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DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
August 9, 2006 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
. 1151 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
. . ] Alameda, CA B4802-6577
Mr.Mehdi Mohammadian Mr. Satya Sinha (s?o) 56?7-5700

Cal Gas : ChevronTexaco FAX (510) 337-9335
15595 Washington Avenue 6011 Bollinger Canyon Rd.,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 K-2256

San Ramon CA 94583

Ms. Agnes Calleri Ms. Marjorie Kanyer Mr. Denis Brown

10901 Clifland Avenue - Bert Kubo Trust Shell Oil Products
Osakiand, CA 94605 20321 Via Espana 20945 S. Wilmington Ave.
Salinas, CA 93908 Carson, CA 90810 '
Subject: Request for Off-Site Investigation for Plume Delineation for Fuel Leak

Case No. RO374, Cal Gas Station (Former Chevron #21-1285), 15585
Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA, 94580

Attn: Ladies and Gentleman:

An off-site investigation was requested by Alameda Gounty Environmental Health (ACEH)
in response to groundwater contamination from the subject site. The June 8, 2006 Work
Plan Addendum by Enviro Soil Tech Consultants (ESTC) was conditionally approved in
~ the County's July 14, 20086 letter.  You were requested to complete the necessary
access agreement with potentially affected off-site property owners fio perform  the
approved work. Any delay is allowing continued migration of polluted groundwater, to the
defriment of water quality. We request that you complete an access agreement by
September 8, 2006 with property owners, which is sufficient to allow the necessary work.

Petroleum contamination has migrated from the subject site and has likely affected the
subsurface soil and groundwater of adjacent properties. Temporary borings and
permanent monitoring wells are requested to investigate the lateral and vertical extent of
the contamination. A human health risk evaluation will be performed to determine if
remediation is necessary. :

It is imperative that your access agreements be completed quickly and any disputes,
resolved promptly.

This request for a technical report is made pursuant to Water Code Section 13267, which
allows the Board to require technical reports from persons (dischargers or property OWNers)
whose activities may have an impact on water quality. You may be subject to
administrative civil liability of up to $1,000 per day pursuant to Water Code Section 13268 if
you fail to respond, respond late, or submit an inadequate response. Any extension in the
above deadline must be confimed in writing by Board staff.




| Please contact me at 510-567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc. files, D. Drogos
Mr. Adam Harris, Ms. Shari Kmenem SWRCB, P. O. Box 944212, Sacramentu
CA 94244-2120
’ Frank Hamedi-Fard, Enviro Soil Tech Consultants, 131 Tully Road, San Jose,
CA 95112
Ms. Cherie McCaulou, SFRWQCB

8_1_086 15505 Washington Ave Accoss
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July 14, 2006 : ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Mr.Mehdi Mohammadian  Mr. Satya Sinha fs'jg’)egg_;,_g;b%‘s”z"%”
Cal Gas ChevronTexaco FAX (510) 337-9335

155985 Washington Avenue 6011 Bollinger Canyon Rd.,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 K-2256
San Ramon CA 84583

Ms. Agnes Calleri Ms. Marjorie Kanyer Mr. Denis Brown
10901 Cliffland Avenue Bert Kubo Trust Shell Qil Products
Qakland, CA 94605 20321 Via Espana 20945 S. Wilmington Ave.
Salinas, CA 93908 Carson, CA 90810
Subject: Fuel Leak Case RQ0000374, Cal Gas Station. (Former Chevron #21-

1285), 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA, 94580
Attn: Ladies and Gentleman:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the case file for the
subject site including the June 8, 2006 Work Plan Addendum by Enviro Soil Tech
Consultants (ESTC). The work plan is a result of Water Board and County input and a
site visit by representatives of our offices along with Mr. Mohammadian and ESTC
representatives. Specific observations were noted during the field visit are reflected in
the revised work plan addendum, A total of ten geoprobe borings, three CPT borings
and three monitoring wells are proposed. We approve of the work plan addendum with
the condition that the following technical comments are observed when performing the
proposed work. ’

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. The number and locations of the proposed borings is accepted. The presence of
multiple water bearing zones beneath the site will be investigated by advancing CP
horings to an approximate depth of 50 fest. The presence of petroleum -
contamination in deeper soils should also be investigated using MIP (membrane
interface probe) or similar technology. We request that one additional boring, the
one northwest of MW-5, be advanced as a CPT boring prior to geoprobe boring.
Should access for the CPT rig be an issue, we recommend this boring be located as
close to the western property boundary as possible. We believe the four CPT
borings will identify the presence of multiple water bearing zones as well as identify if
these zones have been impacted by petroleum contamination. This will also identify
the depths to be sampled in the Geoprobe borings, which should be drilled after the
CPT borings.

2. Upon inspection of the irrigation well located at 15600 Lorenzo Ave., we concur that
the well appears not to been in any type of recent use and that sampling
groundwater in CPT borings in line with the well and former USTs would be an
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acceptable alternate to sampling the non-operational well. Please sample soil and
groundwater from all identified impacted or water bearing zones.

3. The locations of the proposed multi-level monitoring wells, MW-6, MW-7 and MW-8
are acceptable and appear appropriate to monitor both the lateral and vertical extent
of the plume.

4. You are reminded of the Future Action ltems praviously requested. Upon completion
of this plume delineation investigation, the following is requested:

Site conceptual model to be completed after this investigation
Feasibility Study

Corrective Action Plan

Soil vapor survey, if needed

Health Risk assessment

Aquifer Testing, if needed

cCocoo0oDogQ

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST .
Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Heaith according to
the following schedule:

o List of contacts to send access request letter.
o October 14, 2006- SWIi Report with SCM

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

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

ACEH's Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC) now request
submission of reports in electronic form. The electronic copy is intended to replace the
need for a paper copy and is expected to be used for ali public information requests,
regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. 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. 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 monitoring
wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over

the Internet. Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all
reports is required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the State Water
Resources Control Board for more information on these requirements
(hitp:/Awvww.swrch.ca.goviusticieanup/electronic_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: "t declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or
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recommendations contained in the attached document or report is frue and correct to the
best of my knowledge.” This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized
representative of your company. Please include a cover letter satisfying these
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 [eak 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) o 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, inciuding 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,

g 1

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: files, Donna Drogos
Mr. Adam Harris, Ms. Shari Knieriem, SWRCB, P. D Box 944212, Sacramento,
CA 94244-2120
Frank Hamedi-Fard, Enviro Soil Tech Consultants, 131 Tully Road, San Jose,
CA 95112
Ms. Cherie McCaulou, SFRWQCB

7_14_06 15585 Washington Ave
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DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

May 4, 2006 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harhor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Mr.Mehdi Mchammadian ~ Mr. Mark Inglis o (ona) 537533
Cal Gas ChevronTexaco

15595 Washington Avenue 6011 Bollinger Canyon Rd.,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 K-2256
San Ramon CA 94583

Ms. Agnes Callert - Ms. Marjorie Kanyer Mr. Denis Brown -
10901 Cliffland Avenue Bert Kubo Trust Shell Oil Products
Oakiand, CA 94605 20321 Via Espana 20945 S. Wilmington Ave.
' Salinas, CA 93908 Carson, CA 80810
Subject: Request for Amended Work Plan for Plume Delineation for Fuel Leak

Case No. RO374, Cal Gas Station (Former Chevron #21-1285), 15595
Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA, 94580

Attn: Ladies and Gentleman:

This letter is a collaborative effort to provide you with a unified regulatory directive by the
Alameda County Environmental Heaith (ACEH) and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, San Francisco Bay (Water Board) in an effort to expedite site characterization
and cleanup actions at the subject site. The ACEH is the reguiatory lead agency for this
case, but Water Board staff has been asked to provide assistance in technical matters
regarding the case. Please contact our office to arrange an on-site meeting to address
the comments and concerns presented herein.

This letter requests that you submit a revised or amended work plan no later than June
5, 20086, to fully delineate soil and groundwater pollution onsite and offsite, resulting from
spills and underground storage tank (UST) leaks at the site, and to lead to the
development of a comprehensive corrective action plan. As discussed below, this
information wilt help the ACEH and Water Board staff o assess the potential threat fo
human health and the environment.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED WORK PLAN

The ACEH and the Water Board staff reviewed the case file, including a Work Plan for
Proposed Soit and Groundwater Investigation dated September 20, 2004, prepared by
Environmental Soil Tech Consultants (ESTC). The scope of work is intended fo address
ACEH concemns:

o Offsite impacts to sensitive receptors (i.e., nearby irrigation well(s), adjacent
residential properties, potential for vapor intrusion impacts to indoor air, etc.)
o Source(s) of contamination
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o Lateral and vertical extent of contamination (i.e., requires detailed lithologic
mapping to identify shallow and deeper water bearing zones, high and low
permeable zones, aquitard compstency)

o Hydrogeology of the site and surrounding properties (i.e., mapping of
groundwater flow and hydraulic gradients)

n Potential migration pathways (i.e., mapping of underground utility lines)

Delineation of Pollution '
Groundwater monitoring data indicates that a dissolved-phase plume emanating from

the site has migrated offsite, the extent of which is unknown at this time. Potential
impacts to adjacent properties, including apartment complexes located immediately west
and north of the site, need to be assessed. Figure 5 from the 9/20/04 ESTC work plans
needs to be revised to show the proposed borings and well locations with respect to
buildings, landscaping, underground and overhead utility lines. For offsite plume
delineation, ESTC has proposed eight additional monitoring wells (seven offsite and one
onsite) in addition to the five existing wells. The work plan specifies that thrse of the
new wells {two offsite and one onsite) will be “nested”, constructed in a manner that
accesses two water-bearing zones, and allows for water level measurement of the
deeper zone to determine hydraulic gradient and groundwater flow direction.

The work plan proposed seven additional onsite soil borings, continuous core sampling,
and submittal of at least two soil samples per boring, to delineate the extent of soil
pollution. The plan also indicates that offsite soil impacts will be assessed, aithough it's
not anticipated to be encountered. All soil and groundwater samples will be analyzed for
site contaminants, including fotal petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline, diesel and waste
oil (by EPA modified 8015), and volatile organic compounds and fuel oxygenates (by
EPA Method 8260).

Based on our review of the case file, the revised work plan needs to address the
following technical comments.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Soil and Groundwater Investigation- Although the number of the proposed
borings and collection of groundwater and soil samples at 5 and 10 feet below
grade (fbg) may be adequate to define the extent of the pollution, it is suggested
that the revised work plan allow for additional borings, if needed, to adequately
define the extent of soil and groundwater poliution. The use of “expedited site
assessment tools” should be considered, including the use of cone penetrometer
testing (CPT) or membrane interface probe (MIP) direct-push technology, to
obtain more accurate data on soil types, identification of saturated and
unsaturated zones, and contaminant plume mapping to fully characterize source
areas, piume delineation, and the need for future data gap investigations. A
phased approach should be considered and menitoring weli locations and
construction should be based upon the CPT or MIP data to monitor the plume.
We request that you analyze both soil and groundwater samples from.all borings
for TPHg, BTEX, MTBE, fuel oxygenates and lead scavengers by EPA Method
8260, which will detect gasoline and fuel oxygenates in one run, rather then GC
method 8015.
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2.

Offsite Sensitive Receptor Survey- Access and sampling of an irrigation well
located at 15600 Lorenzo Avenue (330 feet down-gradient of the site), and
submittal of a completed Department of Water Resources (DWR) request form is
requested. The DWR form is needed to obtain the well design and construction
details. If needed, the ACEH can assist you in obtaining an access agreement
with the owner of this well to gain permission for sampling. Sampling of the well
must be performed under the supervision of ACEH. The water sample must be
analyzed for site contaminants, including TPH as gasoline and volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) by EPA Method 8260. The analytical results and DWR welt -
construction details must be documented in the investigation report.

Revised Site Plan- Please submit of a revised site plan showing proposed boring
locations for the soil and groundwater investigation, and show adjacent
properties contiguous with the subject site. It is recommended that the ACEH be
present to attend an onsite, pre-drilling fleld meeting to agree on the number and
locations of the proposed sampling points. At this time, all exploratory boring
location should be clearly marked and verified to be viable drilling locations (free

. of overhead and underground utilities).

Construction of Multi-level Wells- As stated above, we recommend the use of
CPT or MIP data to determine the most appropriate locations and construction
design for the wells. To assess the vertical extent of groundwater pollution,
ESTC has proposed one onsite nested well (MWE/MW8EA) and two offsite
(locations yet to be determined). Our agencies concur that if multiple water
bearing zones are identified, then a minimum of three wells will be needed to
obtain accurate groundwater gradient and flow data. We request well clusters or
multi-channeled wells for multi-level sampling. Our agencies will be available to
discuss the location and construction of these wells based upon real tims results
from your investigation. We request you submit cross-sections and rose
diagrams for groundwater gradient to support your decision-making. -

Procurement of Access Agreements. ACEH and Water Board staff will assist
you, if needed, in procuring signed access agreements to complete offsite soil
and ground water investigations and long-term groundwater monitoring, and if
needed, soil gas or data gap investigations. Additionally, a signed access
agreement is needed to obtain permission to sample any nearby well (irrigation,
municipal or private) that may be potentially impacted by site contaminants.
Please provide contact names and addresses so our office can send them an
access request letter.

Permeability testing — At least two soil samples from each boring are proposed to
be collected for hydraulic conductivity testing to provide data on the permeability
and flow barriers. The work plan did not specify the sampling interval, or the
intent of the testing. As stated above, permeability data can be obtained from the
CPT investingation, so physical testing may not be warranted. Aquifer testing
(not proposed) can provide valuable data on the competence of the aquitard, and
potential communication between overiying and underlying aquifers. Please
discuss this matter in more detail with the ACEH. '
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7. Project Schedule- The Project Schedule shall be incorporated into a revised work
plan that addresses these inter-agency concems. The State Board UST Cleanup
Fund policy recommends solicitation of muitiple bids at each major milestone.
Failure to obtain at least three bids may jeopardize the RP’s eligibility to receive
reimbursement of cleanup funds.

8. Future Action Items. Upon completion of this plume delineation investigation, the
following is requested:

Site conceptual model to be completed after this investigation
Feasibility Study '

Corrective Action Plan

Sail vapor survey, if needed

Health Risk assessment

Aquifer Testing, if needed

ooPOoOCcDo

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health according to
the following schedule:

May 19, 2006 — Onsite meeting to finalize scope of work plan

June 9, 2006 — Submittal of Plume Delineation Work Plan

June 16, 2006 — Submittal of completed DWR request form, water well sampling
results from 15600 Lorenzo Avenue, or written denial of sampling request from
property owner. List of contacts to send access request lstter.

o 90 days after Work Plan Approval- SWI Report with SCM

oCco

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

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

ACEH's Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC) now request
submission of reports in electronic form. The electronic copy is intended to replace the
need for a paper copy and is expected to be used for ail 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 Instructions.”
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. 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 ieaks from underground
storage tanks (USTs) have been required to submit groundwater analytical data,
surveyed locations of monitoring wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over
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the Internet. Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all-
reports is required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the State Water
Resources Control Board for more information on these requirements
(http:/fwww.swreb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic_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: "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 inciude a cover letter satisfying these
requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak
case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONGCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

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

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

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

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

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

Barmey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist
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Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp} Instructions

cc:  files, Donna Drogos
Mr. Adam Harris, Ms. Shari Knieriem, SWRCB, P. O. Box 944212, Sacramento,
CA 94244-2120
Frank Hamedi-Fard, Enviro Soil Tech Consultants, 131 Tully Road, San Jose,
CA 95112
Ms. Cherie McCaulou, SFRWQCB

Rev Joint let RO374 5_4_06
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- DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Dirsctor
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
November 3, 2005 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
i Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-B700

Mr. Mehdi Mohammadian  Mr. Mark Inglls FAX (510} 337-9535

Cal Gas ChevronTexaco
15585 Washington Avenue 6011 Bollinger Canyon Rd.,
‘San Lorenzo, CA 94580 K-2256

San Ramon CA 94583

Ms. Agnes Calleri Ms. Marjorie Kanyer Mr. Denis Brown

10801 Cliffland Avenue Bert Kubo Trust Shell Qil Products

QOakland, CA 94605 20321 Via Espana 20845 S. Wilmington Ave.
Salinas, CA 93908 Carson, CA 80810

Ladles and Gentleman:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO374, Chevron #21-12856 / Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

We have reviewed the fuel leak case fila for the subject site, including the July 8, 2005
Groundwater Monitoring Report, the September 20, 2004 Proposed Work Plan for Soll and
Groundwater Investigation and the June 8, 2005 Response Letter, prepared by Environ Soil Tech
Consultants (ESTC).

ACEH staff met with Mr. Frank Hamedi-Fard and Mr. Victor Cherven of Enviro Soil Tech on
October 13, 2005 to discuss issues related to these referenced documenis. Although the
Response Letter has several inadequacies, the most significant of which are discussed in the
technical comments below, we are not requesting that these reports be revised again at this time.

* In the interest of moving the project forward, we request that a revised work plan be submitted
that incorporates responses to the technical comments below. We request that you address the
following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and send us the reports described
below. -

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Regional Geologic and Hydrogeologlc Study- The June 8, 2005 letter stated due to the
short deadline for the response, this study could not be done. During our meeting, It was
shown the importance of this information. Your study should minimally include a review of
geologic data from nearby sites and construction diagrams from DWR for nearby wells. This
information is necessary to design your investigation.

