issued to each
of them, but nothing in said policy shall operate to
increase the insurance company’s liability as set forth in
its policy beyond the amount or amounts shown or to which
the insurance company would have been liable if only cone
interest had been named as an insured.

Required: (c) utomobile Liabjili urance.
Yes_x_ No__

Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense,
procure and maintain Automobile Liability insurance
providing bodily injury and property damage with a combined
single limit of at least $2,000,000.00 per occurrence for
all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles. This insurance
shall provide contractual liability covering all motor
vehicles and mobile equipment to the extent coverage may be
excluded from general liability insurance. Such insurance
shall incliude as additional insureds the Indemnitees, and
their successors or assignees, as they now or as they may
hereafter be constituted, singly, jointly or severally.

138239.1




Required: (d) vironmenta airme iabilj surance.
Yes_x No__

16.

17.

138235.1

The Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense,
procure and maintain a professional liability policy
covering the liability of the Permittee arising out of the
pollution or impairment of the environment, including clean-
up costs, caused by the performance-of activity in
connection with the Work or in the exercise of any right
under this Permit. The Indemnitees shall be named as
additional insureds with respect to such operations and
Work, and the policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation
against all additional insureds and their directors,
employees and agents. Coverage may be by endorsement to the
general liability and automobile policies or be a separate
policy. Limits of liability will not be less than the
limits required for General Liability Insurance above. The
automobile coverage shall contain the MCS90 endorsement and
the ISO pollution endorsement which includes coverage for
loading and unloading. If coverage is by endorsement, the
certificates of insurance submitted must clearly indicate
that these coverages are combined.

In the event of disposal of hazardous materials,
Permittee shall designate the disposal site, and must
provide a copy of the permit for the disposal facility and a
Certificate of Insurance from the disposal facility to the
Permittor. Coverage must include Environmental Impairment
Liability Insurance with limits of not less than $3,000,000
per occurrence and $6,000,000 annual aggregate, including
sudden and accidental pollution coverage.

Permittee and Permittee’s Agents shall comply, at their
expense, with all applicable laws, regulations, rules and
orders with respect to the use of the Premises, regardless
of when they become or became effective, including, without
limitation, those relating to construction, grading,
signage, health, safety, noise, environmental protection,
hazardous materials, waste disposal and water and air
quality, and furnish satisfactory evidence of such
compliance upon request of Permittor. Permittee shall also
obtain, at Permittee’s expense, any and all permits required
for the Work.

Should any discharge, leakage, spillage, emission or
pollution of any type occur upon or from the Premises due to
Permittee’s use-and-occupancy—theseef, Permittee, at
Permittee’s\expense, shall clean the Premises to the
satisfactionof Permittor and any governmental agency having
jurisdiction,
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18.

19.

20.

21.

Permittee shall pay all amounts due Permittor under this
section within ten (10) business days after Permittor has
submitted the same to Permittee for payment. Upon failure
to do so, interest shall accrue on the delinquent amount at
the maximum rate allowed by law.

Any person, firm or corporation Permittee authorizes to work
upon the Premises shall be deemed to be Permittee’s agent
and shall be subject to all the applicable terms hereof.

Permittee is hereby required to give ten (10) days’ advance
notice of the date Permittee elects to enter upon the
Premises. Said notice shall be by telephone to Peter
O’Hare, Property Manager, -at 415-986-3236 and then confirmed
by letter to the undersigned at the above address.

If any provision of this Permit shall be for any reason
unenforceable, in any respect, such unenforceability shall

- not affect the other provisions of this Permit.

22.

23,

138239.1%

If any legal proceeding should be instituted by either of
the parties to enforce the terms of this Permit or to
determine the rights of the parties under this Permit, the
prevailing party in the proceeding shall receive, in
addition to all court costs, reasonable attorneys’ fees.

Permittee shall pay the costs for review of the permit
application, design and construction plans, preparation of
the permit and any inspection of construction, including but
not limited to, expenses incurred by Permittor which costs
Permittee agrees to pay upon demand.
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21. Permittee agrees to advance $400.00 to Permittor to
compensate Permittor for its attorney’s fees incurred in
responding to Permittee’s request for entry onto the
Premises. Any unused advance will be promptly refunded to
Permittee; any shortfall shall be paid by Permittee within
ten (10) days after presentation of an accounting thereof.

AGREED TO AND ACCEPTED THIS
day of , 1993

S8HELL OIL COMPANY

By: By:
Namé: Name:
Title: Title:

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., as Trustee
of the Weston Havens Trust

By:

Its:

Its:

138239.1




| | EXHIBIT'A'
TO |
AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT OF ENTRY

1) Such Activities will include, and will be limited to:

a) Perform avisuil site survey. If any ofthépmposedlocations are in conflict with
existing site structures, the locations, with prior written approval,will be adjusted in order
to avoid damage to them.

b) Contact Underground Services Alert (USA) to provide location of recorded
underground utilines.

¢) Borings will be hand-probed to a depth of five feet in order to attempt to identify any
unrecorded underground structures.

d) The drilling will be performed with a GeoProbe device. The approximate depth of
each boring will be 25 feet below grade, The holes drilled by the GeoProbe will be less
than 2 inches in diameter. After sampling, the borings will be backfilled with neat
cement, and the pavement will be replaced. No permanent monitoring wells, structures or
equipment will be left on-site after completion of the work.

, 4
2) Such activities shall commence on . 199)./ and end on
, 1997
7]

ACKNOWLEDGED AND AGREED:

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A,, AS TRUSTEE
BY:

ITS: Steven S. Schulman
Assistant Vice President

BY:
ITS:

SHELL OIL COMPANY
BY: N
ITS:
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

April 5, 1994 DEPARTMENT GF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
STID 4254 State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs
Attn: Steve Schulman UST Local Oversight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621
(510) 271-4530

Wells Fargo Bank TREO
PO Box 63939
San Francisco CA 94163

Attn: Lyn Walker
Shell 0il Co.

PO Box 5278

Concord CA 94520-9998

RE: former Shell station, 461-8th St., Oakland CA 94607
Dear Mf. Schulman and Mr. Walker,

We are in receipt of the 11/2/93 Work Plan, prepared by enviros,
for the above referenced site. As you know, this workplan
involves the installation of several soil borings to determine
the presence of onsite soil and groundwater contamination. This
workplan is acceptable on the following conditions:

1) Not one, but two borings will be located in the former fuel
UST area.

2) since it is likely that any gasoline contamination would be
weathered, TPH-diesel will be added to the sampling matrix.

3) At least 2 soil samples will be analyzed per boring.

These conditions were discussed and agreed to between myself and
Diane Lundquist of enviros today.

Please note that with the exception of closure reports, routine
reports and documents no longer need to be copied to the Regional
Water Quality Control Board. Kindly submit a cover letter with
your consultant’s reports. If you have any questions, please
contact me at 510-271-4530. Please notify me at least 2 business
dayi in advance of field activities so that I may arrange to be
onsite,

Sincerely,

Jennifer Eberle
Hazardous Materials Specialist

ceo: Diane Lundquist, Enviros, Inc., 19411 Riverside Dr., PO BoXx
259, Sonoma CA 95476-0259
Ed Howell/file (je)




March 23, 1994

Ms. Jennifer Eberlee

Alameda County Health Agency

80 Swan Way, Rm 350
Oakland, CA 94621

Re: 461 Eighth Street, Oakland, CA

Dear Ms. Eberlee:

Shell Qil Company

0

P. C. Box 5278 _
Concord, CA 94520-9998
(510) 675-6165

Writer’s Direct Line:
(510) 675-6169

Per our telephone conversation of this date, please find enclosed a
copy of Shell’s Right of Entry Agreement and Wells Fargo Bank’s last
She11’s agreement is the three page document

amended version of same.
while Wells Fargo’s is the ten page document.