2. Preferentlal Pathway Study- The June 8, 2005 ietter stated that utility maps and other data
related to near-surface receptors will be included in the Site Conceptual Model (SCM).

The evaluation of utilities and wells is necessary to design your investigation and determine if

~ the release from the site has impacted receptors. An active water supply well located 330’

down-gradient of your site at 15600 Lorenzo Avenue was previously identified and our

August 6, 2004 lefter requested that this well be sampled for TPHG and by EPA Method 8260

for BTEX, BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE, DIFE, TBA, EIOH, EDB, and EDC. We requested
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that you immediately pursue any off-site access agreements that you may need. and sample
this well by August 20, 2004, however, this has yet to be done. Please sample this well and
report your results as requested belaw. 4 :

3. Soll and Groundwater Investigation. The June 8, 2005 Response Letter reiterates the
' September 20, 2004 work plan where eight borings and eight new monitoring wells are
proposed. In our meeting, we discussed the randamne;s of the proposed borings and wells.
We believe a better approach would be the drilling; of borings along transects aligned
perpendicular to groundwater flow direction, down-gré;dlent of the source areas and then
determining locations of wells based on these resulls. We support the Expedited Site
Assessment approach, which could incorporate an on- -gite mobile lab or 24 hour turn-around
time, efc to obtain immediate results. However, it apﬁoears that access agreements would
need to already in piace to expedite the investigation. | We also discussed the use of CPT
borings to identify the presence of multiple water bedring zones in lisu of assuming the
existence of multiple zones at certain depths based upon borings from nearby sites. - We
request that you either well clusters or multi-channel wells to accomplish multi-level
groundwater sampling. Please modify your work plan 150 incorporate these approaches and
submit as requested below. ,
4. Hydrogeology and Groundwater Flow Condmons- The June 8, 2005 letter proposes to
send a minimum of two samples per boring to a materials testing lab for measurement of
hydraulic conductivity to address this item. At this tlme; we request that you gather detailed
lithologic information by continuously coring borings or t}fone penetrometer to understand the
hydrogeology at your site. We request that you prepare detailed cross sections and rose
diagrams for groundwater gradient fo address this liem and submit in the SWI report
requested below.

3. Slte Conceptual Model- During our mesting with ESTC, we explained the need for a site
conceptual model (SCM) In order to understand and test hypotheses on how the release
occuired, how it migrated and what receptors may be impacted. The SCM would be used to
identify data gaps and design an appropriate investigation to test the hypotheses. Thus a
SCM should exist from the start of the investigation as opposed to developing after acquiring
large amounts of data, whlch ‘may or may not be needed. We offered to present an example
of a SCM used on a site in our jurisdiction. Please provide your preliminary SCM based
upon your responses {o Technical Comments 1,2 & 3 as requested below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health according to the
. following schedule:

¢ December 5, 2005- Sampling results from 15600 Lorenzo Ave.
'+ January 5, 2006 — Revised Work Plan and Praliminary SCM
* 90 days after Work Plan Approval- SWI Report and Updated SCM

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

LECTR UBMITT, R

ACEH's Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC) now request submission of
reports in electronic form. The electronic copy s intended to replace the need for a paper copy
and Is expected to 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 instructions,” 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. (n September 2004, the SWRCE -
adopted regulations that require efectronic submittal of information for groundwater cleanup
programs. For several years, responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from undarground storage
tanks (USTs) have been required to submit groundwater analytical dats, surveyed locations of
monitoring wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet. Baginning July 1,
2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all reports is required in Geotracker (in PDF
format). Please visit the State Water Resources Control Board for more Information on these
requiremnents (hitp:/fwy anypiele ic I8 1)-

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:
°| declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or recommendations contained in the
aftached document or report Is frue and corract 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 enginearing
evaluations and/for 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, end 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

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

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as requestad,
we will consider referring your case fo the Regional Board or other appropriate agency, including
the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement actions. Callfornia Health and Safety
Code, 3ection 25209.76 authorizes enforcement including administrative action or monetary
penaities of up to $10,000 per day for each day of viclation.

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

Sincerely,

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions

cc: files, Donna Drogos
Mr. Adam Harris, Ms. Shari Knleriem, SWRCB P. O. Box 944212, Sacramento,
CA 94244-2120
Frank Hamedi-Fard, Enviro Sofl Tech Consultants, 131 Tully Road, San Jnsa CA 95112

ROO3T4 15565 Washington Ave 10_25_06
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AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

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

March 24, 2005 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
_ (510) 567-6700
_ FAX (510) 357-9335
Mr. Mehdi Mohammadian ~ Mr. Mark Inglis
Cal Gas ChevronTexaco
15595 Washington Avenue 6011 Bollinger Canyon Rd.,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 K-2256
San Ramon CA 94583

Ms. Agnes Calleri Ms. Marjorie Kanyer Ms. Karen Petryna

10901 Cliffland Avenue Bert Kubo Trust Shell Oil Products

Qakland, CA 94605 20321 Via Espana 20945 5. Wilmington Ave.
Salinas, CA 93908 Carson, CA 90810

Ladies and Gentleman:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO374, Chevron #21-1285 / Cal Gas, 15595 Washmgton Avenue,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

We have reviewed the fuel leak case file for the subject site, including the most recent
Groundwater Monitoring Reports from August 5, 2003 to July 20, 2004 and the September 20,
2004 Proposed Work Plan for Soil and Groundwater Investigation, prepared by Environ Soil
Tech Consultants (ESTC) and the September 17, 2004 Investigation Workplan from
ChevronTexaco. We are concerned with quality of the data presented in the monitoring reports
and the incompleteness and technical errors within the proposed work plan, We therefore, reject
the work plans as being incomplete and lacking the technical detail requested in our previous
August 6, 2004 Technical Directive letter.

The following technical comments are meant to illustrate the deficiencies of the technical report
submittals and their inability to meet requested due dates.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. The above referenced ETSC reports were delivered to our office on October 14,
2004. All of these submittals were received beyond their requested due dates, Even
the most recent requested report, the work plan, was to be submitted by September
22,2004,

2. The Regional Geologic and Hydrogeologic Study request was addressed in
ChevronTexaco’s September 17, 2004 Investigation Workplan, however, the
references recommended in the County letter were not used and it is deemed
incomplete. Only prior shallow borings from prior investigations were referenced
for this study,

3. The Sensitive Receptor. Survey requested was also addressed in CT’s work plan.
However, utility lines and trenches, cross-section maps, a study of historical land use
of the site and neighboring properties, aerial photos and Sanborn maps were not used.
Again, we find this survey incomplete,
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As part of the requested soil and groundwater investigation, you were requested to
supply our office with the names and addresses of those individuals where off-site
investigations are proposed to expedite this work. We have not received a list of
these individuals.

The Site Conceptual Model (SCM) requested is be subnutted after completing the
proposed work. This suggestion reflects a lack of understanding of what the SCM is
and how itis used. In fact, the theories from CT that the presence of impermeable
soils and the lack of preferential pathways have prevented significant contaminant
migration are part of your current SCM, which will be tested in the proposed work
plan. The results of your investigation serve to either support, refute or modify your
SCM and help to determine what additional information is necessary to validate the
SCM,

Our office has received work plans by ESTC and ChevronTexaco (CT). The work
plan from CT addresses only the areas associated with the 1986 Texaco investigation,
essentially proposing to duplicate the original investigation, however, expanding the

~ investigation to 40" bgs. The work plan by ESTC is different from that of CT. In

10,

11.

addition, not all areas with known contamination are proposed for investigation eg
SB-C and SB-D. Although CT offers to work with the other RP when performing the
work, it is unclear what work will actually be done. The ESTC investigation
proposes not to take groundwater samples because monitoring wells exist on-site.
However, considering there may be deeper areas of submerged contamination and
there are areas of impact where no monitoring wells exist, groundwater sampling
would seem prudent.

Nested Wells- .

The onsite well, MW-6, and possibly other off-site wells are proposed as nested 2"
wells. It is widely agreed that nested wells are not recommended for multi-level
groundwater sampling since leakage around the seals is difficult to prevent: Well
clusters or multi-level sampling wells are preferred alternatives. In addition, Figure 6
in the submitted work plan labeled as a nested well construction is not a nested well
at all. This type of error indicates either lack of knowledge or attention to detail that
is required in performing this type of work.

Interim Remediation was requested in the County s letter, but was not proposed in
your work plan,

The dating of the release(s) of MTBE was requcsted in the County’s letter, but was
not proposed in your work plan.

An estimation of MTBE contaminant mass flux was requested, however, this was not
proposed in your work plan.

A water supply (irrigation) well, located 330° from your site at 15600 Lorenzo Ave.,
was requested to be sampled and the results submitted with your work plan. It is
assumed that this work was not done since the sampling results were not submitted to
our office.

Errors within the Analytical Data Tables were noted in the County’s prior letter,
however, review of the submitted monitoring reports note the same errors in the
depth of perforation column and the indication of well screens being submerged or
not submerged. Well observations consistently state that no odor is observed even in
samples with up to 69,000 ppb TPHg and 200,000 ppb MTBE. The ETSC July 20,
2004 monitoring report states that the well construction in MW4 and MW5 may be
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the same as that in MW 1 through MW?3, “however, at this point, we have no
information regarding these wells.” The County finds this statement unreasonable,
since the well construction diagrams for MW4 and MW35 are readily available in the
- October 16, 1998 Toxichem, Inc., “Soil and Groundwater Investigation Results”
. report, located in the County files, The screen interval in MW4 and MW3 are from
10-20’bgs while those in MW-1 through MW-3 are from 5-15bgs.

12. The County requested that groundwater gradient be reported in both magnitude and
direction. The monitoring reports submitted failed to provide magnitude gradient
information. The data tables were requested to be e mailed to the County staff,
however, this has not been done. ,

13. Geo Tracker EDF submittals as required by CCR beginning September 1, 2001 were
requested for all analytical data. It is apparent that none of the submitted monitoring
reports were submitted to the Geo Tracker system and no reports are waiting for
County review.

14. The County letter requested that each report include conclusions and

‘recommendations for the next phase(s) of work. The submitted monitoring reports
only recommendation is to continue monitoring. ‘

15. All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to this office
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. This type letter was not attached to
any of the reports submitted.

These technical comments ¢learly illustrate that the work plan is unacceptable and therefore, must
be rejected. In addition, no extension for the submission of your work plan is granted and this
site is considered out of compliance. Please submit a work plan and technical reports to correct
the aforementioned items immediately. Please call me at (510) 567-6765 with questions.

Sincerely,

&%M%\

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

el

Ms. Shari Knieriem Mr. Adam Harris Ms. Terry Brazell
SWRCB SWRCB ‘ SWRCB

P.O. Box 944212 P.O. Box 944212 P.0O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 Sacramento, CA 25814

files, A. Levi, D. Drogos
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Ladies and Gentleman:

Subject: Fuel Leak Cese No. RO374, Chevron #21-1285 / Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San
Leorenzo, CA 94580

We have reviewed the fuel leak case file for the subject site, including the most recent Groundwater
Monttoring Reports from 2003, prepared by Environ Soit Tech Consultants (ESTC). We are concemed with
the high levels of the gasoline oxygenate Methyl tert-Butyl Ether (MTBE) at your site, the proximity of the site
to a downgradient water supply well, and the lack of sufficient data to appropriately characterize your sife.
This letter presents a request for full three-dimensional definition, investigation, and a propasal for cleanup of
g0il and water contamination (MTBE, petroleum products, and associated blending compounds and additives)
from the unauthorized release(s) at your site. You are hereby required to complete a Soil and Water
Investigation and prepare a Corrective Action Plan (CAP) for the subject site in accordance with Galifornia
Code of Regulations 23 CCR, Section 2720 - 2728; State Water Resources Conirol Board Resglution 92-49,
“Policies and Procedures for Investigation, Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges Under Water Code
Section 13304”; and with the Reglonal Water Quality Control Board {Regional Board) Water Quality Control
Plan for the basin. : -

The following technical comments address investigation and cleanup performance objectives that shall be
considered as part of the required Soil and Water Investigation and CAP. We request that you prepare and
submit a work plan for the Soil and Water Investigation by September 22, 2004, that addresses each of
the following technical directives.

Note, 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, All work
performed for your site, including field work, is required to be designed, interpreted, and overseen by the
appropriately registered professional.
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TECHNICAL DIRECTIVE
1. Reglonal Geologic and Hydrogeologic Study

The purpose of a regional geologic and hydrogeologic study is to identify the geologic and hydrogeologic
setting in the vicinity of your site. This data is then used to develop your initial Site Conceptual Model (SCM)
requested below, and determine the appropriate scope of investigation activities.

We request that you perform a study of the regional geologic and hydrogeclogic setting of your site by
reviewing the available technical literature for the area. Background information for your review includes but is
not limited to regional geologic maps, United States Geological Survey (USGS) technical reports and
documents, Department of Water Resources (DWR) Bulletins, Regional Water Quality Control Board reports
on the groundwater basin, data from contaminant investigations in the area, etc.

Provide a narrative discussion of the regional geologic and hydrogeoiogic setting obtained from your
background study. Use photocopies of regional geologic maps, groundwater contours, cross-sections, etc., fo
illustrate your results and include a list of technical references you reviewed (reference Technical Comment
#5 below). Report your resuits in as part of your SCM in the Work Plan requested below.

2. Preferential Pathway Study

The purpose of the preferential pathway study is to locate potential migration pathwéys and conduits and
determine the probability of the NAPL and/for plume encountering preferential pathways and conduits that
could spread contamination. Of particular concermn is the identification of abandoned wells and
improperly-destroyed wells that can act as vertical conduits to deeper water bearing zones, pumping wells in
the vicinity of your site, and manmade conduits for shallow migration.

We request that you perform a preferential pathway study that details the potential migration pathways and
potential conduits (wells, utilities, pipelines, etc.) for horizontal and vertical migration that may be present in the
vicinity of the site. Discuss your analysis and interpretation of the results of the preferential pathway study
(including the detailed well survey and utility survey requested below) and report your results in the Work Plan
requested below. Include an evaluation of the probability of the dissolved phase and NAPL plumes for all
constituents of concern encountering preferential pathways and conduits that could spread the contamination,
particularly in the vertical direction to deeper aquifers. The results of your study shall contain all information
required by 23 CCR, Section 2654(b).

a) Utility Survey

An evaluation of all utility lines and trenches (Including sewers, storm drains, pipelines, trench backfill,

- etc.) within and near the site and plume area(s) is required as part of your study. Submittal of map(s)
and cross-sections showing the location and depth of all utility ines and trenches within and near the site
and plume area(s) is required as part of your study.

b) Well Survey
The preferential pathway study shall include a detailed well survey of all wells {monitoring and

production wells: acfive, inactive, standby, decommissioned (sealed with concrete), abandoned
(improperly decommissioned or lost);, and dewatering, drainage, and cathodic protection weils) within a

20f 14
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1/2-mile radius of the subject site. As part of your detalled well survey, please petform a background
study of the historical land uses of the site and progerties in the vicinlty of the site. Use the results of your
background study to determine the existence of unrecorded/unknown (abandoned) wells, which can act
as pathways for migration of contamination at and/or from your site. Please review historical maps such
as Sanborn maps, aerial photos, etc., when performing the background study. Submittal of map(s)

 showing the location of all wells identified in your study, and the use of tables to report the data collected
as part of your survey are required. Include appropriate photographic prints, in stereo pairs, of historic
aerial photos used as part of your study. We also request that you list by date all aerial photographs
available for the site from the aerial survey company or library you use during your study. Please referto
the Regional Board’s guidance for identification, location, and evaluation of potential deep well conduits
(see Attachment 2) when conducting your preferential pathway study..

3. Soil and Groundwater Investigation

Results of investigation work performed at the site to date are insufficlent to characterize the nature and extent
of soil and groundwater contamination at the site. Investigetion work to date lacks sufficient depth discrete soil
analytical results to evaluate your site. Although strong petroleum odors (indicative of volatilization of COCs)
were noted in almost all of the boring logs of the wells and borings installed around the Zm'generation UST

- and the dispenser islands, no discrete soil samples were collected for chemical analysis. Soil samples
collected were composited along the borehole for analysis as a single sample and were ND for total fuel
hydrocarbons and BTX. These results cannot reliably represent soil contamination that may have -been
present at discrete depths.

Soll and groundwater investigations performed at the site have also been limited in depth. Numerous soll
borings were terminated at 15 bgs regardiess of whether areas of obvious contamination were observed at
the bottom of the borings. The boring logs indicate that obvious contamination was observed at completion
dépth thereby leaving the vertical extent of contamination undefined. Further, boring logs from subsequent
investigations at the site, also of limited depth, indicate the presence of root holes, and increasing sand and
gravel content at depths below 16" bgs, suggesting that a more permeable geology may underiie areas where
contamination was observed. Thus, the site consultants’ investigations have not been conducted to sufficient
depths to determine whether or not underlying more permeable strata may have been impacted. These strata
could be preferred pathways for off site migration of dissolved contaminants.

A review of geologic togs from fuel leak sites in the vicinity of the subject site suggest that permeable units are
present in the shallow aquifer beneath the subject site. Data from the Shell site at 15275 Washington Avenue
document the presence of silty sand and sand at depths of 23’ - 25 bgs to boring completion depths of 40'
bgs. The likelthood of coarse-grained sediments occurring beneath the shallow fine-grained sediments at the
subject site should have been anticipated by the consuitants working at the site (resulting from their regional
geologic and hydrogeologic study); the existence of extensive coarse-grained sediments at depths below 20'-
25’ bgs throughout the East Bay Plain is well docurnented in the technical literature’.

The shallow investigative work performed to date, along with the lack of a regional geologic evaluation by your'
consultants, negiected to consider readily available regionat geologic data. This has resulted in a failure to
investigate the uppermost preferential pathway for contaminant migration. To date, vertical definition of

! Atwater, B.F., C.W. Hedel, E.J.Helley, 1977, Late uaterna jonal History,_ Holocens e

Changes, and Vertical Crustal Movement, Southern San Francisco Bay, Califorgia. U.S. Geological

Survey Professional Paper 1014.
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source area(s) contamination and the possibility of off-site migration of dissolved contaminants in coarse-
grained permeable strata remains undefined.

Additionally, intermittent depth to water measurements from 1982 to current indicate groundwater has
fluctuated from 6.52’ to 16.5' bgs. However, a background investigation into the seasonal fluctuation in depth
to water for the area during the use of the site a gasoline station does not appear to have been performed.
Such data would assist in anticipating needed depths for investigation work, potentially identify timeframes of
releases at the site if submerged NAPL is present at depths consistent with periods of drought prior to the
1990s, etc.

a. Contaminant Plume Definition

The purpose of contaminant plume definition is to determine the three-dimensional extent of
centamination (MTBE, petroleum products, and associated blending compounds and additives} in soil
and groundwater from the unauthorized release at your site.

The three-dimensional extent of contamination in soll and groundwater at your site is undefined. The
results of recent groundwater monitoring indicate the presence of high levels of dissolved MTBE and
other patroleum products at your site. Up to 68,000 ppb TPHG, 340,000 ppb MTBE, and 11,000 ppb
TBA has been detected in groundwater. Potentially up to 12,500 ppb Benzene has been present at the
site however, previous detection limits for benzene have been too high to appropriately quantify
concenirations at your site. Up to 3,500 ppb MTBE has been detected atthe property boundaries ofthe
site, and the lateral extent of pollution appears highly variable and is undefined.

MTBE is highly soluble and very mobile in groundwater. Conventional monitoring wefl networks currently
installed at fuel leak sites are generally insufficient to properly locate and define the extent of MTBE
plumes. MTBE plumes ¢an be long, narrow, and erratic {meandering). Movement of MTBE plumes, as
with other dissolved contaminants, is primarily controlled by groundwater flowlines. These flowlines can
be dramatically affected by discontinuities and can drop vertically in certain parts of our groundwater
basins, such as recharge zones, cascade zones, and near pumping wells. Thus, the positioning of
current monitering well networks can miss the MTBE plume core, and the monitoring well's design can
incorrectly reflect the severity of the release. Therefore, we request that you perform a detailed,
expedited site assessment using depth discrete sampling techniques on borings installed along transects
to define and quantify the full three-dimensional extent of MTBE, TBA, Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons,
Benzene, and other contamination in groundwater.

A substantial part of your plume{s) should be defined with one mobiiization by using expedited site
assessment techniques af your site. The appropriately-qualified professionals performing field work at
your site will be using the data obtained from the field work to refine the initial three-dimensional
conceptual model of site conditions developed during the conduit study and review of background
information. Using expedited site assessment techniques, the appropriately-qualified professionals are to
analyze the field data as it is collected, refine the conceptual model as new data is produced and
evaluated, and modify the sampling and analysis program as needed, filling data gaps and resolving
anomalies prior to demobilization.

Please refer to the documents entitled "Strategies for Characterizing Subsurface Releases of Gasoline
Containing MTBE,” American Petroleum institute (API} Publication No. 4699, dated February 2000;
“Groundwater Remediation Strategies Tool,” APl Publication No. 4730, dated December 2003; and
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. ChevronTexaco's “Mass Flux Estimates to Assist Decision-Making Technical Bufletin,” dated June 2002
—Version 1.0; when proposing wells to monitor multipie groundwater zones. Additionally, expedited site
assessment tools and methods are a scientifically valid and cost-effective approach to define the three-
dimensional extent of the plume. Technical protocol for expedited site assessments are provided in the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) "Expedited Site Assessment Tools for Underground
Storage Tank Sites: A Guide for Regulators” (EPA 510-B-97-001), dated March 1997.

Discuss your propbsal for performing this'work in the work plan requested below. Report the results of
your investigation in the Soil and Water Investigation (Results of Expedited Site Assessment) Report
requested helow.,

Please note, we request that you immediately pursue any off-site access agreements that you
may need to complete your investigation activities In accordance with the schedule shown below.
ACEH will send the access request letter (see Attachment 1) to owners of the neighboring properties
where you propose to perform Investigation activities. Please provide us with the name and address of
the appropriate contacts for your off-site monitoring well locations by September 22, 2004.

b} Contaminant Source Characterization

The purpose of contaminant source characterization is to determine the nature and extent of free proguct
(liquid phase), petroleum saturated soils (residual phase}, and hydrocarbons dissolved in groundwater
(aqueous phase), and high concentrations of soll vapor {(vapor phase) that will continue to generate
dissolved phase contaminant plumes. Contaminant source characterization saiso includes
characterization of dissolved phase contamination and an estimation of contaminant mass in the source
area,

Work performed at your site has identified the presence of petroleum related contamination from current
and historic releases in multipie source area locations, including current and former UST locations and
pump islands, the nature and extent of which has been left undefined. Previous investigation work
performed at the site to date did not collect sufficient samples for analysis and borings were not
completed to depths sufficient to define the vertical extent of contamination. Additionally, limited soil
sampling results detected up to 16 ppm MTBE in soif at 10’ bgs with the vertical extent of this
contarnination left undefined. Also, a review of boring logs for the site appears to suggest that your
consuttants terminated all their borings when groundwater was encountered. Performing investigation
work in this manner neglects to investigate whether a submerged source zone(s) is present at your site.
Therefore, additional contaminant source area investigation is needed at your site.

We request that you perform a geologic investigation at and near your site installing exploratory borings
to determine (1) the vertical extent of pollution in your source area, and (2) identify site geology and
confirm stratigraphy that is unknown from your previous investigations. We request that source area
characterization be initiated at the start of the SWI phase of work.

Please position your borings to characterize the source and collect and analyze soil samples to define the
lateral and verticat extent of the. source area. Source area characterization and contaminant mass
estimations are needed to determine the necessity and aggressiveness of interim source cleanup and/or
dissolved phase mass removal. We request that you continuously core your borings and retain the cores
for future review. We recommend that you follow the procedures in the AP} Publication No. 4699
referenced above regarding identifying whether residual NAPL is present and to what depth. If free
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product is not detected in your borangs we request that they be converted toa monltonng pomt capable of
monitoring multiple groundwater zones.

work from this investigation will likely identify additionel data gaps that need to be filled to refine the site
conceptual model requested below.

Include your proposal for this work in the Work Plan requested below. Report the results of your
fieldwork, including your estimates of source area contaminant mass, in the Soil and Water Investigation
{Results of Expedited Site Assessment) Report requested below.

4, Characterization of Local Hydrogeology and Groundwater Flow Conditions

The purpose of this characterization is to understand the physical and geochemical characteristics of the
subsurface, which may affect groundwater flow, the breakdown (fate), migration {transport), and the
distribution of contaminants through the subsurface. Additionally, factors such as water level fluctuations,
gradient changss, local hydrogeology, groundwater extraction, and groundwater recharge acfivities {natural
and artificial) can significantly alter groundwater flow conditions. '

We request that you properly characterize the hydrogeology and groundwater flow conditions in the
vicinity of your site. During Soil and Water Investigation activities, we request that you gather detailed
lithologic information using borings, expedited site assessment sampling methods, or cone penetrometer

~ together with other methods to understand the hydrogeology at your site. The use of methods to understand
the hydrogeology, such as pumping tests, geophysical methods, etc., may be proposed. We request that you
continuously core borings at this site and prepare detailed boring logs. We require that you prepare the
following: detsiled cross sections, fence diagrams, structural contours, isopachs, and rose diagrams for
groundwater gradient. The rose diagram shali be piotted on groundwater contour maps and updated in all
future reports submitted for your site. Include plots of the contaminant plumes on your maps, cross sections,
and diagrams.

We also request that you evaluate local groundwater flow conditions and establish a site-specific localized
flownet that is dependent on geologic conditions and is reflected on detailéd geologic cross sections and fence
diagrams. Additional piezometers and/or monitoring wells/well clusters may be required to understand local
groundwater flow conditions. Report your results in the Soil and Water Investigation (Resuits of Expedited
Site Assessment) Report and the Soil and Water Investigation Completion Report requested below.

5) Project Approach and Investigation Reporting

We anticipate that characterization and remediation work in addition to what is requested in this letter will be
necessary at and downgradient from your site. Considerable cost savings can be realized if your consultant
focuses on developing and refining a viable Site Conceptual Model {SCM) for the project. ASCM is a set of
working hypotheses pertaining to all aspects of the contaminant release, including site geology, hydrogeology,
release history, residual and dissolved contamination, attenuation mechanisms, pathways to nearby receptors,
and likely magnitude of potential impacts to receptors. The SCM is used to identify data gaps that are’
subsequently filled as the investigation proceeds. As the data gaps are filled, the working hypotheses are
modified, and the overall SCM is refined and strengthened. Subsurface investigations continue until the SCM
no longer changes as new data are collected. At this point, the SCM is said to be “validated.” The validated -
SCM then forms the foundation for developing the most cost-effective corrective action plan to protect existing
and potential receptors.
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When performed properly, the process of developing, refining and ultimately validating the SCM effectively
guides the scope of the entire site investigation. We have identified, based on our review of existing data,
some initial key data gaps in this ietter and have described several tasks that we believe wil provida important
new data to refine the SCM. We request that your consultant develop a SCM for this site, identify data
faps, and propose speclfic supplemental tasks for future investigations. There may need to be
additional phases of investigations, each building on the results of the prior work, to validate the SCM.
Characterizing the site in this way will improve the efficiency of the work and limit its overall cost.

The SCM approach is endorsed by both industry and the regutatory community. Technical guidance for
developing SCMs is presented in API's Publication No. 4689 and EPA’s Publication No. EPA 510-B-07-001
both referenced above; and “Guidelines for Investigation and Cleanup of MTBE and Other Ether-Based
Oxygenates, Appendix C,” prepared by the State Water Resources Control Board, dated March 27, 2000,

The SCM for this project shall incorporate, but not be limited to, the following:

a) A concise narrative discussion of the regional geologic and hydrogeoiogic setting obtained from your
background study. Include a list of technical references you reviewed, and copies {photocopies are
sufficient) of regional geologic maps, groundwater contours, cross-sections, etc.

b} A concise discussion of the on-site and off-site gealogy, hydrogeology, release history, source zone,
plume development and migration, attenuation mechanisms, preferential pathways, and potential
threat to downgradient and above-ground receptors. Be sure to include the vapor pathway in your
analysis. Maximize the use of large-scale graphics (e.g., maps, cross-sections, contour maps, efe.)
and conceptual diagrams to illustrate key points. Include structural contour maps (top of unit) and
isopach maps to describe the geclogy at your site.

c) lidentification and listing of specific data gaps that require further investigation during subsequent
phases of work.

d) Proposed activities to investigate and fill data gaps identfied above.

e) The SCM shall include an analysis of the hydraulic flow system at and downgradient from the site.

Include rose diagrams for groundwater gradients. The rose diagram shall be plotted on groundwater

~ contour maps and updated in all future reports submitted for your site. Include an analysis of vertical
hydraulic gradients. Note that these likely change due to seasonal precipitation and pumping.

f) Temporal changes in the plume location and concentrations are also a key element of the SCM. In
addition to providing a measure of the magnitude of the problem, these data are often useful to
confirm details of the flow system inferred from the hydraulic head measurements. Include plots of the
contaminant plumes on your maps, cross-sections, and diagrams.

g) Several other contaminant release sites exist in the vicinity of your site. Hydrogeologic and
contaminant data from those sites may prove helpful in testing certain hypotheses for your SCM.
Include & summary of work and technical findings from nearby release sites and incorparate the
findings from nearby site investigations into your SCM. ‘

Repart the information discussed above in your initial SCM and include It in the Work Plan requested
below. Include updates to your SCM in the Soil and Water Investigation (Results of Expedited Site
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Assessment) Report requested below.
6} Interim Remediation

This section requests that you Initiate interim remediation at your site. Please note that additional remediation
may be required in the future based upon the results of additional investigation work at and near your site.

a) Source Removal

The purpose of interim source removal is to immediately remove the ongoing source that is continuing to
add mass to the plume and immediately begin removal of contaminant mass in the source area.

Interim cleanup is necessary to prevent dissolved phase MTBE and petroleum hydrocarbon pollution
from impacting or continuing to impact water supply aquifers, reduce the uitimate impact of the
unauthorized release on the resource, limit continued migration and growth of the MTBE and petroleum
hydrocarbon plumes, and reduce overall cleanup costs. We request that you initiate interim source
cleanup activities at your site. Report the resulits of your source characterization work, source area
contaminant mass estimates, and outline your proposal for source removal in the Soil and Water
investigation (Resuits of Expedited Site Assessment) Report requested below. Please document source
removal progress in the Quarterly Reports requested below.

b) Mear-Source Plume Control
The purpose of migration control is to prevent continued creation of a dissolved contaminant plume. '
Due to the high levels of MTBE detected at your site, and your sites proximity to a nearby receptor, we
request that you implement migration control. We recommend pump and treat to contro! migration of
MTBE contamination. Please outline your proposal for migration conirol -in the Soil and Water
Investigation (Results of Expedited Site Assessment) Report requested below. Please document
migration control progress in the Quarterly Reports requested below.

7. Date of Unauthorized Release of Methyl tert-Butyl Ether

The purpose of dating the unauthorized release is to assist in the determination of the rate of iranéport of
MTBE in groundwater.

Please determine (1) the approximate time frame of the MTBE release first occurring at your site, (2) the-use
history of MTBE at your site, and (3) the history of all unauthorized releases and spills at your site. Using
chromatographs from previously-analyzed samples, the laboratory should be able o quantify the level of
MTBE present during previous sampling events. Report your findings in the Soill and Water Investigation
(Results of Expedited Site Assessment) Report requested below.

Additionalty, if you have any MTBE data previously collected at your site that has not bean submitted
to ACEH, please submit this data immediately and update cumulative data tables accordingly.
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8. Groundwater Contaminant Plume Monltoring

The purpose of groundwater contarinant plume monitoring is to determine the three-dimensional movement
of the plume, the rate of plume growth, and the effectiveness of cleanup activities.

Once the extent of the plume(s) is defined, we request that you install permanent monitoring wells capable of
monitoring depth discrete zones and/or monitoring well clusters (screened at appropriate discrete depths with
appropriate length of screen) and piezometers to monitor the three-dimensionat movement of the plume. We
request that you use the detalled cross sections, structural contours, isopachs, and rose diagrams for
groundwater gradient developed for Technical Comment 4 above, to determine the appropriate locations and
designs for monitoring wellsfwell clusters and piezometers that are needed to appropriately monitor the
three-dimensional movement of the plume. To appropriately evaluate your site, your monitoring wells/wel
clusters will need to be screened in the perneable zones with screen lengths that match the stratigraphic
sequence. Sand pack for these screened intervals will not be greater than 5 fest in length. The number of
piezometer/wells should be sufficient to evaluate all permeable zones.

include your proposal for the installation of welis/piezometers in the work plan requested below. We request
that wells be installed in transects. Please refer to the guidance document by AP! Publication No. 4730
referenced above regarding transects. We recommend that you submit your proposal for the installation of
monitoring wells/well clusters and piezometers to ACEH for comment prior to installation. Report on the
installation of wells/piezometers in the Soll and Water Investigation (Results of Expedited Site Assessment)
Report and the Soil and Water Investigation Completion Report.

We request that you monltor the groundwater contaminant plumes on a quarterly basis. Additional
wells will be required to define the downgradient extent of the plume if it continues to migrate. Discuss the
results of your plume monitoring in the Quarterly Reports requested below. Discuss the results of your plume
monitoring in the Quarterly Reports requested below. Pleass compile your monitoring data on cross-sections,
include groundwater contours, and rose diagrams for groundwater gradient. We require that Quarterly Reports
contain a discussion of the results of your piume monitoring, in particular whether the results are conslstent
with the SCM. Be sure to point out any anomalies in the data, and include recommended activities to
investigate and resolve those data anomalies.

We request that you perform an EPA Method 8260 analysis for BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE, DIPE, TBA, EDB,
and EDC on groundwater samples from all monitoring wells for the next two quarters, ata minimum. Include
cumulative analytical data tables for these compounds {columns for both EPA Method 8020/21 and 8260
results) in your Quarterly Reports with ND results reported as a less than (<) the detection limit value. We
request that you review the results of your analysis after the 2 quarters of monitoring and if any of the above
compounds are detected at your site and are judged to be of concern (pose a risk to human health, the
environment, or water resources), provide recommendations for incorporating these compounds into your
regular monitoring schedule. Also, we request that site maps included in future reports for the site show the
locations of all current and former USTs, dispenser islands, monitoring wells, and soil horings.