As discussed, I will check with our Tegal department as to the current
status of the negotiation.

Very truly yours,

D. Lynn Walker

Environmental Engineer

Enclosures
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AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT OF ENTRY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

THIS AGREEMENT is entered by and between SHELL OIL COMPANY, a Delaware
corporation duly authorized to do business in the State of California, hereinafter
referred to as "SHELL", and Weston Havens, Trust, cla Pacific Property Asset
Management hereinafter referred to as "OWNER".

WHEREAS:

A.

OWRNER is tha owner of certain real property located at 4-5&:‘481 Eight Street, -
Oakland, California (APN 1-201-15], described In Exhibit "A" attached hereto
and by reference made a part hereof {hereinafter referred to as "the Property”};

Thera may be present on or undsr the Property gasoline and other liquids, solids
and/or vapors which SHELL is desirous of investigating by undertaking to
parform a site assessment of the Property, and possible recovery or cleanup of
the Property ("Activities”"}. Such Activities may include the drlliing of an.
investigation well or wells, and/or other investigation or cleanup of the Property;

In taking this action, SHELL in no way admits or acknowledges liability for the
presence of such gasoline or other liquids, solids and/or vapors, nar does
OWNER waive any of OWNER's legal rights.

The performance of the Activities will be at no cost or expense to OWNER or
OWNER’s lassees, licensess, assigneas or agents, and it is recognized that all
work will be parformed by SHELL or SHELL'S agents;

lt will be necessary for SHELL personnel, or parsons parforming under contract
for SHELL, to enter upon the Property for the purpose of conducting said
Activities: and

SHELL/7644.R0E{kc}
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It is the desire and intention of SHELL and OWNER to make this mutual
agreement with respect to such Activities.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the foregoing and the sum of ONE and
NO/100 dollar ($1.00} paid to OWNER by SHELL and the agreements herein stated:

OWNER, and any lessees, licenses or agents of the OWNER, grant 10 SHELL,
Its contractors, subcontractors, and their employees and agents, a temporary
license to enter upon the Property for the purposes necessary for the
performance of the Activities described herein, and the right to perform all acts
necessary in connection therewith. Such licensa 1o enter shall continue in force
until said Activities are completed to the satisfaction of SHELL and any
applicable governmenta! agencies. '

OWNER and any lessess, licensees or agents of OWNER agree not to prohibit,
interfere with or obstruct such antry of Activities upon the Property, and not to
cause or permit same to be done by others. Entry to the Property shall be
limited to Saturdays or Sundays uniess otherwise agreed upon by OWNER or
tenant of OWNER and SHELL.

OWNER covenants that the temporary licenss 10 enter heraby granted SHELL
is binding upon both itself and any present or future lessees or occupants of the
Property and the OWNER will make any grant of rights to such lessees or
occupants subject to SHELL's license to enter.

SHELL agrees that such entry upon the Property shall be limited to the extent
necessary for the performance of the Activities undertaken by SHELL for the
purposes expressed herein.

Upon completion of each of the Activities upon the Property, SHELL will cause
any tools, equipment, or materials piaced thereon to be removed and willl
exerciss due diligence to restore the said Property to its former condlition.

This agreement is intended and sha!l be construed only as a temporary license
0 enter and conduct the Activities upon the Property and not as a grant of
easement or any other interest in the Property.

SHELL agrsss to indemnify and defend OWNER, it lessess, licensees, or agents,
from any and ali claims for Injury or damage arising out of or attributable to
SHELL's performance of the Activitiss upon the Property.

This agreement shall be binding upon the parties hereto and their respective
successors, representatives, heirs and assigns.

SHELL/7844,ROE(ke]
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IN WITNESS HEREOF, SHELL and OWNER have executed two {2} original copies of
the Agreement on the dates specified immediately adjacent 1o their respective

signatures. ’
EXECUTED ON

., 19

Attest

——

EXECUTED ON
, 19

Attest

SHELL/7844.ROE(Ke)

SHELL OIL COMPANY

By:

Title:

OWNER

By:

Thtle:
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This agreement between Shell 0il Company, a Delaware corporation
duly authorized to do business in California (“"Permittee") and
Wells Fargo Bank as trustee of the Weston Havens Trust - o
("Permittor"®) is hereby entered into on December __ , 1993, with
- reference to the following terms and conditions.

RECITALS
A. Permittor is the owner of the Premises.

B. Permittee wishes to investigate whether there are any
gasoline, petroleum or other liquids, solids, and/or vapors
located on the Premises by undertaking a preliminary site
assesspment of the Premises in accordance with the work plan
("Work Plan") attached hereto as Exhibit "AY,

C. In taking this action, Permittee in no way admits or
acknowledges liability for the presence of such gasoline or other
liquids, solids, and/or vapors, nor does Permittor relinquish or
waive any of Permittor’s legal or equitable rights.

D. It is intended that entry onto the Premises by
Permittee, or any of its contractors, subcontractors, agents,
employees, or invitees (collectively, "Permittee’s Agents") and
the performance of any activities by them on the Premises, shall
be at no cost to Permittor or its lessees, licensees, assignees
or agents, and all work shall be performed on the Premises by
Permittee and/or Permittee’s Agents. Further, that Permittor
shall be fully held harmless and indemnified against any and all
claims, liabilities and costs arising out of or in connection
with Permittee’s entry onto the Premises or performance of the
Work Plan.

Therefore, the parties agree as follows:

AGREEMENT
Permittor hereby grants a revocable permit to Permittee to enter
upon the Premises, subject to all licenses, easements,
encumbrances and claims of title affecting the Premises and upon
the following further terms and conditions.
1. Permittee shall not enter the premises and no work shall

commence on the Premises until Permittee accepts tpis right
of entry permit ("Permit" or "Agreement"). The doing of any

138239.1




138239.1

work under this Permit shall constitute acceptance of these
Permit provisions.

This Permit is for Permittee’s exclusive use and is not
assignable. It is given to Permittee solely for the
purposes of completing an envirommental investigation on the
dates specified in, and consistent with, the work plan
attached hereto as Exhibit A ("Work Plan®) and in full
compliance with this Permit. The entry onto the Premises
and any work or activity by Permittee or Permittee’s Agents
shall be referred to as "Work."

This Agreement is intended, and shall be construed to be
only a temporary and revocable license to enter the Premises
and conduct the Work as specified in the Work Plan; it is
not a grant of an easement or any other interest in the
Premises. This Permit shall lapse and terminate if the Work
is not commenced on the date specified in the Work Plan, or
by the date of any extension granted in writing by
Permittor.

A copy of this Permit must be kept on the Premises and shown
to any representative of the Permittor upon demand. Work
may be suspended if this Permit is not at the job site.

The Work is to be performed in accordance with the Work Plan
submitted to and accepted by Permittor and shall conform to
all applicable laws and regulations. Acceptance of the Work
Plan submitted by Permittor is solely for Permittor’s
benefit and purposes, and shall not constitute a warranty or
insurance whatsoever that the plan conforms with applicable
federal, state and/or local codes and regulations.

All costs related to Permittee’s operations upon the
Premises (including, without limit, the costs of any permits
or other authorizations) shall be at Permittee’s sole
expense. All of the Work shall be performed in a good and
workerlike manner satisfactory to Permittor and at such
times and in such manner as not to interfere with the
operations of Permittor or any tenant on the Premises.

Permittee shall at all times keep Permittor’s Premises in a
neat and safe condition reasonably satisfactory to Permittor
and any tenant of Permittor. If Permittee fails to do so,
Permittor may immediately terminate this permit. Upon
completion of each phase of the Work, Permittee shall cause
any tools, equipment, or materials placed thereon to be
removed and shall restore the Premises to its former
condition to the maximum extent feasible.

g

-
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Any open holes shall be satisfactorily covered at all times
when Permittee’s forces are not physically working in the
actual vicinity. Upon completion of work, all excavations
and holes not otherwise addressed in the Work Plan, must be
filled in to surrounding ground level with clean structural
£fill, compacted to at least 97% maximum dry density under
ASTM standard D1557, and resurfaced with the surfacing
materials existing before the Work commended.

It shall be Permittee’s sole responsibility to determine the
existence of any underground facilities and Permittee shall
call Underground Service Alert at 1-800-642-2444 prior to
beginning any Work on the Premises. Since there is the
possibility of the existence of pipelines or other
structures beneath the Premises, if Permittee should
excavate or drill, then Permittee’s forces shall explore
such structures with hand tools to a depth of at least five
feet (5’) below the surface of the ground or, at Permittee’s
option, use suitable detection equipment prior to drilling
or excavating with mechanized equipment. Absence of markers
does not constitute a warranty by Permittor that there are
no subsurface installations.

No hazardous materials shall be brought onto the Premises at
any time, nor shall any hazardous waste be stored upon the
Premises at any time without first identifying such waste
and cbtaining the prior written consent for such storage
from the Permittor. In no event shall any such storage
exceed the maximum period allowed by law; any storage shall
strictly conform to all requirements of law and shall be
removed by Permittee at the first opportunity.

Permittee shall furnish Permittor, without cost or charge,
promptly upon its availability, a copy of all data developed
or finalized by Permittee or Permittee’s Agents from the
studies or Work conducted upon the Premises.

With respect to the Work, Permittee shall fully pay for all
materials comprising the Work, and shall pay in full all
persons who perform labor on the Premises. If any
mechanic’s liens are recorded against the Premises,
Permittee shall immediately cause the removal of all such
mechanic’s liens or claims against the Property and shall
pay for all costs (including without limit any attorney’s
fees) of Permittor in interceding to protect its interests.
Should Permittee fail, neglect or refuse so to do,
Permittor, after forty-eight (48) hours prior notice to
Permittee, shall have the right but not the obligation to
pay any amount required to release any such liens, or to
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defend any action brought, and to pay any judgment entered.
Permittee shall be liable to Permittor for all costs,
damages, reasonable attorneys’ fees, and any amounts
expended in defending any proceedings or in the payment of
any of said liens or any judgment, together with interest at
the maximum rate allowed by law. Permittee shall give
Permittor at least ten (10) days’ notice prior to entering
upon, or otherwise commencing any work on, the Premises.
Permittor may post and maintain upon the Premises notices of
nonresponsibility as provided by law.

Permittee shall hold harmless, defend (with counsel
reasonably satisfactory to Permittor) and indemnify
Permittor, its tenants at the Premises, and each of thenm,
the successors and assigns of any of them, all of their
respective beneficiaries, officers, directors, employees,
representatives and agents (all of the above hereinafter
collectively known as "Indemnitees"), from and against all
liabilities, costs (including reasonable attorney’s fees),
penalty, fine, action or proceeding for loss of or damage to
property and for injuries to or death of any person
(including, but not limited to, the Premises and employees
of each party) when arising out of or resulting from the
entry upon or use of the Premises by Permittee or
Permittee’s Agents or due to their breach of this Agreement.
The duty of Permittee to indemnify and save harmless
includes, without limit, the duties to defend as set forth
in Section 2778 of the Civil Code. It is the express intent
of the parties that Permittee will indemnify and hold
harmless Indemnitees from any and all claims, suits or
actions arising from any cause whatsoever as set forth above
regardless of the existence or degree of fault or negligence
on the part of Indemnitees other than the gross negligence,
wilful misconduct or criminal acts of the Indemnitees.
Permittee waives any and all rights to any type of express
or implied indemnity against Indemnitees. This indemnity
shall survive termination of this Agreement.

Permittee’s Agents shall be subject to all the applicable
terms of this Permit. Prior to entry upon the Right of Way
by such agents, Permittee shall provide the Permittors with
satisfactory evidence (e.g. by certified copy of the
insurance policy, or, at Permittors’ election,in the form of
a Certificate of Insurance) that it and its contractors or
other agents who will obtain access to the Premises pursuant
to this Permit are insured in accordance with the following,
which insurance shall remain in effect throughout the term
of this Permit and shall be at the sole cost and expense of
Permittee (or its agents). Upon evidence of financial




capacity satisfactory to Permittor, Permittee’s obligation .
hereunder may be satisfied in whole or in part by adequately
funded self-insurance.

1%. Prior to the start of the Work or entry onto the Premises,
Permittee agrees to procure and maintain, and to require
Permittee’s Agents, as applicable, to-procure and maintain,
at its or their sole cost and expense (and to prove to
Permittor’s reasonable satisfaction that it remains in
effect throughout the Work), the kinds of insurance
described below: '

Permittee shall secure the payment of Workers’
Compensation Act coverage for its employees as required by
the California Labor Code, or any other applicable law, any
subsequent amendments or successor acts thereto governing
the liability of employers to their employees. Permittee
shall maintain Employer’s Liability coverage with minimum
limits of $1,000,000.00.

Prior to the commencement of any work on the Premises,
the Permittee shall furnish the Owner with the insurance
policy or Certificate(s) of Insurance required hereunder.
Permittee shall also satisfy Permittor that the Permittee’s
policy will not be cancelled or have coverage reduced
without thirty (30) days’ prior written notice to
Permittors.

(b) i e jabili s e.

Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense, also
procure and maintain Commercial General Liability insurance
which shall include as additional insureds the Indemnitees
and their successors or assignees, as they now, or as they
may hereafter be constituted, singly, jointly or severally.

Insurance shall provide bodily injury and property
damage coverage with a combined single limit of at least
-$2,000,000,00 sach sccurrence or &laim and a general
aggregate limit of at least $3,000,000.00. This insurance
shall include but not be limited to premises and operations;
contractual liability covering the indemnity provisions
contained in this Agreement; personal injury; explosion,
collapse, and underground coverage, products and completed

operations, and broad form property damage.

138239.1




Prior to commencing work or entering onto the Premises,
Permittee shall provide a Certificate(s) of Insurance to the
Permittor evidencing such coverage, and upon request, a
certified duplicate original of the applicable policy(ies).
Said Certificate(s) and policy (ies) shall stipulate:

(1) The insurance company(ies) issuing such
policy(ies) shall give written notice to Wells Fargo Bank,
N.A., as Trustee for the Weston Havens Trust of any material
alteration, or reduction in aggregate limits, if such limits
apply, and provide at least thirty (30) days’ notice of
cancellation.