Additionally, we note that the detection limits for BTEX analysis of your groundwater samples frequently
exceed the regulatory required detection limits by up to 5 orders of magnitude. These detection limits are too
high to appropriately characterize the contamination at your site. We request that you work with your lab and
perform analyses appropriate to achieve regulatory detection limits for all contaminants of concern. .
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9. Estimation of Methyl tert-Butyl Ether Contaminant Mass Flux

The purpose of estimating contaminant mass flux is to determine the contaminant mass that is moving
through the subsurface over time relative to a known transect (¢.g., a property boundary). This can provide an
approximate estirnate of the potential threat or nuisance to a receptor, and possible attenuation (degradation)
of the plume,

We request that you estimate MTBE contaminant mass flux using plume transects or fences located
perpendicular to the MTBE plume. Please refer to the following guidance documents regarding mass flux
estimates: AP! Publication No. 4730 and the ChevronTexaco document dated June 2002, both referenced
above. We recommend the use of expedited site assessment tools and/or appropriately-screaned monitoring
wells (sand pack for the screened intervals not greater than 5’ in length) to provide data for these estimates.
In deciding the location of transects and developing mass flux estimates, please consider the variable
dissolution of MTBE from the source. Please report your results in the Soil and Water Investigation (Results
of Expedited Site Assessment) Report requested below.

10. Corrective Action Plan

The purpose of the CAP is to use the information obtained during investigation activities to propose
cost-effective final cleanup objectives for the entire contaminant plume and remedial alternatives for
soil and groundwater that will adequately protect human health and safety, the environment, eliminate
nuisance conditions, and protect water resources.

A CAP for the final cleanup of contamination {(MTBE, petrcleum products, and associated blending
compounds and additives) in soll and groundwater caused by an unauthorized release at your site will be
requested upon completion of your Scil and Water Investigation in accordance with the schedule specified
helaw. The CAP shall detail at least three technically and economically feasibie methods to restore and
protect beneficial uses of water and to meet the cleanup objectives for each contaminant established in the
CAP. The CAP must propose verification sampling and monitoring to confirm completion of corrective actions
and evaluate CAP implementation effactiveness.

11) Analyze Groundwater Sample from Water Supply Well

An active water supply well is located 330" downgradient of your site at 15600 Lorenzo Avenue. We request
that you collect a water sample from this well and analyze it for TPHG and by EPA Method 8260 for BTEX,
BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE, DIPE, TBA, EtOH, EDB, and EDC. Report the results of your analysis in the
Work Plan requested below.

We request that you immediately pursue any off-site access agreements that you may need to sample
this well and complete your activities In accordance with the schedule shown below. ACEH will send
the access request letter (see Attachment 1) to the owner of the property containing the well. Please provide
us with the name and address of the appropriate contacts for your well sampling by August 20, 2004.

12. Analytical Data Tables
The cumuiative groundwater data tables in technical reports submitted for your site appear {o be incompiete.

Examples of deficiencies include but are not fimited to: tabulated data is distributed and in some cases
duplicated in two separate tables, .data for all constituents of concemn are not tabulated, incorrect
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concentrations are reported, data regarding depth of well screens are reported incorrectly or not reported at
all, efe,

Quarterly Reports submitted for this site are required to include cumulative data tables containing all analytical
results, groundwater measurements, groundwater elevations, free product thickness, presence of sheen,
explanation for not sampling well(s), screen intervals, efc., from all previous and current groundwater
monitoring events for all wells monitored in relation to this site. We request that your gauging and analytical
data tables be combined into one table to facilitate presentation of this data and that the layout of the data
follow the format of Table 1 of your latest quarterly report. Additionally, we request that your fulure depth
discrete groundwater monitoring data be incorporated into your tables. Please update your cumulative
groundwater data tables to include this information and include in all future Quarterly Reports submitied for
this site.

Additionally, we request that data tables from Quarterly Reports for this site be e-mailed to ACEH
(bamey.chan@acgov.org) at the time the reports are submitted to our agency.

13. Groundwater Gradient

Woe note that groundwater monitoring reports depict only the direction of the groundwater gradient and often
depict it incorrectly. Groundwater gradient has both a magnitude and a direction. We specifically request that
you review alf your histotic groundwater monitoring data and determine both the magnltude and direction of
groundwater gradient. Use rose diagrams to depict your results. We request that you also report vertical
gradient measurements from your multi-level wells or well clusters, Report your results in the Work Plan
requested below and update your rose diagrams in all future reports submitted for this site.

14. GeoTracker EDF Submittals

A review of the case file and the State Water Resources Control Board's (SWRCB) GeoTracker website
indicate that electronic copies of analytical data have not been submitted for your site. Pursuant to CCR
Sections 2729 and 2729.1, beginning September 1, 2001, all analytical data, including monitoring well
samples, submitted in a report to a regulatory agency as part of the LUFT program, must be transmitted
electronically to the SWRCB GeoTracker system via the interet. Additionally, beginning January 1, 2002, all
permanent monitoring points utilized to collected groundwater samples (i.e. monitoring wells) and submitted in
a report to a regulatory agency, must be surveyed (top of casing) to mean sea level and latitude and longitude
to sub-meter accuracy, using NAD 83, and transmitted elecironically to the SWRCB GeoTracker system via
the internet. :

~ In order to remain in regulatory compliance, please upload all analytical data (collected on or after September
1, 2001}, to the SWRCB's GeoTracker database website in accordance with the above-cited regruilation.
Please perform the electronic submittals for applicable data and submit verification to this Agency by
September 22, 2004,

REQUEST FOR ADDITONAL INFORMATION

ACEH's case file for the subject site contains the technical reports listed below. You are requested to submit
copies of any other reports you may have documenting additional investigation activities or other work related
to the UST systemn and/or your site by September 22, 2004.
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October 17, 1988, GTI, Inc., "Subsurface Hydrocarbon Investigation,” for Texaco

December 4, 1992, GT], Inc., “Report of Sampling Activiies,” for Tracy Federal Bank

August 23, 1993, EGC, Inc., “Groundwater Sampling & Analysis {15563 Washington Ave), for Callahan
December 6, 1995, Cambria, “Investigation Work Plan,’ for Calleri '

October 16, 1998, Toxichem, Inc, “Soll and Groundwater Investigation Results,” for Calleri

Fabruary 11, 2000, ESTC, “Work Plan,” for Mohammadian

May 15, 2000 (2 different versions same date), ESTC, “ Preliminary Off-Site Soil and Groundwater
Assessment, ¥ (REJECTED REPORTS), for Mohammadian

The following Quarterly Monitoring Reports:

+ May 3, 1994, Texaco, for Texaco

s February 6, 1996, Cambria, for unidentified party
« March 15, 1999, Toxichem, Inc, for Equiva

s May 14, 1999, Toxichem, inc, for Equiva

The following Quarterly Monitoring Reports prepared by ESTC for Mohammadian:
~ June 8, 2000, (2 different versions same date)
September 6, 2000 (2 different versions same date)
December 6, 2000

March 12, 2001

June 13, 2001

September 5, 2001

December 27, 2001

April 4, 2002 (2 different versions same date)

July 12, 2002

October 25, 2002

February 4, 2003

April 29, 2003

& & & & ¢ 2 & & B & S

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit technical reports to ACEH (Attentlori: Mr. Barney Chan), according to the following schedule:

September 22, 2004 - Work plan for Soil and Water Investigation with results of completed preferential
pathway study and initial SCM

110 Days From Work Plan Approval - Soil and Water Investigation (Resuits of Expedited Site Assessment)
Report with work plan for Soll and Water Investigation Completion

. 180 Days From Approval of Soil and Water Investigation (Resuits of Expedited Site Assessment)
Report with work plan for Soil and Water Investigation Completion - Soil and Water Investigation
Completion Report '

90 Days After Submittal of Soil and Water Investigation Completion Report - Corréctivé Action Plan

September 15, 2004 - Quarterly Report for the Third Quarter 2004
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December 15, 2004 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth Quarter 2004
March 15, 2005 - Quarterly Report for the First Quarter 2005

June 15, 2005 - Quarterly Report for the Second Quarter 2005
September 15, 2005 - Quarterly Report for the Third Quarter 2005
December 15, 2005 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth Quarter 2005

These reports are being requested pursuant to Section 25297 of the California Health and Safety Code, ACEH
requests this report utitizing the Regional Water Quality Control Board’s authority defined under Section 13267
of the California Water Code. Each report shall include conclusions and recommendations for the next
phases of work required at the site. We request that all required work be performed in a prompt and timely
manner. We have proposed a schedule for the submittal of the Soil and Water Investigation Report and the
CAP. Revisions to the proposed schedule shall be requested in writing with appropriate justification for
anticipated delays. .

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to this office must be accompanied by &
cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the following: "I declare, under penaity of
perjury, that the information and/or recommendations contained in the attached docurnent or reportis 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 requiremnents with all future reports
and technical documents submitted for this fuel leak case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFIﬁATION

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that work plans
and technical or implementation reports containing geolegic 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 professionat 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 follow up. Enforcement follow up may include administrative action or
monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each day of violation of the California Health and Safety Code,
Section 25299.76.
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If you have any guestions, please call Mr. Barney Chan at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

Donna L. Drogos, P.E.

LOF Program Manager

Enclosures

cC:

Ms. Shari Knieriem Mr. Adam Harris - Ms. Terry Brazell
SWRCB SWRCB SWRCB -

P.O. Box 944212 P.Q. Box 844212 P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 - Sacramento, CA 95814

A. Levi, B. Chan, D. Drogos
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
PAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

November 3, 2003 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

_ . (510) 567-6700
Ms. Terry Brazell FAX (510) 537-9335
State Water Resources Control Board
Underground Storage Tank Program
1001 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Ms, Brazeli:
Subject: Naming of Responsible F’aﬁies, RO0000374, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave.,

San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Alareda County Environmental Health (ACEH) named the Kubo Trust, ChevronTexaco, Mr. and
"Mrs. Calleri, and Mr. Mchammadian responsible parties, as defined under Califomnia Code of
Regulations, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 16 {California Underground Storage Tank Regulations),
Article 11, Section 2720. Section 2720 defines a responsible party (RP) four ways.

First: ,
"Any person who owns or operates an underground storage tank used for the storage of any
hazardous substance.” '
Second:
"In the case of any underground storage tank no longer in use, any person who owned or
operated the underground storage tank immediately before the discontinuation of its use.”

Third: :
" "Any owner of property of property where an unauthorized release of a hazardous substance
from an underground storage tank has occurred.”

Fourth: _
"Any person who had or has control over an underground storage tank at the time of or following
an unauthorized release of a hazardous substance.”

ACEH identified responsible parties'for this site as follows:

Mr. and Mrs. Calleri owned the property from August 1974 to June 1983. The Calleris' were the
last owners and operators of the second generation USTs which remained in place at the site
through 1886 and from which an unauthorized release was documented in August 1986. Thus
the Calleris’ meet the second definition of an RP.

ChevronTexaco owned the property from June 1883 to December 1988. The second generation
of USTs remained in place at the site at this time however ChevronTexaco reportedly did not
store nor dispense fuel at the site during their ownership. ChevronTexaco removed the second
generation USTs in 1986. A petroleum release was confirmed in August 1986 when monitoring
wells were installed and soll and groundwater contamination were detected.  Thus
ChevronTexaco meets the third and fourth definitions.

Mr. Bertram Kubo owned the property from December 1986 to June 1990, Mr. Kubo installed
(February 1987), owned, and operated the third generation USTs at the site. Thus Mr.
Kubo/Kubo Trust meets the third and fourth definitions. :
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Mr. Mohammadian has owned the property from June 1990 to date. Mr. Mohammadian owned
and operated the third generation USTs. In 1998, a significant release(s) of MTBE to
groundwater was reported indicating a new unauthorized release occurred at the site. Thus Mr.
Mohammadian meets the first, third, and fourth definitions.

Therefore, the County determines that the four responsible parties identified above have been
properly named.

The SWRCB issued order WQO 2002-0021, which responded to the petition of Mr.
Mohammadian for review of Alameda County's Nofice of Revision to Responsible Party
Designation (to remove Texaco and the Calleris’ from the list of responsible parties). ltem 2 of
the order’s conclusion states, “It is not appropriate for-an LOP agency to remove a person who
has been properly named as a responsible party for cleanup of an unauthorized release at a site
unless it finds, by a preponderance of the evidence, that constituents from that party’s release,
when taken in conjunction with commingled constituents from another release(s) that have similar
effects on beneficial uses, do not contribute to the need for cleanup at the site.” Further, Page 11
of the order states “What the County did not consider, and what must be determined by the
County on remand, is whether the constituents atiributable to the release that occurred during or
prior to the Calleris’ ownership and which persisted at the site while Texaco owned the property,
taken in conjunction with the other constituents at the site having similar effects on beneficial
uses, are contributing to the current need for corrective action.”

ACEH staff has reviewed the historical data from the 1986 subsurface investigation for the site
and has determined the following:

« Up to 220 pph Benzene, 380 ppb Toluene, and 680 ppb Xylene were detected in water
‘samples collected from the site. ‘

¢ Water samples were not analyzed for TPHG.

« Monitoring well(s) were not installed in the area of nor immediately downgradient of
where the highest groundwater contamination was detected, north of the pump Islands.

* Although strong petroleum odors were noted in the boring logs of the wells and borings
installed around the second generation USTs and the dispenser islands, no discrete soil
samples were collected for chemical analysis. Soil samples coliected were composited
along the borehole for analysis as a single sample and were ND for total fuel
hydrocarbons and BTX.

+ Soil borings were terminated at 15" bgs regardless of whether areas of obvious
contamination were observed at depth. The boring logs indicated that obvious
contamination was observed at completion depth thereby leaving the vertical extent of
contamination undefined. Further, boring logs from subsequent investigations at the site,
also of limited depth, indicate the presence of root holes, and increasing sand and gravel
content at depths below 16" bgs, indicating that a more permeable geology underlies
arsas where contamination was observed. To date, vertical definition of source area(s)
contamination rernains undefined at the site.

In considering the above data, absent the presence of the recent MTBE release, there is not
sufficlent information to close the fuel leak case. RPs would be asked to perform additional soil
and groundwater sampling and analysis, particularly in source areas, in order for ACEH to
evaluate the site. The lack of sufficient tachnical information regarding the 1986 investigation
prevents the case from meeting current case closure standards.
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ACEH has designated Mr. Mohammadian as the primary responsible party for the subject site.
Data from the site indicates that an unauthorized release(s) occurred during Mr. Mohammadian's
ownership and operation of the USTs. Up to 340,000 ppb MTBE was detected in groundwater
samples from the site in 1998. Currently, the lateral and vertical extent of MTBE and petroleumn
hydrocarbon contamination remains undefined. The elevated levels of MTBE require immediate
investigation and remediation of the site, by the primary RP Mr. Mohammadian.

The MTBE release(s) from the third generation UST system have commingled with the release(s)
from the second generation UST system. How much of a contribution release(s) from the second
generation USTs make to the site in terms of corrective action and costs is uncertain. However,
source area pollution from the second generation UST system could confribute some component
of cost to the current corrective actions, including remediation of the source area(s). Although we
cannot apportion costs nor responsibility for comrective actions among the RPs (this is a civil
rhatter), it appears the majority of responsibility for corrective actions at this site belongs fo the
primary RP, Mr. Mohammadian.

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

Sinceraly,

&%M%@_

Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: A. Levi, D. Drogos, B. Chan
Mr. Stephen Morse, SFRWQCB, 1515 Clay St., Ste. 1400, Oakiand, CA 94502-6577
Ms. Marjorie Kayner, 20321 Via Espana, Salinas, CA 93908
Mr. M. Mohammadian, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
Mrs. Agnes Calleri, 10901 Cliffiand Ave., Qakland, CA 94605
Ms. Mary 8. Taylor, 100 Pringle Ave., Suite 830, Walnut Creek, CA 94596-3582
Mr. Jeffery L. Podawiltz, Glynn & Finley, LLP,
100 Pringle Ave., Ste. 500, Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Ms. Karen Streich, ChevronTexaco, P.Q. Box 6012, San Ramon, CA 94583-2324
Mr. David Boyers, Esq., Office of Chief Counsel, SWRCB, 1001 | St., 22™ Fioor,
P.Q. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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August 4, 2003 ' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alamada, CA 94502~ 657’?
. . {510} 567-8700
Ms. Majorie Kayner FAX (510) 337-9335
Bertram Kubo Trust .

20321 Via Espana
Salinas, CA 93908-1261

Dear Ms. Kayner:

Subj ect: Naming of Responsible Party, RO0000374, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave.,
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (LOP) has named the Bertram

Kubo Trust a "Responsible Party," as defined under California Code of Regulations, Title 23,

Division 3, Chapter 16 (California Underground Storage Tank Regulations), Article 11, Section
"2720. Section 2720 defines a responsible party 4 ways.

First:
" Any person who owns or operates an underground storage tank used for the storage of any
hazardous substance."

Second:
"In the case of any underground storage tank no longer in use, any person who owned or operated
the underground storage tank immediately before the discontinuation of its use.”

- Third:
"Any owner of property of property where an unauthorized release of a hazardous substance from
an underg:'ound storage tank has occurr :

Fourth:
" Any person who had or has control over an underground storage tank at the time of or followmg
an unauthorized release of a hazardous substance.”

It appears that the Bertram Kubo Trust meets the third and fourth definitions of a responsible

party. As noted in the Notice of Responsibility, should you disagree with this action, you may
file a petition to the State Water Resources Control Board.

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

Sincerely,

MM Chaw

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist
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RO0000374

Ms. Mzjorie Kayner

Bertram Kuba Trust

Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
Page 2

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos
Mr. M. Mohammadian, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
Mrs. Agnes Calleri, 10901 Cliffland Ave., Oakland, CA 94605
Ms. Karen Streich, ChevronTexaco, P.O, Box 6012, San Ramon, CA 94583-2324
Mr. David Boyers, Esq., Office of Chief Counsel, SWRCB, 1001 I St., 22" Floor,
P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES (1)

AGENCY «?
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

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

_ ' (510) 567-6700
July 2, 2003 FAX (510) 337-9335 -

Mr. Mehdi Mohammadian
Cal Gas

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Subject:  Fuel Leak Case Ne. ROD000374, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Aveﬁue, San Lorenzo,
CA

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

Thank you for your letter dated June 6, 2003. We' did discuss by telephone your above
referenced fuel leak site on December 17, 2003. You discussed non-technica! concems you had
regarding the oversight Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) has provided for your
case which were specific to your petition before the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB). Additionally, you had a specific ailegation concemning ACEH staff. We also discussed
the contamination present at your site, including the high levels of the gasoline oxygenate MTBE,
and the need for investigation and cleanup of contamination at your site.

As we discussed, the pefition process before the SWRCB provides responsible parties for fuel
leak sites a process by which actions of the regulatory agency on a case can be reviewed. A
decision by the SWRCB on a petition is binding upon ali parties. A decision on your case was
rendered by the SWRCB on Navember 19, 2002, During our phone conversation | expiained to
you that | would not be addressing issues that were part of your petition as a decision had already
been rendered on your petition by the SWRCB. Your fax of December 17, 2002, contained
documents you submitted to the SWRCB regarding the petition and as such is covered under the
SWRCB's decision. Regarding your allegation against ACEH staff, upon further discussion
during our conversation you were unable to substantiate your allegation with specific evidence
and refracted the allegation as being meraly a figure of speech.

Since our conversation, ACEH’s fuel leak caseload has been redistributed among the staff and
Mr. Bamey Chan has been assigned to your case. At this time | am reviewing the technical
reports for your site and the petition order as it pertains to responsible party identification issued
by the SWRCB with your caseworker. When we have completed our review we will contact you
discuss the site.

If you have any questions please me at (510) 567-6721.

Donna L. Drogos, P.E.
LOP Program Manager

cC: A. Levi, T. Wiggins, B. Chan, D. Drogos
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: (510) 567-6700 -
January 25, 2002 FAX (510) 337-9335

Mrs. Rita Sullins o

Arrow Rentals DL
187 North L Street

Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Groundwater Monitoring at 187 North L Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Mrs. Sullins:

| have completed review of Aquifer Sciences, inc's December 2001 Semi-Annual
Groundwater Monitoring, November 2001 report prepared for the above referenced site.
During the November 2001 sampling event, groundwater was measured at depths of
approximately 43 feet below top of casing (TOC), or near the bottom of wells W-1s, W-3s
and W-Es. Wells W-3s and W-Es did not contain sufficient water for purging or sampling.
In the future, if groundwater levels drop below 40 feet below TOC, the other onsite wells
{(W-A, W-1, and W-B) should be sampled instead.

Also 0.14 feet of floating product was measured in well W-1s in November 2001,
Whenever free product is measurable, interim corrective action should be implemented to
remove free product. Interim reports of free product removal should be submitted quarterly
for review. :

Finally, after eight years of monitoring, petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations remain
elevated in groundwater. Since groundwater within the Livermore Basin is a source for
potable water it is necessary that a remedial action plan be prepared for the cleanup of
groundwater beneath the site. You may wish to reconsider the dual-phase extraction
system proposed by Woodward-Clyde in 1994 or any other appropriate remediation
system. Please submit a remedial action plan for review within 90 days of the date of this
letter, or by April 29, 2002.

If you have any questions, | can be reached at (510) 567-6762,

oszola

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

email: Baeck Sterbentz, Aquifer Sciences
Danielle Stefani, Livermore-Pleasanton Fire Dept.

arrow 14
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1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-6700

STID 1360 . FAX (510) 337-9335

Mehdi Mohammadian
Owner/Operator -

Cal Gas

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, California 94580

Subject: Operating permit for Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San
Lorenzo, CA 94580 '

Dear Mr. Mohammadian: \ | ;

This letter is intended to guide you, the owner/operator, in the proper management of
the underground storage tanks (USTs) located at the subject site and to describe
actions necessary for compliance with the permit conditions.

The installed system at the above location includes three double wall fiberglass motor
vehicle fuel tanks. All components of the fuel delivery system are continuously
monitored for releases. Tank leak detection is performed continuously in the annular
space of the USTs. The double wall fiberglass reinforced piastic pressurized piping is
monitored continuously at the submersible turbine sump (STP). The electroni¢ monitor,
Gilbarco EMC, is configured to shut down the appropriate turbine(s) if the monitor is in
alarm as a result of a product detection in the STP. In the fail safe configuration, the
Gilbarco EMC will also shut down the turbines if power to the monitor is disconnected.
The dispenser containment pans are monitored with an electronic liquid sensor to
shutdown the flow of product if liquid is present in the containment pan. '

The used oil tank is alsc a double wall fiberglass UST. -Leak detection is provided by a
sensor continuously monitoring the annular space. Used oil is filled directly through a
straight drop into the tank. Overfill prevention is accomplished by visually checking the
level of used il in the tank while adding oil from a container with a capacity of less
than 25 gallons. _ -



Cal Gas
June 11, 2001
page 2 of 3

. Compliance with. the following conditions isa requnrement of the permit to
operate:

1." Perform leak detection using the sensors and monitoring system as described
above and in your tank management plan. Retest of the secondary '
containment is required within six months of installation. The testing shall be
performed no later than November 18, 2001. Contact this ofﬂce for the
procedures to be used in the testing.

2. Provide a qualified maintenance contractor for the annual inspection of the
entire UST system. The required annual certification by your contractor may
take place concurrently. ‘

3. Annually perform operational tests on the electronic monitoring equipment
employing factory certified technicians. Maintain records of all maintenance
performed on the tank system for no less than three years. The secondary
containment shall be tested every three years using the protocol used to test
the integrity during installation. .

-4, Maintain written records of all liguid alarm conditions and their resolution.
Maintain certification of financial responsibility with documentation on-site.

5. Provide employee training and document such training necessary to operate a
retail fueling station including but not limited to responding to fuel spills and
emergencies. '

6. Report unauthorized releases to this office within 24 hours of discovery.
Provicle a written report within five working days. :

7. Any changes in momtonng equipment must be pre-approved by this office prior
to implementation.

8. Report c'hanges in facility operator or tank ownership within 30 days of the
change.

!

9. Maintain a copy of the operating permit and operating conditions on-site.




Cal Gas
June 11, 2001
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This permit expires on May 17, 2006. If you have any questions regarding the
operation of this tank system piease contact me at {510) 567-6781.

Sj%
Robert Weston : ' 5{

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialis

enclosure

¢ Susan Hugo, Manager, ACDEH
Scott Seery, ACDEH




" ALAMEDA COUNTY ®
- HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

® 05230 /

RO

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERV!CES
. ENVIBONMENTAL PROTECTION
_ May 22,2001 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577 :
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FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Jack Ottovich
15600 Lorenzo Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

State Well No. 35S /3W 12 14

RE: Investigation of gasoline release at 15525 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo
Dear Mr. Ottovich:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health (ACDEH) is directing the
investigation of a gasoline release associated with the underground storage tank (UST) system at
a retail service station located at 15595 Washington Avenue. This service station, located on the
corner of Washington and Via Enrico, is very close to your home,

This office is aware of the 1rr1gat10n well located on your property. Imgatlon and other pumping
wells that are in proximity to UST release sites can often affect the way contaminants move
through the aquifer, and pose a potential risk to both the well user and deeper water- bearing
zones.

For your information, samples collected from a series of monitoring wells located on the service
station property have identified the presence of high concentrations of gasoline components in
shallow groundwater beneath the site. Most noteworthy of these is the compound methyi-tert
buty! ether, or MiBE. You may have heard recently of the issues surrounding MtBE and its use
in gasoline sold in California.

The extent of this release is currently unknown, as the occurrence of MtBE in groundwater has
only recently been determined. Consequently, the investigation will be expanding in scope.
Although progress is somewhat stalled at this time due to ancillary issues, we anticipate that the
investigation will extend into the coming year and beyond before all is known, and that your
irrigation well will become the focus of future sampling efforts.

Until such fime as we have a better understanding of the nature and extent of this release, and the
physical and geological factors which control the movement of the underlying ground water and
associated gasoline plume, we request that you not use your well for any purpose until advised
otherwise.




Mr. Ottovich

RE: investigation at 15595 Washington Ave.
May 22, 2001

Page20f2

This agency would like to thank you in advance for your cooperation with this important requést.
Please feel free to contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about this case.

v
Lo
tt O. Sgbry, CHMM

Hézardous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,

cc: Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
' Lori Casias, SWRCB
Emmanual Da Costa, Alameda Co. Public Works Agency
951 Turner Ct., Ste. 300, Hayward, CA 94545-2651
Mehdi Mohammadian, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
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AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director pob"ﬂ.l—
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De-cembel' 18, 2000 © ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700

STID 1360 : _ FAX {510} 337-0335

Mehdi Mohammadian

Cal Gas :
15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

. RE: Cal Gas (aka Linda Shell), 15595 Washington Avenue —.Soil and Water Investigation

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

As you have been made aware, this office has found the recent Geoprobe® investigation completed by
your consultant, Enviro Soil Tech Consultants (ESTC), unacceptable. Our position is based on several
technical and regulatory concerns that arose during oversight of the project. In addition, laboratory data
enclosed with the ESTC quarterly monitoring and sampling reports are also unacceptable for reasons
similar to those identified during review of their Geoprobe® project. The noted technical and regulatory
issues supporting these decisions were presented in previous correspondence from this office dated
October 24 and December 15, 2000.

At this time, you are required to repeat the off-site investigation in order to generate acceptable data.
Acceptable data are necessary to further the development of the Site Conceptual Model (SCM) for the
MtBE release at the site, and to facilitate the scoping of any future work. An outline of the SCM
framework was provided to you previously under cover dated March 16, 2000, and another copy is
enclosed herein. All future work must strive to address data gaps that the evolving SCM may still

present,

You are to advise this office, within 30 days of the date of this letter, when you have selected a qualified
consultant to complete the off-site investigation and continue quarterly well monitoring, sampling, and
reporting. Once notified, this office will schedule a technical meeting to discuss the specific tasks to be
completed during the course of the project.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about the content of this letter.

Sincerely,




Mr. Mohammadian

- Re: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo
December 18, 2000

Page 2 of 2

Attachment

cc: Tom Peacock, ACDEH
- John Creighton, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Allan Patton, SWRCB UST Fund
Anne Hartridge, SWRCB Office of Chief Counsel
P.O. Box. 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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Appendix C

Site Conceptﬁal Model Reports

The Site Conceptual Model (SCM) is a written or graphical representation of the release

scenario, site characteristics (geology, hydrogeology, etc.) and the likely distribution of
chemicals at the site. It links potential sources to potential receptors through transport of
chemicals in air, soil, and water. It also provides a framework for the entire project and a
communication tool for regulators, responsible parties, and other stakeholders. The goals of the
conceptual model are listed below:

* Identify how the distribution of chemijcals is changing in space and time
* Identify potential current and future receptors
* Identify environmental issues that need to be addressed

Reporting 7 .

Reports submitted to regulatory agencies are by necessity specific to the type of information they
are presenting. They may contain a summary of activities, backup data to support conclusions,
etc. A report that attempts to convey a representation of a SCM needs to meet the goals listed .
above. To meet these goals, investigation reports usually, at a minimum, contain the following

- elements: - :

Text - _
Site Description, Land Use, and Water Use
Chronology of Events

Site Stratigraphy and Hydrogeology

Well and Conduit Study

Estimation of Release Mass (if available)
Source Removal Activities

Remediation Activities

S =V R NETER .

Figures

Site Location Map '

Site Vicinity Map with Receptor Wells :
Site Map with Groundwater Gradients, Cross Section Lines, and any known'
preferential pathways '
Site Map with Isoconcentration Contours _

-Cross Section - long axis of plume

Cross Section - short axis of plume

Cross Section of Regional Geology (optional)

Concentration vs. Time Plots for Each Well

Concentration vs. Distance (optional)

el b

LN

Tables
i. Groundwater Elevation Data
2. Groundwater Analytical Data
3. Soil Analytical Data '

FINAL DRAFT FINAL DRAFT " Page 150f20
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December 15, 2000 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
i : ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 1360 (510) 567-6700
FAX (510} 337-9335

Frank Hamedi-Fard
Lawrence Koo, P.E.

Enviro Soil Tech Consultants
131 Tully Road

San Jose, CA 95111

Re:  Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo

Dear Messrs. Hamedi-Fard and Koo:

We are in receipt of your November 22, 2000 correspondence sent in response to the October 24,
2000 correspondenoe from this office presenting our concerns regarding the recent off-site
Geoprobe investigation and the May 15, 2000 Enviro Soil Tech Consultants (ESTC) report
documenting this project. We are also in receipt of additional copies of the ESTC June 6 and
September 6, 2000 quarterly reports, as well as May 15 report, all of which were attached to
your recent correspondence. Reports appear to present limited revisions that include new maps
showing modified groundwater flow directions, where applicable, and well elevations converted
to elevations relative to MSL.

Your November 22™ correspondence fails to present information sufficient to mitigate the .
regulatory issues and concerns and technical oversights that arose with ESTC’s involvement with
this project. In addition, upon closer scrutiny of particular project elements and the related ESTC
reports, further issues and concerns have arisen, as follows:

e  Priority Environmental Labs (mistakenly identified in the October 24™ correspondence as
Performance Environmental Labs) is not certified by the Department of Health Services
(DHS), Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP), for conducting analyses
for regulatory purposes, pursuant to provisions of California Health and Safety Code (HSC)
Sec. 100825 et seq. This lab lost its certification after January 31, 1998. :

Using an uncertified laboratory is a violation of HSC Chapter 6.7, Sec. 25298.5.
Consequently, all data generated by this lab since ESTC began working on this
environmental investigation are unacceptable.

¢ We have been informed that Alameda County Public Works Agency (ACPWA)
encroachment permits do not allow encroachment onto private property without the express
permission from the owner of the property. We understand that this requirement applies even
if the portion of private land in question is within a county-owned easement or right-of-way,
and independent of whether or not the area is delineated as a public thoroughfare (i.e.,
sidewall or street).




Messrs. Hamidi-Fard and Koo

Re: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo
December 15, 2000 '

Page 2 of 2

¢ The Water Resources Program of ACPWA requires the issuance of a drilling permit to
complete borings or wells in the project area. ACPWA does not have a record that a drilling
permit was issued for the sub_]ect Geoprobe® project, and a copy of the drilling permit was
not enclosed with the May 15 report. It appears, therefore, that a drilling permit was not
issued.

» Both the initial and resubmitted copies of the May 15" report include a tabulation of soil and
water analyses data, enclosed in Appendix “A” of each report as Tables 1 and 2, respectively.
These tables present the laboratory results for some common gasoline components (TPH-G,
BTEX). Both tables also purport to present the results of the analyses of particular fuel
oxygenates {TBA, TAME, and ETBE), as well as a general category for the remaining 8260B
analytes All fuel oxygenates and remaining 8260B compounds (which would include MtBE
in this format) are repotted to be at concentrations of <0.01 mg/kg for soil, and <0.005 ug/!
for water.

As was discussed in the October 24" correspondence, no laboratory report has been provided
to date to support that any of the fuel oxygenates, other than MtBE, have been sought in
samples submitted to a certified laboratory.

You have requested the opportunity to redo the Geoprobe® investigation. Although it is true that

- your client, Mr. Mohammadian, will be required to repeat this project, it will be up to him to hire
the appropriate environmental contractor for this effort. A separate letter addressing the need to
repeat this project will be sent to Mr. Mohammadian shortly.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about the content of this
letter.

Sincerely,

om Peacock, ACDEH
John Creighton, Alameda Co. District Attorney’s Office (QIC 21001)
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Allan Patton, SWRCB UST Fund
Anne Hartridge, SWRCB Office of Chief Counsel
P.O. Box. 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
Mehdi Mohammadian, Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RO# 344
October 24, 2000 : ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
‘ 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 1360 © Alameda, CA 94y502a-r6577
: (510} 567-6700
Mehdi Mchammadian FAX (510) 337-9335
Cal Gas
15595 Washington Avenue -

San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Frank Hamedi-Fard

Enviro Soil Tech Consultants
131 Tully Road

San Jose, CA 95111

Re: Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo
Dear Messrs. Mohammadian and Hamedi-Fard:

This office received on September 26, 2000 the Enviro Soil Tech Consultants (ESTC) report
entitled “Preliminary Off-site Soil and Groundwater Assessment for the Property Located at
15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, California” dated May 15, 2000. This report was fo
document the off-site assessment work ESTC performed on April 18, 2000 in conformance with
the scope of work proposed in the ESTC workplan dated February 11, 2000, as modified in
correspondence from this office dated March 16, 2000. We are also in receipt of the ESTC
quatterly sampling reports dated June 6 and September 6, 2000, both received in this office on
September 21, 2000.