(2) That the policy(ies) is primary insurance and
the insurance company(ies) providing such policy(ies) shall
be liable thereunder for the full amount of any loss or
claim which Permittee is liable for under this Section, up
to and including the total limit of liability, without right
of contribution from any other insurance effected or which
may be effected by the Indemnitees. :

(3) The policy shall also stipulate that
inclusion of the Indemnitees as additional insureds shall
not in any way affect its rights to bring or pursue any
claim, demand, suit or judgment against the Permittee. Said
policy shall protect Permittee and Indemnitees in the same
manner as though a separate policy had been issued to each
of them, but nothing in said policy shall operate to
increase the insurance company’s liability as set forth in
its policy beyond the amount or amounts shown or to which
the insurance company would have been liable if only one
interest had been named as an insured.

Required: (¢) Automobjle Liability Insurance.

Yes_x No

13823%.1

Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense,
procure and maintain Automobile Liabkility insurance
providing bodily injury and property damage with a combined
single limit of at least $2,000,000.00 per occurrence for
all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles. This insurance
shall provide contractual liability covering all motor
vehicles and mobile equipment to the extent coverage may be
excluded from general liability insurance. Such insurance
shall include as additional insureds the Indemnitees, and
their successors or assignees, as they now or as they may
hereafter be constituted, singly, jointly or severally.




Required: (4} vironme mpairment Liabiljit urance.
Yes_x No_

le.

17.

138239.1

The Permittee shall, at its own cost and expense,
procure and maintain a professional liability policy
covering the liability of the Permittee arising out of the
pollution or impairment of the environment, including clean-
up costs, caused by the performance-of activity in
connection with the Work or in the exercise of any right
under this Permit. The Indemnitees shall be named as
additional insureds with respect to such operations and
Work, and the policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation
against all additional insureds and their directors,
employees and agents. Coverage may be by endorsement to the
general liability and automobile policies or be a separate
policy. Limits of liability will not be less than the
limits required for General Liability Insurance above. The
automobile coverage shall contain the MCS90 endorsement and
the ISO pollution endorsement which includes coverage for
loading and unloading. If coverage is by endorsement, the
certificates of insurance submitted must clearly indicate
that these coverages are combined.

In the event of disposal of hazardous materials,
Permittee shall designate the disposal site, and must
provide a copy of the permit for the disposal facility and a
Certificate of Insurance from the disposal facility to the
Permittor. Coverage must include Environmental Impairment
Liability Insurance with Yimits of not less than $3,000,000
per occutrrence and $6,000,000 annual ‘aggregate, including
sudden and accidental pollution coverage.

Permittee and Permittee’s Agents shall comply, at their
expense, with all applicable laws, regulations, rules and
orders with respect to the use of the Premises, regardless
of when they become or became effective, including, without
limitation, those relating to construction, grading,
signage, health, safety, noise, environmental protection,
hazardous materials, waste disposal and water and air
guality, and furnish satisfactory evidence of such
compliance upon request of Permittor. Permittee shall also
obtain, at Permittee’s expense, any and all permits required
for the Work.

Should any discharge, leakage, spillage, emission or
pollution of any type occur upon or from the Premises due to
Permittee’s use and occupancy thereof, Permittee, at
Permittee’s expense, shall clean the Premises to the
satisfaction of Permittor and any governmental agency having
jurisdiction.




18.

19.

20.

21.

Permittee shall pay all amounts due Permittor under this
section within ten {(10) business days after Permittor has
submitted the same to Permittee for payment. Upon failure
to do so, interest shall accrue on the delinquent amount at
the maximum rate allowed by law.

Ahy person, firm or corporation Permittee authorizes to work
upon the Premises shall be deemed to be Permittee’s agent
and shall be subject to all the applicable terms hereof.

Permittee is hereby required to give ten (10) days’ advance
notice of the date Permittee elects to enter upon the
Premises. Said notice shall be by telephone to PFeter
O‘Hare, Property Manager, at 415-986-3236 and then confirmed
by letter to the undersigned at the above address.

If any provision of this Permit shall be for any reason
unenforceable, in any respect, such unenforceability shall

. not affect the other provisions of this Permit.

22.

23.

138239.1

If any legal proceeding should be instituted by either of
the parties to enforce the terms of this Permit or to
determine the rights of the parties under this Permit, the
prevailing party in the proceeding shall receive, in
addition to all court costs, reasonable attorneys’ fees.

Permittee shall pay the costs for review of the permit
application, design and construction plans, preparation of
the permit and any inspection of construction, including but
not limited to, expenses incurred by Permittor which costs
Permittee agrees to pay upon demand.

"o




21. Permittee agrees to advance $400.00 to Permittor to-
compensate Permittor for its attorney’s fees incurred in
responding to Permittee’s request for entry onto the :
Premises. Any unused advance will be promptly refunded to
Permittee; any shortfall shall be paid by Permittee within
ten (10) days after presentation of an accounting thereof.

AGREED TO AND ACCEPTED THIS
day of , 1993

SHELL OIL COMPANY

By: By:
Name: Name:
Title: Title:

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., as Trustee
of the Weston Havens Trust

By:

Its:

Its:

138239.1




EXH%IT 'A
AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT OF ENTRY

1) Such Activities will include, and will be limited to:

a) Perform a visual site survey. If any of the proposed locations are in conflict with
existing site structures, the locations, with prior written approval,will be adjusted in order
to avoid damage to them.,

b) Contact Underground Services Alert (USA) to provide location of recorded
underground utilities.

¢) Borings will be hand-probed 1o a depth of five feet in order to attempt to identify any
unrecorded underground structures.

d) The drilling will be performed with a GeoProbe device. The approximate depth of
each boring will be 25 feet below grade, The holes drilled by the GeoProbe will be less
than 2 inches in diameter. After sampling, the borings will be backfilled with neat
cement, and the pavement will be replaced. No permanent monitoring wells, structures or
equipment will be left on-site after completion of the work.

2) Such activities shall commence on , 1993, and end on
, 1993,

ACKNOWLEDGED AND AGREED:

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.,, AS TRUSTEE
BY:

ITS: Steven S. Schulman
Assistant Vice President

BY:
ITS:

SHELL OIL COMPANY
BY:
ITS:

ok




enviros.
October 4, 1993

930CT -7 AM 8:22
Mr. Peter O'Hara
Pacific Property Asset Management Company
244 California, Suite 500
San Francisco, California 94111

RE: Right-of-Entry Agreement
461 Eighth Street
Oakland, California

Dear Mr. O'Hara:

As we discussed in our conversation this morning, Enviros, Inc. has been retained by Shell
Qil Company as the environmental consultant on the subject property. Contact information
for Enviros 1s as follows:

Enviros, Inc.

P.O. Box 259

Sonoma, California 95476-0259
Phone: (707) 935-4850

Fax: (707) 935-4855

Attention: Diane Lundquist

Enviros will be conducting the on-site investigation previously discussed with you by
GeoStrategies, Inc. This work is scheduled for Saturday and Sunday, October 23-24,
1993, pending receipt of the executed right-of-entry agreement.

As you mentioned, this agreement is currently with the Well Fargo Trust Officer, awaiting
his approval. The equipment required for the investigation will be available only during a
limited window of time, therefore it is important to complete the work on the scheduled

dates. Please let me know if there is any information or assistance we can provide to
expedite approval of this agreement.