You were advised in the March 16, 2000 correspondence from this office that the off-site
assessment report was to be submitted within 45 days of the completion of field activities. That
~ schedule would have required the report to be submitted on or around June 2°°, This office,
however, received the cited report on September 26™, more than 5 months following the
completion of field activities. This late submittal is unacceptable on a number of fronts: first, it
 fails to comply with a condition of the approval of the ESTC workplan; second, it violates the
sense of urgency this assessment project was intended to address.

During my two visits-to the project site on April 18", it became apparent that ESTC was not
adhering to the approved scope of work. Upon my initial arrival to the project site, I observed
approximately thirteen (13) acetate-liried soil cores in the bed of Mr. Hamedi-Fard’s pickup truck.
These cores were lying in-full sun with no provision given for appropnate storage or cooling.
Standard professional practice and acceptable sampling protocol require that such samples be
quickly cooled to 4° C or lower immediately after collection, and that each be maintained in that
condition until such time as they are analyzed by the laboratory. Mr. Hamedi-Fard stated that he
preferred to log the cores in the “controlled environment” of his San Jose office, and that
someone would be by to pick them up shortly. He also stated that these cores would be stored in
a refrigerator at that location until logged and sections selected for submittal to the laboratory.
This practice is unacceptable, as are the laboratory data generated from them.
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Messrs. Mohammadian and Hamedi-Fard

Re: Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo
October 24, 2000 '

Page 2 of 3 ‘

In addition, the approved scope of work reduced the number of borings to be emplaced along Via
Enrico from the proposed 13 to 7, and increased the number along Lorenzo Avenue from 3 to 5.
Hence, only 12 borings were requested. This change in boring density stemmed from an increase
in boring spacing from the proposed 20’ to 40°, [ brought this issue to Mr, Hamedi-Fard’s
attention during the second of my two visits to the project site. The gaps between borings 12 - 15
essentially reflect this late change in boring spacing that afternoon.

I was also surprised to see that a number of borings were advanced along Lorenzo Avenue not in
the sidewalk, but through the lawns of the private residences/apartments on the east-side of the
street. The approved scope of work indicated such borings would be emplaced on public
property, i.e., through the sidewalk. I understand from Mr. Hamedi-Fard’s responses to my
inquiries that day that permission from these private property owners was neither sought nor
received. This issue makes little difference from a technical perspective; however, permission
for conducting this work on private property must be sought prior to initiating the work. If in fact
permission was not received, this is an unprofessional way of performing the investigation. Such
conduct was not, nor will it ever be, endorsed by this office.

The approved scope of work for the off-site assessment also specifically requested that other fuel
oxygenates, in addition to methy] tert butyl ether (MtBE), be sought in collected water samples.
You were both advised that the contracted laboratory would have to be informed of this so that
they would be prepared to analyze for them, as these compounds are not on the standard list of
analytes for EPA Methods 8260B or 8020/8021. Review of the Performance Environmental Labs
analytical report sheets for samples collected and analyzed during this assessment project indicate
that none of the requested additional oxygenates were reported by the laboratory. Perhaps these
data were simply omitted from the ESTC report. However, if the laboratory initially failed fo
analyze samples for these additional compounds, and ESTC failed to follow-up with the lab to
ensure that they did, the approved scope of work was, again, not adhered to.

The off-site assessment report also fails to provide any specific or reliable information regarding
the collection of soil and water samples from the completed Geoprobe® borings. For example,
how were the soil samples-eventually sent to the laboratory selected from the soil cores? How
were water samples collected? Did you use a bailer or a pump? Were the borings purged before

- sampling? If so, what volume of water was removed first, and what was used to determine

purging adequacy? Were temporary well screens placed into completed boreholes before
sampling, or were water samples simply collected through the drill pipe? These details require
“fleshing-out”, as currently, this report lacks any details sufficient to address these points.

I also notice from my review of the cited off-site assessment report, as well as the latest two
ESTC quarterly reports, that the site monitoring wells and off-site Geoprobe® borings were
recently resurveyed using an “assumed” elevation benchmark of 100°. Please note that all wells
are expected to be surveyed to elevations relative to Mean Sea Level (MSL). This is a long-
standing practice and requirement for environmental investigations of this sort. Consequently, all
well and borehole elevations, as well as measured water levels, are to be converted to, and
associated data presented in, elevations relative to MSL in 2ll future reports.
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Re: Cal Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo
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And lastly, the latest two ESTC quarterly monitoring reports present maps (Figures 2) intended to
illustrate both stabilized water elevations in each of the on-site wells and calculated groundwater
flow directions during the reporting periods. In the case of both reports, the illustrated flow
directions appear in conflict with the reported water elevations. Both reports indicate an identical
west-northwest flow direction, yet the presented water elevation data clearly suggest a southwest
flow in both instances. Either the water elevation data, or the illustrated flow directions, are in
error, or, perhaps, both. This report element needs to be clarified and corrected, as in current
form, these data are erroneous.

At this time, you are directed within 30 days of the date of this letter to submit the following
information: '

e  Submit the certified laboratory reports for the previously requested fuel oxygenates TBA,
ETBE, and TAME, that were to be generated from water samples collected during the off-site
Geoprobe® assessment project, or provide an explanation why you cannot provide them

»  Submit a complete and detailed description of the soil and water sampling, and sample
selection, practices employed during the course of the Geoprobe® off-site assessment. -
Submit water sampling field sheets.

e Submit corrected groundwater elevation and gradient maps for the 5/24/00 and 8/24/00
sampling events

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about the content of this
letter,

Sincerely, ) 4 i

cc: Tom Peacock, ACDEH
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund _
Anne Hartridge, SWRCB Office of Chief Council
P.O. Box. 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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Anne M. Hartridge

State Water Resources Control Board
Office of Chief Councﬂ

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

RE: SWRCB/CWP File No. P99-198, Petition of Mehdi Mohammadian, 15595
Wasmngton Blvd., San Lorenzo, Alameda County, CA

Dear Ms. Hartridge

This letter is sent to clarify some of the points in your August 25, 2000 correspondence
that memorializes our August 22™ telephone conversation. You should by now have
received the 8/23/00 correspondence from this office with the documents requested in
your ongmal letter dated August 11, 2000,

During our telephone conversatlon, I agreed to contact the Petitioner’s attorney, Jeffrey
Widman, and request that he search his records for a copy of an 8 page facsimile that was
reportedly sent by him to Allan Patton on 6/8/99. Mr. Widman was to be contacted as I
could not locate the requested document in this agency’s files.

I contacted Mr. Widman on 8/22/00 and requested he look for the requested document,

asking that he send it to you directly when it was located. Mr. Widman called me this

morning indicating the specified document could not be found. I asked that he convey
- this information to you directly, which he agreed to do.

There still appears to be some confusion regarding the so-called “as-built” drawings. As
we discussed, to my knowledge, there were never any professionally-drafted, blue-line
engineering prints submitted prior to the installation of the current tanks, nor does it
appear that there have been any submitted since. As we also discussed, Dick Fahey
submitted his version of “as-built” drawings in the form of a few bare-bones, hand-
drawn maps and attachments. These drawings are dated 1/29/86, 2/6!87 and 4/3/95. The
4/3/95 drawing appears to be a redated copy of the 1/29/86 map.
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These drawings appear to be the best representations that we have of the tank
conﬁguration for this facility.

I am not aware of a “note to the file” dated 1/28/97. You listed in your ongmal August
114 correspondence, however, a reference to an “unknown™ document of that date,
apparently from Diablo Petroleum. I brought to your attention during our telephone
conversation that I was not aware of a document of that date from Diablo Petroleum. I
also mentioned that the referenced date seemed a bit suspect, as the record reflects that
Diablo Petroleum had been out of business since 1990. In support of that, I directed your
attention to Dick Fahey’s correspondence to Bert Kubo dated 4/4/95. Mr. Fahey states in
his letter that, as of December 17, 1990, “.,.Diablo Petroleum was no longer in business
at that time.” I am not aware if Mr. Fahey’s statement is correct or not.

It would be helpful if you would send a copy of the 1/28/97 reference to me so that [ may
place it into a context that would assist my search.

* Your original August 11" correspondence requested a copy of a four page facsimile dated
9/6/95 that was sent to Mary Swanson. You reportedly had a (partial) copy of the
facsimile cover sheet from this office on that date, but not the transmitted document
itself. During our telephone conversation I informed you that I believed, based on the

* timing and sequence of events of that time, the referenced facsimile cover sheet was used
to transmit a copy of the 8/31/95 RWQCB letter sent to the various parties involved in
this case. This RWQCB letter was sent in the wake of a Pre-Enforcement Review Panel
{PERP) meeting held some weeks before, and established the list of responsible parties
(RP) for this case based on the facts available to the PERP at that time.

You may recall that during our telephone conversation, [ initially could not locate the
referenced 9/6/95 facsimile cover sheet. For reasons I am still not clear on, a date of
“3/31/95” for the referenced facsimile then arose as our conversation and my file search
continued. During a search for the 3/31/95 facsimile transmittal, I discovered the 9/6/95
. facsimile cover sheet. Although there were a few documents discovered on and around

the 3/31/95 date (including a 3 page facsimile dated 3/31/95 - a two page letter plus cover
sheet - from Mary Swanson and sent to this office), no documents from that “new” date
were specifically requested. My records reflect that, at that point, the only request on this
front was for me to send a full copy of the 9/6/95 facsimile cover sheet, as the one in your
copy of the record was cut off at the bottom. This has been done.
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I trust this information clarifies these points. Please let me know if more light can be
shed on the referenced document dated 1/28/97 so that I might be better eqmpped to
narrow down oy search for it. I may be reached at (510) 567-6783.

Sincerely,

~ Scott O. Seery, CHMM
Hazardous materials Specialist

(v Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protection, ACDEH
Tom Peacock, ACDEH

Mary 8. Taylor, Esq.
101 Ygnacio Valley Road #330
‘Walnut Creek, CA 94596

James Wesley Kinnear, Esg.
Makoff Kinnear Council P.C.
20 California Street, Ste, 201
San Francisco, CA 94111

Bernard Rose, Esq.

Randick & O’Dea

1800 Harrison Street, Ste. 2350
Oakland, CA 94612 .

Jeffrey P. Widman, Esq. _
84 West Santa Clara Street, Ste. 690
San Jose, CA 95113
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STID 1360

Anne M. Hartridge

State Water Resources Control Board
Office of Chief Council

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812- 0100

RE: Response to request for additional information for SWRCB/CWP File No. P99-
198, Petition of Mehdi Mohammadian, 15595 Washmgton Blvd., San Lorenzo,
Alameda County, CA

Dear Ms. Hartridge

This letter and attachments are sent following our telephone conversation yesterday and
in response to your letter dated August 11, 2000 in which you requested some additional
information from the subject case file. ‘

- Please find attached copies of the following documents, presented in the order in which
they were originally requested in your 8/11/00 letter:

» A copy of the Blaine Tech Services, Inc. report as it appears in our case file, and as
submitted under Texaco cover dated Mayl 3,1994,

e A copy of Dick Fahey’s 4/4/95 hand-written letter with attachments, inciudiﬁg a site
. drawing with tank cross-section and section notes. This site drawing and section
- appear to be originally dated 1/29/86, and then redated 4/3/95

Acopyofa hand-drawn as-built” drawing from Dick Fahey dated 2-26-87. Note
~ thatthe date stamp on the reverse side of this drawing — 95 Mar 14 - appears to
- correspond well with Mr. Fahey’s letter date of 3/10/95.

Both the ongmals and color copies of the requested transparency and photograph are
enclosed.

»
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* A copy of the Cohen, Nelsen & Makoff letter dated August 10, 1995. This letter
includes attachments dated 7/31/85, 11/1/84, and 6/13/83.

* A complete copy of the facsimile cover sheet dated.9/6/95 addressed to Mary

- Swanson as transmitted from this agency. As we discussed, the letter transmitted .
under this cover was most likely the four page RWQCB letter dated 8/31/95 that
presented the outcome of the local Pre-Enforcement Revxew Panel and assignment of
the “responsible party” deszgnatlon

* As we discussed, it appears that any and all plplng drawings and plot plans available
to this agency should now be in your possession.

* Mr. Widman was contacted yesterday. I requested that he submit directly to you a
copy of the 6/8/99 facsimile transmitted from his office to Allan Patton.

I have also enclosed with this letter copies of six (6) digital images I took this afternoon
to give you an idea of the current state of the facility and associated improvements.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you need any additional information.

Sincerely, 7

Scott O. Seery, CHMM
: ‘Hazardous materials Specialist

Enclosures (addressee, onlj')

éc: | See attached list
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ce: Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protectmn ACDEH
Tom Peacock, ACDEH :

- Mary S. Taylor, Esq.
-101 Ygnacio Valley Road #330
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

James Wesley Kinnear, Esq.
Makoff Kinnear Council P.C.
20 California Street, Ste, 201
San Francisco, CA 94111

Bernard Rose, Esq.

Randick & O’Dea

1800 Harrison Street, Ste. 2350
Oakland, CA 94612

Jeffrey P. Widmah, Esq.
84 West Santa Clara Street, Ste. 690
San Jose, CA 95113
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1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700

STID 1360 FAX (510) 337-9335 _

Mehdi Mohammadian

Cal Gas

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

RE: Cal Gas (aka Linda Shell), 15595 Washington Avenue — Soil and Water Investigation
Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

T am in receipt of the February 11, 2000 Enviro Seil Tech Consultants (ESTC) workplan for the continued soil ans
water investigation (SWI) associated with the referenced site. This ESTC workplan, due January 10, 2000, was
received by this office on February 25®. As submitted, ESTC proposes the installation of a series of Geoprobe®
“push-tool” borings in locations south and west of the subject site from which groundwater and soil samples will 1
collected for eventual laboratory analyses.

The cited ESTC work plan has been accepted for this preliminary stage of work at this site with the following
modifications and clarifications:

1. ESTC proposes 13 borings along the south-side of Via Enrico and 3 along the east-side of Lorenzo Avenue ir
locations most adjacent to the subject site. A 20 spacing between borings is proposed. This boring density
reflects earlier discussions with Mr. Hamedi-Fard (ESTC). After further consideration of this case, however,
this boring configuration shall be modified.

Increase to 40° the distance between each boring along both alignments. This will reduce the resultant nembe
of borings along Via Enrico from 13 to 7, but will provide similar coverage overall. In addition, increase the
number of borings planned along Lorenzo Avenue, from the 3 proposed, to 5. This modification will allow fi
160° of coverage along Lorenzo Avenue, and better reflects the reported historic groundwater flow
characteristics calculated from well data derived from the subject site. In this last configuration , the first
boring of the Lorenzo Avenue alignment shall be emplaced near the northeast corner of the intersection with
Via Enrico. '

2. Every other boring shall be continuously cored and lithologically logged to total depth explored. The

remaining borings may be advanced and logged as proposed.

3. Should only one soil sample be collected for laboratory analyses from each boring, that sample shall be the o1
collected from the apparent capillary fringe. Additional soil samples from other sample intervals will be
required for laboratory analyses if subjective field evidence indicates impacts from fuel hydrocarbons.

4. Water samples shall be collected from boreholes in a manner that will minimize or eliminate the loss of any

- volatile constituents. The use of a mini-bailer is acceptable for this purpose. What is not acceptable is the uss
of a peristaltic pump, airlift pump, or a length of tubing and ball-check valve.
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Mr. Mohammadian

RE: 15595 Washington Blvd., San Lorenzo
March 16, 2000
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5. In addition to analyses for the gasoline additive methyl tert-but);l ether (MtBE), other fuel oxygenates are to t
sought in collected samples. Samples are to be analyzed for the presence of: tertiary butyl alcohol (TBA),
' tertiary amyl methyl ether (TAME), and ethyl tertiary butyl ether (ETBE). Because the ether oxygenates and
TBA are not included in the standard list of analytes for EPA Method 8260B or 8020/8021, these additional
compounds must be specifically requested when submitting samples to the laboratory for analysis,

For your information, Senate Bill (SB) 989 was signed into law by Governor Davis on October 8, 1999. SB 989
directs the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) to identify areas most vulnerable to releases of MtBE,
prioritize resources, and develop investigation and cleanup guidelines. The SWRCB MtBE cleanup guidelines ha
now been drafted, and prescribe the step-wlse process in development of a Site Conceptual Model (SCM). A SCA
required for all MtBE release sites, is the progressive assemblage of information regarding the distribution of
chemicals at a site, its hydrologic setting, geology, surrounding land use, well lecations, and existing and projecte:
Wwater use patterns. The SCM functions as the framework for the investigation, remediation, and ultimately the
closure of the site.

‘Attached to this letter you will find a copy of Appendix C, derived from the referenced SWRCB MtBE guidance.

Appendix C provides a format for your consultant to follow when putting together the SCM for this site. You are
requested to ensure that your consultant adheres to this format when submitting the report documenting this phase
and subsequent phases, of work at your site.

In addition, the MtBE guidance now requires that interim remedial action (IRA) be implemented at sites where
persistent concentrations of 10,000 ug/l MtBE or more in groundwater have been identified. Your site appears to
meet that criterium. The assessment work that will be conducted within the coming 6 months will dictate whether
or not you will be required to implement IRA at this site,

You are directed at this time to implement the ESTC SWI workplan, as modified, within 30 davs of the date of thi
letter. You are also directed to reinsta lin; monitoring of the on-site wells within this same ti1

frame (30 days). The report documenting this phase of the investigation, including the re-initiation of well
sampling and monitoring, shall be submitted within 45 days following completion of field activities.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or comments, and to advise when field work

" has been scheduled.

Sincerely, / /

Attachment

cc:  Robert Weston, ACDEH
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Jeffrey Widman, Esq., 84 West Santa Clara Street, Ste. 690, San Jose, CA 95113
Frank Hamedi-Fard, Enviro Soil Tech Consultants, 131 Tully Rd., San Jose, CA 95111 (w/attachment)
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DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director . poFt
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November 10, 1999 : _ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
113t Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda. CA 94502-6577
' {510) 567-6700
STID 1360 ' (510) 337-9432

Mehdi Mohammadian

Linda Sheli

15595 Washington Avenue -
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

- RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO — Second Request
for Continued Soil and Water nvestigation

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

Your attention is directed to the November 9, 1989 State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) correspondence that dismisses your request for stay in the matter of your petition to
the SWRCB. A copy of this letter is attached for your reference. Your attention is also directed
to the May 19, 1999 correspondence from this office which requested from the responsible
parties (RP) associated with this case at that time the submittal of a soil and water investigation
(SWI) work plan for the continued assessment of the release from the subject site. A copy of
this letter is also attached for your reference. Approximately 8 months have now passed since
the SWI1 work plan request was issued.

As you are aware, on May 28, 1999 Texaco Inc. and successor corporations, and Agnes and
Jessen Calleri, were removed from further responsibility in this case. On August 19, 1899, the
Bertram Kubo Trust was also removed. You are the survivirig RP for this case. Now that the
SWRCB has dismissed your request for stay, you are solely responsible at this time for
ensuring the release from vour site is fully investigated, and an appropriate corrective action
plan (CAP) is developed and implemented.

You are hereby directed to submit a SWI work plan for the continued investigation of this
gasoline release. The SWI work plan is due within 60 calendar days of the date of this letter,
or by the close of business on January 10, 2000.

Please be advised that this letter constitutes an official request for a SWi work plan pursuant to
Califomia Code of Regulations §2722. Please be further advised that failure to comply with this
request is a violation of Health & Safety Code §25299(b)(6) and may resuit in fines of up to
$5000 per day per violation upon conviction.




Mr. Mohammadian

RE: 15595 Washington Bivd., San Lorenzo
November 10, 1999

Page 2 of 2

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should yoLl have any questions or comments.

éincereiy, ,

H rdc':us M Eerialé Specialist
Attachments (addressee, only)

cc: Robert Weston, ACDEH
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Karen Fineran, Esq., Makoff Kinnear Council, P.C.
: 20 California St., Ste. 201, San Francisco, CA 94111
Mary Taylor, Esq., 101 anacm Valley Rd., Ste. 330 Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Bernard Rose, Esq., Randick & O'Dea
1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Qakland, CA 94612
Jeffrey Widman, Esq., 84 West Santa Clara Street, Ste. 690, San Jose, CA 95113
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' (510) 567-6700
September 3, 1999 (510) 337-9335 (FAX)_

Lori Casias

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
P.O. Box 94412

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE:  Response to Petition, Underground Storage Tank Local Oversight Program
Site No. 1360, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, Alameda County,
California

Dear Ms. Casias:

This letter is sent in response to a Petition to the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) submitted by counsel on behalf of Mehdi Mohammadian (“Petitioner™)
regarding the subject site. Following is a brief discussion and response to the crux of
Petitioner’s claims. Transmitted to the SWRCB with this response is a copy of the Local
Oversight Program (LOP) and underground storage tank (UST) compliance files for this
case.

Petitioner claims that the Alameda County Health Care Services Agency (“ACHCSA™)
acted improperly in removing both Texaco and the Calleris from the list of “responsible
parties”, pursuant to Title 23, §2720, California Code of Regulations (CCR). This claim
has no merit. Both Texaco and the Calleris (and, more recently, the Bert Kubo Trust)
were removed for cause, based on the following facts: :

(1) ACHCSA originally named Texaco, Inc., Bertram Kubo, and the Petitioner
as “responsible parties” in April 1993. The Calleris were added in September
1995. These responsible party designations were in conformance with
23CCR §2720 criteria and substantially based on an October 1986
Groundwater Technology, Inc. (GTI) report that identified the presence of
detectable concentrations of gasoline compounds in groundwater sampled
from wells at the site during August 1986.
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‘The following §2720 criteria and site history were applied in making this
determination: S o

| i) The Calleris were the last known owners of the property and 2™
generation USTs immediately before the discontinuation of their
use, which occurred during or prior to 1983.

iiy Texacowasa subsequent owner of the property, including the 2%
generation USTs, acquiring the property in August 1983 ina
foreclosure sale. The USTs were reporfedly never used during
Texaco’s tenure at the site. The 2™ generation USTs were
reportedly removed prior to sale of the property in December 1986.

iti) Bertram Kubo was a subsequent owner of the site, acquiring the
property in December 1986 from Texaco. The 2™ generation USTs
had reportedly been removed by the time of his purchase, The 3%
and current generation USTs were installed in February 1987.

iv) The Petitioner is a sﬁhscqﬁent owner of the site and 3 generation
- USTs, acquiring the property in June 1990,

(2) August 1998 and early 1999 site assessment data document the presence of
up to 340,000 ug/l of methyl tert-butyl ether (MtBE), among other gasoline
compounds, in sampled groundwater, consistent with a “recent” release
associated with the 3" generation UST system.

(3) This recent release occurred subsequent to the release first identified in
1986, as the 2" generation USTSs were last used in the early 1980’s, a period
of time when MtBE was not in widespread use in California. -

(4) Neither the Calleris nor Texaco were owners of the property or the USTs at
the time the subsequent (MtBE) reiease occurred.

The record reflects that ACHCSA did not become aware of a release at this site, let alone
the presence of monitoring wells there, until January 1993, when a December 1992 GTI
well sampling report was received unsolicited. Tracy Federal Bank (TFB) apparently
contracted GTI to conduct this work and produce the cited report when TFB was
processing a commercial loan on the property, apparently for the Petitioner. The 1986
GTI report was not received by this office until March 1993, two months after receipt of
the 1992 report, at the request of Bertram Kubo.
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" As aresult of the sampling data presented in the cited reports and our review of site
ownership records, three of the aforementioned parties (Texaco, Kubo, Petitioner) were
subsequenily named and notified in April 1993 of their joint responsibilities. The
Calleris were later named in September 1995 following the second of two Pre-
Enforcement Review Panels (PERP), convened by this office in October 1994 and
February 1995 due to disputes between the parties regarding their responsible party status
and their combined resistance to comply with directives from this office. The decision to
name the Calleris was initially challenged in a petition to the SWRCB, and later
rescinded. (See: August 31, 1995 -directive from Lawrence Kolb, San Francisco Bay
RWQCB, and [undated) petition to the SWRCB from Mary 1. Swanson, attorney for
Jessen and Agnes Calleri.) '

Between 1993 and the end of 1995, the three original wells at the site were sampled only
twice: during March 1994 and December 1995. Each event was financed by Texaco,
who agreed to pay for all site work in the interim while the parties were still negotiating
and disputing their respective roles. Between July and September 1998, an expanded soil
and water investigation (SWI) was performed at the site, the workplan for which had
been approved by this office in February 1996. Both the SWI workplan and its ,
implementation were, again, financed by Texaco. (Note: No work occurred at the site for
over 2 years [1996-1998], reportedly as a result of continued disputes, negotiations, and
legal actions between the parties.)

During completion of the SWI two new wells were constructed and several soil borings
advanced. The original wells were also sampled. It is during this initial phase of the
SWI that MtBE was first sought and consequently discovered at the site at a
concentration of up to 340,000 ug/l in sampled groundwater. Subsequent sampling
events, which included the use of EPA Method 8260, confirmed the high concentrations

of MtBE at the site,

Petitioner claims some correlation between the temporarily-missing well plug (“J-plug™) -
on one of the wells, and exposed casing irregularities in two other wells, with the
occurrence of MtBE in sampled groundwater. The Petitioner speculates that
“contaminated run-off’ must have entered the subsurface through the unplugged well
casing or by infiltration into two other wells from partially inundated well boxes, and in
this way MtBE could have impacted underlying groundwater. Consequently, Petitioner
argues, Texaco should be responsible for the MtBE impact to groundwater as Texaco, he -
claims, and their agerits are solely responsible for the integrity of and access to the wells
at the site. Petitioner further argues that had this author been aware of these “facts”, the
decision to release the Calleris and Texaco from further responsibility may have been
affected. ‘ '
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Although it is true that the (now remedied) condition of the three subject wells was
unknown to this author when the decision to release the Calleris and Texaco was made,
such knowledge would not have changed this decision, as Petitioner’s arguments have no
technical or practical merit, For an exploration of and rebuttal to Petitioner’s claims on -
this issue, the reader is directed to the June 28, 1999 response to the SWRCB from .
Toxichem Management Systems, Inc. (“Toxichem™) and their August'17, 1999
addendum to Karen Fineran’s letter.

The issue of “contaminated run-off” and observations made during a June 1999 site
inspection have raised a specter of concern, however, regarding the Petitioner’s UST spill
prevention and response program, unauthorized release reporting compliance, adequacy
of employee training, and general integrity of the surface seal (e.g., asphalt) across the
site. According to Petitioner’s August 1995 UST permit conditions, employees must be
sufficiently trained to respond to, and sufficient supplies on hand to clean-up, any
unauthorized releases, such as incidental spills or “drive-offs”, hence preventing the
occurrence of so-called “contaminated run-off”. Petitioner’s current Hazardous
Materials Business Plan (HMBP) also indicates that his employees are both trained and
sufficient spill supplies readily on hand to respond to such events. '

Further, pursuant to 23CCR §2650(¢), any unauthorized release that escapes the primary
container is to be reported to the local agency within 24 hours, followed by a full written
report within 5 days. In addition, Petitioner’s HMBP indicates that he is specifically
aware of the requirement to immediately contact this office if a release oceurs, The
record reflects that this office has not become aware of any notifications being made or
reports submitted on behaif of Petitioner for such releases.

This office, therefore, can only conclude from these facts that- 1) no releases that might
have produced “contaminated run-off” occurred, or 2) if such releases did occur,
Petitioner both failed to notify this office and take appropriate clean-up actions.
Nevertheless, if such releases did oceur, it is much more plausible that gasoline has
 infiltrated the subsurface, not through uncapped wells or inundated wel] boxes, but rather,
vid the copious surface cracks in the asphaltic concrete and joints clearly evident near the
dispenser and UST areas at the site.

Petitioner also claims that “[dluring 1993 and 1994, the site fhad] been under direct
observation and inspection by the ACHCSA and all of the equipment [had] been tested
and there was no sign of any leakage from existing equipment.” This statement could not
be further from the truth. The record reflects that, between December 1990 and March
1995, no inspections of UST system compliance or other direct interaction by this office
regarding UST system compliance occurred.
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The reader is directed to a series of letters from this office and inspection records
generated in response to UST compliance inspections performed during 1995 and 1996,
As an example, Petitioner was issued a “NOTICE OF VIOLATION” in March 1995 after
one such inspection. During this inspection, the inspector, Robert Weston, observed,
among other conditions noted, that the alarm lights of the Pollulert UST monitoring
system were activated, and the audible alarm bypassed, a violation of the UST
monitoring requirements set forth under 23CCR. Further inspection of the Pollulert panel
and integral test functions revealed that the unit appeared not to be functioning properly,
and that it had likely not been serviced since it had been installed in 1987 Unfortunately,
Petitioner was unclear on the proper operation of the Pollulert system, as he claimed to
have only received verbal instructions from the previous owner (Kubo). (Note: A
subsequent inspection in April 1996, again, demonstrated that the employee in control of
the facility at that time also did not know how to operate the Pollulert system.)

Further observations made in the course of the March 1995 inspection revealed that the
area under the dispensers lacked containment pans and showed subjective evidence of
leaks from pipe joints above the shear valves. In follow-up to this inspection, this office
requested, among other numerous requirements, that repairs be made to the leaking pipes,
and that the Red Jacket leak detectors and Pollulert system be serviced and tested.

A subsequent test of the Red Jacket pipeline leak detectors, performed in July 1995,
demonstrated that each detector failed to comply with the Health & Safety Code (HSC)
§25292(b)(4)(C) standards that applied at that time. Since December 1990,
§25292(b)(4)(C) required that line leak detectors be capable of detecting a leak of 3 gph
at a test pressure of 10 psi. Petitioner’s leak detector leak rate was higher than this.
(Note: Petitioner upgraded the leak detectors in September 1995, and again in January
1999 to comply with December 1998 standards.) B

These observations and violations demonstrate that for many years the UST System, for
all intents and purposes, had not been appropriately monitored, nor the site managed, in
compliance with HSC and 23CCR standards and UST operating permit conditions.

It is true that the extent of the “historic” (pre-1984) release had not been fully defined by -
the time clear evidence of a recent release was discovered in August 1998, There are
numerous reasons for this, including an initial failure to inform this office or that of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) of the historic release. However, once
this office was informed of the release in 1993 and the parties were directed to act, long
delays ensued, primarily due to the reluctance of many of the parties to assume their
responsible roles. Texaco was the only party that expended resources directly to continue
the site investigation, however limited that effort was.
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Nevertheless, it is not anticipated that the historic release was either necessarily large in

~ extent or would pose a risk to nearby potential receptors. This opinion is based on: 1) the
underlying geology at the site, 2) the chemistry of fuel releases from that era, 3) the
intrinsic attenuation factors that would have acted upon this release over the years, and 4)
an understanding that the historic release occurred a minimum of 16 years ago. Although
difficult to clearly contemplate now, it is not expected that the investigation of the
historic release would have expanded greatly in scope.

The recent release, however, is si gnificant in terms of the MtBE concentrations detected
recently in groundwater at the site. The investigation, therefore, must expand to off-site
locations. A directive from this office dated May 19, 1999, now in abeyance pending the
outcome of this petition, directed the parties to do just that, In addition, an active
irrigation well (35 / 3W 12 J4) was recently discovered nearby and, in this author’s view,
may be at risk from the MtBE contamination should work at the site fail to move forward
now at a brisk pace.

To assign any level of responsibility for this recent and more significant release to the
Calleris or Texaco i$ unreasonable based on the facts of this case.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you need any additional information.

Sincerely, -

Enclosure (addressee, only)

cc: See attached list
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e

Robert Weston, ACHCSA, Hazardous Materials Program
Tom Peacock, Manager, LOP, ACHCSA'

Ariu Levi, Chief, ACHCSA

Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Douglas Gravelle

Texaco, Inc.-

10 Universal City Plaza, 13® Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006

Karen Petryna

Equiva Services LL.C
P.O. Box 6249

Carson, CA 90749-6249

Mary 8. Taylor, Esq.
101 Ygnacio Valley Road #330
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Jessen and Agnes Calleri
10901 Cliffland Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605

Karen D. Fineran, Esq, :
Makoff Kinnear Council P.C.
20 California Street, Ste. 201
San Francisco, CA 94111

Julie M. Rose, Esq.

Randick & O’Dea

1800 Harrison Street, Ste. 2350
Oakland, CA 94612

Jeffrey P. Widman, Esq.
84 West Santa Clara Street, Ste. 690
San Jose, CA 95113

Mehdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
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Mehdi Mohammadian
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Bertram Kubo Trust
P.O. Box 1169
Marina, CA 93933
Altn: Marjorie Kanyer

NOTICE OF SECOND REVISION TO “RESPONSIBLE PARTY” DESIGNATION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 2720, TITLE 23, CALIFORNIA CODE OF
REGULATIONS

RE: Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Boulevard, San Lorenzo

Dear Ms. Kanyer and Mr. Mohammadian:

Pursuant to a 08/18/99 opinion issued by staff of the California State Water Resocurces Controf
Board (SWRCB), issued in response to a Petition submitted on behalf of the Bertram Kubo
Trust, a determination to revise the list of surviving parties subject to the corrective action
requirements pursuant to Section 2720, Title 23, California Code of Regulations (CCR) has
been made, as follows: '

o The Bertram Kubo Trust is hereby removed from the list of “responsible parties”
according to Title 23 provisions
This decision is based on the following facts:

(1) recent site assessment data document up to 340,000 ug/l of MtBE in sampled
groundwater

(2) high MtBE concentrations are consistent with a “recent” release associated with
the 3" generation fuel underground storage tanks (UST) at the site, as large-scale
use of MtBE as a gasoline additive in Califomia first began in the winter of 1992
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(3) this “recent” release occurred subsequent to the release first identified in 19886, as
the USTs at the site at that time were reportedly last used in the early 1980’s, a
period of time when MtBE was not in widespread use in California

(4) the USTs present at the site when owned by the Calleris, and then by Texaco,
were removed prior to the site being sold to Bertram Kubo in December 1986

(5) the 3™ generation of USTs were installed in February 1987 during Mr. Kubo's
ownership of the site

(6) Mr. Kubo sold the site and associated improvements to Mr. Mohammadian in June
1990

(7) no evidence has been presented that ties the release from the 3™ generation tanks
to the period of time when Mr, Kubo owned the site

A copy of the 08/18/99 SWRCR opinion is attached. This action is subject to appeal to.the
SWRCB. Appeals must be filed within 30 days from the date of this action. To obtain appeal
procedures, you may FAX your request to the SWRCB at (916) 227-4349 or telephone (916)

227-4408.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or comments about the
content of this letter.