Sincerely,
Enviros, Inc.
/% A
lé‘vial_le l\]/EI Lundqui
enior Engineer
15-6161

cC: Mr. Lynn Walker, Shell Oil Company Q’
Ms. Jennifer Eberlee, Alameda County Health Care Services Agency

Enviros, Inc. 19411 Riverside Drive Sonoma, California Tel 707 / 935-4850
P.O. Box 259 05476-0259 Fax 707 / 335-4855




GeoStrategies Inc. 93SEP23 PH 3: 05

September 22, 1983

Mr. Peter O'Hara

Pacific Property Asset Management Company
244 California Street, Suite 500

San Francisco, California 94111

Re: Right-of-Entry Agreement
461 Eighth Street
Oakland, California

Mr. O'Hara:

GeoStrategies Inc. {GSl), on behalf of Shell Oil Company (Shell), sent a
Right-of-Entry Agreement to you in August, 1993 for your review and
execution. We understand that this agreement is currently with Wells
Fargo Bank and is awaiting execution,

Shell wishes to enter the above referenced property on Saturday and
Sunday, October 23 and 24, 19293 to perform a site investigation. The
required equipment for this investigation will be in the Bay Area during
this time period. We would appreciate any assistance in expediting the
execution of the Right-of-Entry Agreement.

If you have any guestions, please call.

Sincerely,

I

/fl /
/Jgé;F Vq?ga/

Project Manager

ccC: Mr. Lynn Walker, Shell Qil Company
Ms. Jennifer Eberie, Alameda County Department of Health

C:O'HARA.JFV(rt)

2140 WEST WINTON AVENUE « HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA 94545 « (510) 352-4800
601 UNIVERSITY AVENUE ¢ SUITE 150 + SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95825 » (916) 568-7500




GeoStrategies Inc. g3AUG 27 MMIL: 31

August 26, 1993

Mr. Peter O’'Hara

Pacific Property Asset Management Company
244 California Street, Suite 500

San Francisco, California 94111

Re: Right Of Entry Reguest
461 Eighth Street
Oakland, California

Mr. Q'Hara:

GeoStrategies, Inc. on behaif of Shell Oil Company, requests authorization
for access to the subject property, to conduct a limited subsurface soil and
groundwater investigation at the site. Shell Oil Company formerly operated
a service station at the subject location, which was demolished in 1980.
Three monitoring wells (S-1, $-2 and S-3) were instalied on the site in
1980, during an investigation of a groundwater leak in a nearby BART
tube. These welis are no longer in use. Shell obtained a previous right of
entry to the site in 1990, but it has now expired.

The Alameda County Health Services Agency has requested that Shell
characterize soil and groundwater conditions below the site, and prepare
plans for site remediation, if required. In order to accomplish this, GSI
plans to collect samples of soil and groundwater, and to analyze the
samples for chemical compounds associated with gasoline.

Site investigation actitivies are anticipated to include the placement of
approximately 8 to 10 small-diameter probes to depths up to 25 feet
below the ground surface. Each probe will be pushed into the ground
using a hydraulic jack pushing against a small truck. A 2-inch diameter
hole will be drilled through the asphalt pavement at each probe location.
At the compietion of the investigation, each probe hole will be backfilled
with cement, and the pavement will be restored using concrete or cold-
pack asphait. Equipment at the site will include the drilling van and one
or two support trucks.

2140 WEST WINTON AVENUE « HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA 94545 » (510) 352-4800
601 UNIVERSITY AVENUE « SUITE 150 « SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95825 » (916) 568-7500




7 ® ®
GeoStrategies Inc.

Shell Oil Company
August 26, 1993
Page 2

A small volume of soils may be generated by the probes. This soil may
need to be stored onsite while we obtain authorization for disposal at a
local landfill. To minimize any tampering with the soil, it will be stored in
a locked 55-gallon drum, which will be chained and iocked to the chain-
link fence in the northeast corner of the site.

This field work can be completed in one to two days time. In order to
reduce the impact to your operations, GSI| plans to conduct the field work
over a Saturday and part of a Sunday. The field work is tentativeiy
scheduled for either the weekend of September 18 and 19, or the
weekend of September 25 and 26, 1993,

Enciosed is the modified Right-Of-Entry Agreement that was previously
signed for the site. If this agreement continues to be acceptable, please
sign both copies and return them to our office. We will return one fuliy-
executed copy to you.

If you have any questions, please call our office.

Sincerely

John Vargaf’?/ﬂ

Project Manager

cc:  Mr. Lynn Walker; Shell Oil Co.
Ms. Jennifer Eberlee; Alameda County
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Alameda County Health Care Services Agency, Department of
Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Division

:

In Re The Property Know As: -) Proof of Service of

Everidge SErvice Station . Notice of Pre-
1221-7th St., Oakland CA 9460)7". Enforcement

) - Review Panel

{(insert address of property)

I , do hereby certify that 1
personally served
with a copy of the attached Notice of Pre-Enforcement Rewew anel on
Inne 28 . 13893 at 10 Vpm at
80 Swan Wav, Bm 200, Oakland CA 94627
(address/city)

Dated:

fash
W0 ijjcm“
Sk ekt HQ

‘6%N€5%MQNMM

26 6150
« bT7H2

(signature)
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Section 2646 - Inventory Reconciliation

Existing MVF tanks, only

Shallow ground water limitations / "Sﬁnset“
General "sunset" clause

Applicability

Inventory reconciliation
daily quantity measurements: product / water
daily input / withdrawal readings

compare delivery receipts w/ measured volumes
Meter calibrations
"Daily" = 5 days per week

Quantity measurements
performed during qpiescence
owner /[ operatorgy trained individual
two reading avgf%ge (manual)
1/8 inch accqf;cy
center or %ﬁ& end of tank

calibratign charts

Z
Variation

measured inventory - calculated inpventory = variation
measurement / calculation schedule

allowable monthly variations
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.quIer — ryan inc.

March 17, 19983

Via Certified Mail

Wells Fargo Bank

National Association Trust

c/o Pacific Asset Management
244 California Street, #500

San Francisco, California 94111

Re: Right of Entry Request

459 8th Street A (-G SE 5 Sd 4o 5Y
Qakland, California (% e S/ é’j

Gentiemen:

Gettler-Ryan Inc. on behalf of Shell Oil Company, requests authorization to
access your property located at 459 8th Street in Oakland, Caiifornia. Access
to this property is requested to conduct a limited subsurface soil and ground-
water investigation.

Shell Oil Company operated a service station on the southwest corner of 8th
Street and Broadway in Oakland, California. - As part of a continuing
investigation, we are requesting your approval to collect ground-water samples
on a quarterly basis (every three months}. The well sampling can normally be
completed in an hour.

If the enclosed agreement is acceptable, please sign both copies and return them
1o our office. We will return one fully-executed copy to you.

:SHELLMISC\WFROE LTR(K]j]

2150 west winton avenue * hayward, california 94545-1210 « (510) 783-7500
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3

Wells Fargo Bank
March 17, 1983
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call.
Sincerely,

[l A

Robert A. Lauritzen
Project Geologist

-

RAL/K]]
enclosure
cc:  Mr. Randy Orlowski, Shell Oil Company

Mr., Jeff Holland, Shell Qil Company
Ms. Jennifer Eberle, Alameda County Health Department

‘SHELLMISCAWFROE.LTR(kjj)
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GeoStrategies Inc.

2140 WEST WINTON AVENUE L e
HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA 94545 {415) 352-4800

December 13, 1990

Gettler-Ryan Inc.
2150 West Winton Avenue
Hayward, California 94545

Attn: Mr. John Werfal

Re: SITE UPDATE
Former Shell Service Station
461 Bth Street
Oakland, California

Gentlemen:

This report by GeoStrategies Inc. (GSI) describes the results of the
fourth  quarterly ground-water sampling  for 1990 performed by
Gettler-Ryan  Inc. (G-R) in accordance  with  the current  quarterly
monitoring plan for the site (Plate 1). G-R Groundwater Sampling
Procedures are presented in Appendix A. Field work and laboratory
analytical methods were performed in compliance with current State of
California Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) procedures for
underground  fuel tanks. The field and chemical anatytical ~data
discussed in this report were collected between September 1, and
November 30, 1950.

In January 1979, Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) discovered gasoline
leaking into an underground  rail tube near the comer of the former

Shell Service Station. As a result, scven monitoring  wells were
installed (S-1 through S-7) to evaluate soit and ground-water quality
conditions at the site in  August and September, 1981. Monitoring

well S-5  contained separate-phase petroleum hydrocatbons (floating
product), approximately 0.5 feet in measured thickness. In 1982, a
ground-water ~ recovery system Wwas installed at the site. In August
1982, the recovery system was turned off. Well $7 was destroyed in
August 1985, due to freeway construction. Monitoring wells 5-1, S-2
and S-3 have been inaccessible since August 1987, and it is su

that these wells were destroyed during site construction activities.

Report No. 7644-8




GeoStrategies Inc. e -
2140 WEST WINTON AVENUE : R N SR AN S ISR SN S B A
HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA 94545 ' (415) 352-4800

June 25, 1990

Gettler-Ryan Inc.
2150 West Winton Avenue
Hayward, California 94545

Attn: Mr. John Werfal

Re: SITE UPDATE
Former Shell Service Station
461 8th Street
QOakland, California

Gentlemen:

This Site Update has been prepared by GeoStrategies Inc. (GSI) for

the above referenced site (Plate 1) The report presents the results
of the April 30, 1990 ground-water sampling conducted by Gettler-Ryan
Inc. (G-R). As shown on Plate 2, there are currently three
ground-water monitoring wells off-site (S-4, S-5, and 5-6). The
three on-site wells have been destroyed. Potentiometric data were
collected, wells were inspected for floating product, and

ground-water samples were collected and analyzed according to current
State of California Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) guidelines.

Depth to groundwater in the uppermost water-bearing zone ranged from
1448 to 22.10 feet below ground surface. A potentiometric contour
map has been prepared from these data (Plate 3). Potentiometric data
indicate that the shallow groundwater beneath the site flows to the
west with an approximate hydraulic gradient of 0.02.

Floating product was not observed in any site monitoring wells
sampled during this quarter.

Chemical analyses reported detectable concentrations of Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons calculated as Gasoline (TPH-Gasoline) in Wells
S-5 and S-6 at concentrations of 100 parts per million (ppm) and 39
ppm, respectively. Benzene concentrations of 13 ppm were reported in
Wells S-5 and S-6 and exceed the current Regional Water Quality
Control Board Maximum Contaminant Level Well S-4 was reported as
none detected for all chemical constituents analyzed. Plate 4
presents the TPH-Gasoline and benzene chemical analytical reports.

Report No. 7644-6




ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAI, HEALTH
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION
470 - 27TH ST., RM. 322
OAKLAND, CA 94612
PHONE NO. 415/874-7237
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UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE/MbDIFICRTION Piﬁ%%fg
_ Busz.ness Name {Q\LHC,Q 66,\:\1 \C& 6'\'0%(!0#5
""j?'l-'jBu_;:iness owner A\Qhﬁ. C\T)\f &/
..Site Address _00  Frapliin
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I J . [
‘_‘City Sﬁ\\\ F‘C‘{'\\'\\ CNClD Zip CjL_‘_H ES Phone (_098 A ”
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- Contractor QOEQ\\J{‘ I [\(\-' ‘ll \;,.a

Address LA Wi!\)?_iﬁ“.fsl"—. 1=‘}\} l\; \_)C}UC\—Q-\

C:Lty /'R\f‘ D x\xh , Q:\ - CHSOL% ' Piione 223 - T000
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tact Person for Investlgat10n¢

office? Yes [b/ﬁ

a) Product/Waste Tranporter

Name & 'r‘leSoA

B
Title _ Dmsﬁecﬂ' @Ol\)@iﬁ_&—f—

al No. of Tanks at facility (Q

0. Have'permit applications for all tanks been submltted to this

No [ ]

State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Fa01lities

Address 25% “VPaeg Biud

EPA I.D. No. Qﬂ DooqyEb3a2.

City ?\\ o\\ WO 9\

“.b) Rinsate Transporter

Name _E:Y“\ck?; [} VQ

State g;_'\; zip 94 gal _

Address QSSQP:QP» ?\)\\] A

EPA I.D. No. CANoo94bb 39 1

T Richmon d

Clty

c) | Tank Transporter

- Name EV‘ IL\L Sod)

State Cd‘— Zip Q"AL?GJ

EPA ID No. (A D00 q HLLTT

Address J55 ”'PFHLQ‘ ?\\\JC)

city Xaohmond

d) Contamlnated Soil Transporter

State Qg; : Zip 94-¢0 I

Name gma\(s,om imc,\ﬁma EPA I.D. No. ChHDos G639

Address

255" TPoee Dlud:

city Ruchene mo A\

State Qﬂ -

:‘c_l_mple Collector

Name

QQ\\\\\@V Co - g»m;

.-?iP 140 ]

Company /"\KS N Mex Q.c: e -

Address lo A\

Nae o \QNU\ Soath

cit@ \F&\w\& L\&

-2 -

State Q.L Zip gﬂ;gf)l Phone 337 -G 60
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if;;chemical Methods to be used for Analyzing Samples

: A .,

Contaminant - EPA, DHS, or Other EPA, DHS, or

ggght.?a - Sample Preparation Other Analysis
T - Method Number [ Number o
— - »
' rolium Eph Soz0 Ricae omnd [Tobel '?e:\xvy\u%ls d\m-ﬁ&;@
o 1hao Db &

0 RO DINS BE | For Gtee

lero Space 2310 BTXE MoDIL et EPp EORO

O\\ L agebs e 3550 | AOsO memso 3@
o “Di€se) D20 ePA MensD folo  doro
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ang e the « fhem ﬁd’ﬁ’
tndiecte  a Nesi e de tE ¢ '77‘07
7

_iﬁérSafety Plan submitted? Yes [Vf/’ No [ ]
EWprkhaﬁ}s Compensatiﬁn: Yes n/f No [ ]  .
Cdﬁ&zof Certificate enclosed? Yes [ ] No [Y]
Name of Insurer f§¥d%€ncﬁhia

Plot Plan submitted? Yes [Vf No [ ]
‘JDeposit enclosed? Yes [Lﬁ/ No [ 1

Please forward to this office the following information
. within 60 days after receipt of sample results.

"wgia),Chain of Custody Sheets
b) Original signed Laboratory Reports
“;,;’c) TSD to Generator copies of wastes shipped and récetved

" jd) Attachment A summarizing laboratory results




adeclare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements
and information provided above are correct and true. I understand
that information in addition to that provided above may be needed in
order to obtain an approval from the Department of Environmental
Health and that no work is to begin on this project until this plan is
approved.

[ derstand that any changes in design, materials or equipment will
oid- this plan if prior approval is. not obtained.

T will notify the Department of Environmental Health at least’ two (2)
working days (48 hours) in advance to schedule any required
inspections. I understand that site and worker safety are soley the
responsibility of the property owner or his agent and that this
respon51bility is not shared nor assumed by the cQunty of Alameda.

"'”iSlgnature of Contractor

Name (please fkype) 41[\&}\&\"?&4 MV\SXTD el K‘PQTMA'?D
_Q(MW_U Hoavi T

- Slgnature

' Date 5

?Signatgﬁelof Site Owner or Operator

f(please type) Al Ex S
Signefﬁre | ,%é%éofgplmfh

!’/f'/fﬁ

-,.HOTES:

l.zAny changes in this document must be approved by thls Department.




. T
UNDERGROUND TANR CLOSURE/MODIFICATION PLANS

ATTACHMENT A

SAMPLING RESULTS

Contaminant Location & Results
Depth : (specify units)




. INSTRUCTIONS

2. SITE_ADDRESS _ -

7+ Address at which closure or modification is taking place.

PA I.D. NO -
This number may be obtained from the State Department of Health
Services, 916/324-1781.

.- List professional consultants here.

12. SAMPLE COLLECTOR

< Persons who are collecting samples.

~.7: Historic contents - the principal product(s) used in the last
5 years.,

‘fuéterial sampled ~ i.e., water, oil, sludge, soil, etc.

P

. All sample collection methods and analyses should conform to EPA
or DHS methods.

 Contaminant - Specify the chemical to be analyzed.

- Sample Preparation Method Number - The means used to prepare

~ the sample prior to analyses - i.e., digestion techniques,
solvent extraction, etc. Specify number of method and
reference if not an EPA or DHS method. :

Analysis Method Number - The means used to'analyze the
sample - i.e., GC, GC-MS, AA, ete. Specify number of
. method and reference if not a DHS or EPA method.

NOTE:

Method Numbers are available from certified 1abor§tories.

18. SITE SAFETY PIAN

L o L]

- . = A plan outlining protective equipment and additional special-
- ized personnel in the event that significant amount of hazard-
- ous materials are found. The plan should consider the availa-

- bility of respirators, respirator cartridges, self-contained

... breathing apparatus (SCBA) and industrial hygienists.




4ﬁ“ ‘ 'bPY OF WORKMAN’S COMPENSATION

'The plan should consists of a scaled view of the facility at whlch
‘the tank(s) are located and should include the following
‘information:

Scale

MiNcrth_Arrow

ﬁProperty Line

Location of all Structures

" Location of all relevant existing equlpment includlng tanks and
plplng to be removed

o f) Streets
- ¢g) Underground conduits, sewers, water lines, utilities

ﬁg h) Existing wells (drinking, monitoring, etc.}

' H'ix;Depth.to ground water

":Tj)"All existing tanks in addition to the ones being pulled

1/88
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PE:l'ROLEUM AND INDUSTRIAL HOSE -.RVICE STATION EQUIPMENT » GASOLIN.ID OIL FUELING SYSTEMS
* TANK INSTALLATION REMOVAL AND TESTING = - '

ROBERT J. MILLER CO.

gznz ral Corzttacfozi, Dhe.

631 MARINA WAY SOUTH
RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94804
{415) 233-9000

<~ Alameda County Health Department  May 4, 1989
= - B0 Swan Way, Room 200
- Qakland, Ca. 94621

SITE SAFETY AND HEALTH PLAN
UNDERGROUND TANK REMOVAL, ALAMEDA COUNTY

The Robert J. Miller Co., Inc., will follow the Site Safety and

Health Plan below when performing underground tank removal work in
Alameda County.

1 - The tank excavation area shall be secured by a cyclone fence
or other suitable barrier to prevent entry into the excavation
area by unauthorized persons during excavation operations and
protect against the physical hazards of an open excavation.

2 - During routine excavation of the tank(s), respiratory
protection is normally not required. If there is evidence of soil
contamination (soil discolored, hydrocarbon vapors, etc.) prior to
or during excavation the immediate area around the excavation
shall be monitored for percent level of the Lower Explosive Limit
(LEL). If the LEL exceeds 10%, employees will be required to wear
half mask respirators with organic vapor .cartridges. when
performing duties at the excavation site. LEL readings in excess
of 20% will require that all work be suspended until the LEL is
reduced below 20%. Dependent upon soil and weather- conditions, a
dust pre-filter may be required for nuisance dust. The Robert J.
Miller Co., Inc., employees follow the requirements of Erickson,
Inc., Respiratory Protection Program, which has been approved by a
Certified Industrial Hygienist, T N

3 - The Robert J. Miller Co., Inc.,/Erickson, Inc., uses Gastech
oxygen/combustible gas monitors models 1314, 1641, or GX-82.

These units are calibrated weekly and maintained in accordance
with the manufacturers specifications.




‘ 4
PéTROLEUM AND INDUSTRIAL HOSE ‘.RVICE STATICN EQUIPMENT » GASOLIN.ID OIL FUELING SYSTEMS
+« TANK INSTALLATION REMOVAL AND TESTING = - '

ROBERT J. MILLER CO.

gzns’za[’ Contmacfom, e,

631 MARINA WAY SOUTH
RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA 94804
(415) 233-9000

4 - A job site safety meeting shall be conducted prior to the
start of each days work., The safety meeting shall cutline the
work to be performed that day and address site safety hazards.
The job site safety meeting shall be documented, detailing the
subjects/information discussed and names of the participants.

5 - The following emergency numbers shall be maintained at
the job site:

. Ambulence/Fire/Police Emergency # - 911
.Robert J. MIller Company - 233-9000
‘Erickson, Inc. - 235-1393

Local Hospital -

Peralta Hospital - 655-4000
Oakland, Ca.

6 - all employees shall be trained for the work to be performed in
compliance with applicable Federal, State and Local regulations,

If you have any gquestions please give me a call,

Sincerely,
ROBERT J. MILLER COMPANY
GENERAL CONTRACTOR, INC.

AH:ckd Audrey Haavisto’
Permit Department




STATE P.0. BOX 807, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 24101-0807

COMPENSATION
INSURANCE

FU N D CERTIFICATE OF WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE
MAY 15, 1959 POLICY NUMBER: 1741769 - 379

. CERTIFICATE EXPIRES: ?—1 ..3 2
517184

r ALAMEEA €OV
ALAMEDA COUNTY DEPY. OF ENVIRONMENTAL (4FAL,
HEALTH DePT HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
350 SWAN WAY ROOM 200
DAKLAND ‘ Joa: ® 4 H AS3OCIATES
Ca 94621 ZHAERYVYILLE
L

This is to certify that we have issued a valid Workers’ Cornpensation insurance policy in a form approved by the California
{nsurance Commissioner to the employer named below for the policy period indicated.

This policy is not subject to cancellation by the Fund except upon ten days’ advance written notice to the employer.
We will aléo give you TEN days’ advance notice should this policy be cancelled prior to its normal expiration.

This certificate of insurance is not an insurance policy and does not amend, extend or alter the coverage afforded by the
policies listed herein. Notwithstanding any regquirement, term, or condition of any contract or other document with
respect to which this certificate of insurance may be issued or may pertain, the insurance afforded by the policies

described herein is subject to all the terms, exclusions and conditions of such policies. /

PRESIDENT

EMPLOYER

ROBERT J. MILLER SSHERAL CONTRACTIR
237 MARINA WAY '
SSUTH RICHMOND

CA 94304

o ™l ™ a2g0
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December 28, 1981

Mr. Elmer Ross, Manager

Wastewater Operations Department
East Bay Municipal Utility District
P. 0. Box 24055

Qakland, California 94623

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF DISCHARGE INTO EAST BAY MUD

Dear Mr. Ross:

This is to request your approval of a discharge into the East Bay Municipal
Utility District (MUD) beginning in January 1982. On December 23, 1981, I
talked with Mr. Joseph Damas of your office to explain the urgency of this
situation and he was kind enough to suggest that [ send this letter to you.

The facts are these. Gasoline seepage has been found in a BART subway
tunnel (Track KE) in the vicinity of 7th and Broadway in the city of
Oakland, California. The gasoline apparently came from a Shell service
station, formerly at 8th and Broadway and razed (for unrelated reasons
and with all tanks removed} in 1980. In September 1981, Shell drilled
seven observation wells in the area to evaluate the extent of any ground-
water contamination and to define the best location for a recovery system.
In November 1981, we got the results from the observation wells and on
December 3, 1981, we met with representatives of the QOakland Public Works
Department, Oakland Fire Marshall's office and BART to lay out a plan of
action. All parties are cooperating fully, recognizing that BART plans
to open Track KE in mid-Jdanuary 1982 and recognizing that the gasoline
~seepage must be resolved before such opening can occur. On December 8,
1981, the Oakland City Council issued a right-of-way permit for the place-
ment of a recovery well on the sidewalk at 7th and Broadway. The recovery
well will be drilled on January 5, 1982, and after the equipment is
installed we hope to be ready to begin pumping on January 11, 1982. Attached

is a copy of the detailed drawings of the well equipment, subsurface vault
proposed sewer connections and recovery tank.

The recovery well system involves a 36-inch hole 50 feet deep. Two pumps
will be installed. The gasoline recovery pump will have an intake which

floats on top of the water table and which collects all recovered hydro-
carbons and pumps them to a holding tank. The hydrocarbons will then be
trucked away for recycling. The second pump will be placed 21 feet lower
and s desfgned as a "drawdown pump" to create a zone of depression in the
aquifer so that all groundwater will gravitate toward the recovery system.




Mr. Elmer Ross 2

This will be a 100 gpm pump which must operate continuously (so as to
maintain the cone of depression) but not necessarily at maximum capacity,
until the problem is solved (i.e., until no hydrocarbons are detected in
the upper pump water), approximately three to twelve months. There will-
be a monitoring point to check the discharge from the drawdown pump. We
estimate that the drawdown water will contain no more than 1 to 10 PPM
TOC, primarily the soluble components of gasoline,

We face the immediate problem of what to do with the discharge from the
drawdown pump. The City of Oakland initially advised us that the drawdown
water could be discharged to the local storm sewer. This is a gravity

flow to San Francisco Bay. Our review of the state water regulations
showed that the problem was nat so simple and, on December 21, 1981, I
called Mr. Larry Kolb of the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Board
to explain the situation. After they reviewed the matter, Mr. James Levine
of that office got back to me on December 23 and advised me to call the
East Bay MUD. 1 then called Mr. Damas, who was most helpful, and who has
sent me a copy of your ordinance.

Several additional factors may be relevant to your consideration of this
problem. First, the equipment and pumps associated with the recovery well
are to be enclosed in a small underground vault to be constructed under the
sidewalk in front of the Qakland Police Department. There will be little
Or no room in this vault for installation of pretreatment equipment. We

no longer own the site of the former service station and, in any event,
installation of any equipment on that lot would involve delay and the
tearing up of a portion of a full block of Broadway. Second, the level of
nydrocarbons in the drawdown water cannot be known untii the pumping begins.
In any event the hydrocarbons will be very negligible and, given the other

porma] influent to POTW's, would present no fire or explosion hazard, even
1 & pure oxygen system,

In essence, we are asking that the East Bay MUD issue Shel] an "optiona’
permit" under East Bay MUD Ordinance No. 270, Title 1V Section 1{b){2)
{"discharge is less than the normal range of waste water strength”) and
allow us to begin discharging immediately pursuant to Title I Section 6
{"unusual conditions") pending the receipt of the formal permit. Recogni-
zing your authority and public responsibility in the Fast Bay area, we
respectfully request this action so that Shell, BART and the City of Dakland
can quickly proceed to resolve this probiem and permit the subway to open.

We would very much appreciate your consideration and action on this request
as soon as possible. I will be glad to try to answer any questions you




Mr. Elmer Ross i 3

may have (713-241-3954). 1n addition, we will try to be available to
meet with you or show you the site at your convenience.

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours truly,

4

Alex Karlin

AK/mm

€c:  Mr. Joseph Damas, w/o attachments
Mr. James Levine, w/o attachments
/;7Mr. Frank Linville, vw/0 attachments
Mr. Paul Bailey, w/o attachments
Mr. James McCarty, w/o attachments
Mr. Ernest Van Ibsch, w/o attachments
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SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT .

To:
From:

Subject:

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

FILE Date: June 23, 1981
F. J. Linville, Manager of Construction {
KE ~ Gas Leak

Site Tour =~ June 22, 1981
File: 606.31.1

An inspection was made of the KE - Gas-Leak on June 22, 1981 at 1330
hours by the personnel on the attached sheet.

Generally the inspection was for the additional consultants brought
in by Shell 0il and Crowley.

A history of the leak characteristics was given by Pete Kosowan and
the entry points for rhe gas were shown.

A tour of 7th & Broadway at street level and relative location of the
gas leak to the surface improvements followed,

It is noted that Shell 0il has retested the gas leaking into the KE
track and stated that the latest sample contains new unleaded high
octane gas which was not in use at the rime the station was in operation.

The new gas was manufactured by Shell which is the type presently being
used by the Gakland Police Department at 6th & Broadway.

i Wit

FJL/mjm
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As a result of coordination via Chuck Sampson of our Safety Department, Mr. Charlie
Everman of Crowley Environmental Services Corporation contacted me regarding the
elimination of the gasoline leak in the KE Subway. On site and office meetings
"were conducted to review their proposed procedures, and general knowledge of the
problem. Enclosed is a copy of Crowley Environmental Services Corp. letter of
~ February 27, 1981 which sets forth their initial proposal for ellminatlon of the

© gascline leak.

As you are brobably aware, the gasoline leak in the KE Subway was first noted in
“early 1978 and it was confirmed that this condition was the result of a failure of
the gascline storage tanks belonging to the Shell Service Station located on 8th &

- Broadway. In cooperation with the Shell 0il Company, the District drained some of
the gasoline from the soil via the ring-section grout plugs and prior to cormencing
work under Contract No. 1K5304A, Oakland KE Subway Track & Station Completion, the
area was sealed as well as possible. However, in spite of these efforts, seepage

of a small amount of gasoline still exists. There exists a strong possibility that
" ‘'a great deal of gasoline may still be in the soil adjacent to the KE Subway and
thus, I favor implementation of at least Phase I of Crowley's proposal.

Mr. Everman of Crowley Environmental Services Corp. advised that they have performed
similar services for many 0il Companies, including Shell 0il Company. Per my know-
ledge of this matter, I understand that Shell 0il Company has assumed financial
responsibility for this condition and I presume they would also fully fund the costs
of this project. Crowley is reluctant to quote a total price for both Phase I & 11,
- but they have implied that it cauld be in the range of $60,000-$80,000.

- It is requested that all adressees review the attached proposal and provide comments
by March 16, 198!. Upon completion of the District's review, I will forward Crowley's
préposal, with comments, to our Real Estate Department for implementation of an
agreement with Shell 0il Cowmpany.

;;/‘ . R. Flinn

Distribution: . -
-V. P. Mahon L W. R. McCutchen
C. Pelton F. J. Linville

P. W. Lamoreaux



JULIE K. WALTERS
ATTORNEY AT LAW

o
BevERIbGE & DiaMoOND
SUITE 2400
ONE SANSOME STREET

TEL: 415) 397-0100
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94/04-4438

FAX: (415) 397-4230

For your information from

JULIE K. WALTERS