Sincerely,

Scott O. Seery, CHMM
I-@zardo&; Materials Specialist

Aftachment

cc. Robert Weston, ACDEH
Lori Casias, SWRCB
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB (wrattachment) _
Karen Fineran, Esq., Makoff Kinnear Council, P.C. {w! attachment)
20 California St., Ste. 201, San Francisco, CA 94111
Mary Taylor, Esq., 101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., #330, Walnut Creek, CA 94596 (wiattachment)
Julie Rose, Esq., Randick & O'Dea {wiattachment)
1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Qakland, CA 94612




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro3 14

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
July 20, 1999 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
: (510) 567-6700
(510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Ms. Victoria Perry
15600 Lorenzo Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

360

State Well No. 38/3W 12 J4 \
) g'\'\o

RE: Investigation of gasoline release at 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo
Dear Ms. Perry:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health (ACDEH) is directing the
investigation of a gasoline release associated with the underground storage tank (UST) system
at a retail service station located at 15595 Washington Avenue. This service station, located on
the corner of Washington and Via Enrico, is very close to your home,

This office has become aware recently that an active irrigation well is located on your property.

Irrigation and other pumping walls that are in proximity to UST release sites can often affect the
way contaminants move through the aquifer, and pose a potential risk to both the well user and
deeper water- bearing zones.

For your information, samples collected from a series of monitoring wells located on the service
station property have identified the presence of high concentrations of gasoline components in
shallow groundwater beneath the site. Most noteworthy of these is the compound methyl-tert
butyl ether, or MIBE. You may have heard recently of the issues surrounding MtBE and its use
in gasoline soid in California.

The extent of this release is currently unknown, as the occurrence of MtBE in groundwater has
only recently been determined. Consequently, the investigation will be expanding in scope.
Although progress is somewhat stalled at this time due to ancillary issues, we anticipate that the
investigation will extend into the coming year and beyond before all is known. This agency will
ultimately be working with the responsible party(ies) to determine the appropriate remediation
and/or mitigation steps.

Until such time as we have a better understanding of the nature and extent of this release, and
the physical and geological factors which control the movement of the underlying ground water
and associated gasoline plume, we request that you not use your well for any purpose at this
time until advised otherwise.

This agency would like to thank you in advance for your cooperation with this important request.
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Please feel free to contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about this
case. -

Sincerely,

aterials Specialist

cc. Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Lori Casias, SWRCB
Robert Weston, ACDEH :
Emmanual Da Costa, Alameda Co. Public Works Agency
951 Turner Ct., Ste. 300, Hayward, CA 94545-2651
Mehdi Mohammadian, 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo, CA 94580
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 ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES
_ AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director @B—V‘.}.

June 21, 1999 i
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION '
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

. Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Mehdi Mohammadian (510} 567-6700
Owner/Operator '

6222 Mohave Drive
San Jose CA 55120

Subject: Operating permit for four underground storage tanks, Cal
Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Dear Mr. Mohammadian

This letter is intended to guide you the owner/operator, in the
proper management of the underground storage tanks (UST) and to
describe actions necessary for compliance with the permit
conditions.

The installed system at the above location includes three double
wall fiberglass USTs containing motor vehicle fuel. Tank leak
detection is performed using a Pollulert monitoring conscle
connected to annular space sensors.

The pressurized piping is single wall fiberglass with an
electronic line leak detector configured for positive shutdown of
the submersible turbine pump 1f a leak above the threshold is
detected. The turbine pump will be de-energized and the system
will alarm if a leak is detected. The turbines will also shut
down if power to the monitor is disconnected. The dispensers do
not have dispenser containment pans.

The fourth UST at this site is double wall fiberglass, used to
accumulate waste oil, with a straight drop (direct £ill) into the
tank. The annular space is monitored. continuously by the
Pollulert monitor. Overfill prevention is performed visually by
the operator during filling from a container of a capacity no
greater than 25 gallons.

Compliance with the following conditicons is a requirement of the
permit to operate:

1. Maintain a copy of the operating permit and opgrating
conditions on-site. Perform leak detection using the
sensors and monitoring system as described above.

2. Maintain written records of all alarm conditions and their -
resolution. Maintain records of all maintenance performed
on the tank system,
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3. Perform annual operational tests on the electronic
monitoring equipment by qualified technicians. The
anniversary month for the certification is January. Submit
a copy of the test results to this office within 30 days of
the report.

4. Annually test the single wall piping using licensed
personnel. The test method shall be capable of detecting a
release equivalent to 0.1 gallon per hour at 150% of normal
operating pressure. The anniversary month for the testing
is January. Submit a copy of the test results to this
office within 30 days of the report.

5. Maintain certification of financial responsibility with
documentation on-site.

&. Complete employee training and document such training at
least annually.

7. Report unauthorized releases to this office within 24 hours
of discovery. Provide a written report within 5 working
days.

8. Any changes in monitoring equipment must be pre-approved by
this office prior to implementation.

9. Report changes in facility operator or tank owner on Form A
within 30 days of the change.

This permit expires on March 5, 2001. If you have any questions

regarding the operation of this tank system please contact me at
(510} 567-6781. '

Sin% ?
Robert Weston

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

¢: Tom Peacock, ACDEH
Scott Seery, LOP-ACDEH
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY :
_ DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director | | Roz34
June 7, 1999 . ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alamada, CA 94502-6577

Mehdi Mohammadian © (510} 567-6700

Owner/Operator

6222 Mohave Drive

San Jose CA 95120

Subject: Operating permit for four underground storage tanks, Cal
Gas, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Dear Mr. Mohammadian

This letter is intended to guide you the owner/operator, in the
proper management of the underground storage tanks (UST) and to
" describe actions necessary for compllance with the permit
conditions.

The installed system at the above location includes three double
wall fiberglass USTs contalnlng motor vehicle fuel. Tank leak
detection is performed using a Pollulert monitoring console with
annular space Sensors.

The pressurized piping is single wall fiberglass with an
electronic line leak detector configured for positive shutdown of
the submersible turbine pump if a leak above the threshold is
detected. The turbine pump will be de-energized and the system
will alarm if a leak is detected. The turbines will also shut
down if power to the monitor is disconnected. The dispensers do
not have dispenser containment pans.

The fourth UST at this site is double wall fiberglass, used to
accumulate waste oil, with a straight drop (direct £ill) into the
tank. The annular space is monitored continuously by the
Pollulert monitor. Overfill prevention is performed visually by
the operator during filling from a container of a capacity no
greater than 25 gallons.

Compliance with the following conditions is a requirement of the
permit to operate:

1. Maintain a copy of the operating permit and operating
conditions on-gite. Perform leak detection using the
sensors and mconitoring system as described above.

2. Maintain written records of all alarm conditions and their
-resolution. Maintain records of all maintenance performed
on the tank system.
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3. Perform annual operatlonal tests on the electronic
monltorlng equipment by qualified technicians. The
. anniversary month for the certification is January. Submit
a copy of the test results to this office within 30 days of
the report.

4. Annually test the single wall piping using licensed
personnel. The test method shall be capable of detecting a
release equivalent to 0.1 gallon per hour at 150% of normal
cperating pressure. The anniversary month for the testing
is January. Submit a copy of the test results to this
office within 30 days of the report.

5. Maintain certification of financial responsibility with
© . documentation on-site. '

6. Completé employee training and document such training at
least annually.

7. Report unauthorized releases to this office within 24 hours
of discovery. Provide a written report within 5 working
days.

8. Any changes in monitoring egquipment must be pre-approved by
this office prior to implementation.

9. Report changes in facility operator or tank owner on Form A
within 30 days of the change.

This,permit expires on March 5, 2001. If you have any questions
regarding the operation of this tank system please contact me at
(510) 567-6781.

ot )

Robert Weston
Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

~¢: Tom Peacock, ACDEH
Scott Seery, LOP-ACDEH



ALAMEDA COUNTY | .
' HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, aAgency Director

o4

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

. May 28, 1999 ' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
' Alameds, CA 84502-6577
(510} 567-6700
STID 1360 _ (510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Mehdi Mohammadian Karen Petryna
Linda Shell Equiva Services LLC
15585 Washington Avenue P.O. Box 6249
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 Carson, CA 90749-6249
Bertram Kubo Trust Jessen and Agnes Calleri
20321 Via Espana 10901 Clifftand Avenue
Salinas, CA 93908-1261 Oakland, CA 94605

Attn: Marjorie Kanyer

NOTICE OF REVISION TO “RESPONSIBLE PARTY” DESIGNATION PURSUANT
TO SECTION 2720,TITLE 23, CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS

RE: Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Boulevard, San Lorenzo

Dear Ms. Petryna and Kanyer, Mr. Mohammadian, and Mr. and Mrs. Calleri:

A determination to revise the list of parties subject to the corrective action requirements
pursuant to Section 2720, Title 23, California Code of Regulations (CCR) has been made, as
follows:

o Texaco Inc., and successor corporations, and Agnes and Jessen Callerl are hereby
removed from the list that previously Identified them as a “responsible party”
according to Title 23 provisions. _

This decision, made in consultation with staff of the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB), is based on the following:

(1) recent site assessment data document up to 340,000 ug/l of MEBE in sampled
groundwater

"(2) high MtBE concentrations are consistent with a “recent” release from the current
generation of fuel underground storage tanks (UST) at the site, as large-scale use
of MiBE as a gasoline additive in California first began in the winter of 1992 in
order to comply with the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments




Ms. Petryna and Kanyer, Mr. Mohammadian, and Mr. and Mrs. Calleri
Re: 15595 Washington Blvd., San Lorenzo
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{3) this “recent” release occurred subsequent to the release first identified in 1986, as
the USTs at the site at that time were reportedly last used in the early 1980’s, a
period of time when MtBE was not in widespread use in California

{(4) the USTs present at the site when owned by the Calleris, and then by Texaco,
- were removed prior to the site being sold to Bertram Kubo in December 1986

{5) a new generation of USTs was installed in February 1987 during Mr. Kubo’s
ownership of the site

(6) neither Texaco nor the Calleris were owners of the property or the USTs at the
time the subsequent release occurred.

This action is subject to petition to the SWRCB. Petitions must be filed within 30 days from the
date of this action. To obtain petition procedures, you may FAX your request to the SWRCB at
- (916) 227-4349 or telephone (916) 227-4408.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or comments about the
content of this letter.

é.incerely,

cc: Robert Weston, ACDEH

Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Karen Fineran, Esq., Makoff Kinnear Council, P.C.

20 California St., Ste. 201, San Francisco, CA 94111
Mary Taylor, Esq., 101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., #330, Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Bernard Rose, Esq., Randick & O'Dea

1800 Hartison St., Ste. 2350, Qakland, CA 94612
Keith Winemiller, Toxichem Management Systems, Inc.

1562 44" Ave., San Francisco, CA 94122



ALAMEDA COUNTY . o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ViR

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES .
: ' : 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
May 19, 1999 - Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-6700
(510) 337-9335 (FAX)

STID 1360

Mehdi Mchammadian Karen Petryna

Linda Shell ' Equiva Services LLC
15595 Washington Avenue P.O. Box 6249

San Lorenzo, CA 94580 Carson, CA 90749-6249
Bertram Kubo Trust Jessen and Agnes Calleri
20321 Via Espana 10901 Cliffland Avenue
Salinas, CA 93908-1261 Oakland, CA 94605

Aftn: Marjorie Kanyer

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO — Request for
Continued Soil and Water Investigation

Dear Ms. Petryna and Kanyer, Mr. Mohammadian, and Mr. and Mrs. Calleri,:

The October 16, 1998 Toxichem Management Systems, Inc. {Toxichem) soil and water
investigation (SWI) report and subsequent quarterly reports have documented a significant
impact to groundwater encountered beneath the subject site. Most noteworthy are the elevated
concentrations of methyl-tert butyl ether (MiBE), a gasoline additive. MIBE concentrations have
ranged upwards to 340,000 micrograms per liter (ug/l). These concentrations are both
extraordinary and significant.

Sampling data have also clearly demonstrated that the extent of the gasoline plume has not
been defined. The plume clearly extends off-site. Consequently, plume definition must be
completed, and an appropriate corrective action plan (CAP) developed.

You directed to submit a SWI work plan for the continued investigation of this gasoline
release. The SWI work plan is due within 80 days of the date of this letter.

As this phase of the SWI will involve encroachment on and assessment of off-site locations,
you are encouraged to employ the use of so-called “rapid site assessment tools” (e.g.,
Geoprobe, etc.) for the initial stage of this off-site assessment. Final, permanent well locations
may then be determined based on these initial results.
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Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

cc: Robert Weston, ACDEH
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Karen Fineran, Esq., Makoff Kinnear Council, P.C.
.20 California St., Ste. 201, San Francisco, CA 94111

Mary Taylor, Esq., 101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., #330, Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Bernard Rose, Esq., Randick & O'Dea
_ 1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Oakland, CA 94612
Dan Hemandez, Toxichem Management Systems, Inc.
1461 Newport Ave., San Jose, CA 95125
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES 0N
AGENCY X |

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director , ‘ _ RO# 3:[.4_
March 1, 1999 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
‘ : ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

STID 1360 Aemeda, OA 94505.6577

. . ) {510} 567-6700
Mehdi Mohammadian ' Texaco, Inc. o '
Linda Shell ‘ 10 Universat City Plaza, 13th Floor
1565985 Washington Avenu Universal City, CA 91608-1006
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle
Bertram Kubo Trust Jessen and Agnes Calleri
20321 Via Espana 10901 Cliffland Avenue
Salinas, CA 93808-1261 Oakland, CA 94605

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and Kubo:

This letter is sent in follow-up to the November 9, 1998 correspondence from this office in which
was requested a schedule of quarterly well sampling, monitoring, and reporting for the project at
the subject site. This work shall commence no tater than the 1* quarter of 1999. Hence, this
initial work must be completed before April 1, 1999 in order to comply with this
schedule. : _

As indicated previously, all samples are to be analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons as
gasoline (TPH-gas); benzene, toluene, ethylbenzens, and total xylenes (BTEX); and, methyl
tert butyl ether (MtBE). The highest MtBE detection in any given sampling event shall be-
confirmed by rerunning that sample using Method 8240 or 8260.

Technical reports summarizing all tasks that occurred during a given quarter shall be submitted
within 60 days following completion of field activities associated with that quarter. Each report
shall include, among other elements, tabulated resuits of laboratory analyses, and depth-to-
water and water elevations. Each report shall also present maps depicting ground water flow
and contaminant isoconcentrations.

Data presented over the next sevef'al quarters shall be applied in determining the next
- appropriate actions with this case. Please contact me at {510) 567-6783 should you have any
questions or comments.

;Sincerely,




ALAMEDA COUNTY . . : .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES ' '
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RO # 314
November 9, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

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

STID 1360 ' (510) 567-6700
(510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Mehdi Mochammadian Texaco, Inc.

Linda Sheli 10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
15595 Washington Avenue Universal City, CA 91608-1008
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle

Bertram Kubo Jessen and Agnes Calleri

5772 Sellers Avenue 10901 Cliffland Avenue

Oakley, CA 94561 Qakland, CA 94605

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTC)N AVENUE, SAN LORENZQ
Dear Mr. and Mrs._ Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and Kubo:

I am in receipt and have completed review of the October 18, 1998 Toxichem Management
Systems, Inc. (Toxichem) report documenting the results of the recent phase of the soit and
water investigation (SWI) at the subject site. The recent work presented in this report includes
the installation of two additional monitoring wells (MW-4 and ~5) and five soil borings (SB-A
through SB-E). Soil and groundwater samples were collected from each for subsequent
laboratory analyses.

The recent data appear to demonstrate that a more “recent” release from the underground
storage tank system has occurred at this site. This interpretation is substantially based on the
reported (tentative} concentrations of the fuel oxygenate methyl-tert butyl ether (MBE) in
sampled groundwater. Concentrations of MtBE ranged from 150 — 340,000 ug/l during the July
and August 1998 sampling events. MtBE was not in widespread use prior to the late 1980s.

At this time, please adhere to a quarterly schedule of well sampling, monitaring, and reporting.
All samples shall be run for standard gasoline constituents: total petroleum hydrocarbons as
gasoline (TPH-G}; benzene, toluene, ethylbenzens, and total xylene isomers (BTEX); and,
MIBE. Further, the presence of MtBE shall be confirmed through use of EPA Method 8240 or
8260 on the sample showing the highest MtBE concentration using Method 8020 or 8021.

Please call me a

0/567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Hazardous T

aterials Specialist
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Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and Kubo
Re: 15995 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo

November 9, 1998

Page 2 of 2

cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health

Robert Weston, ACDEH

Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Karen Fineran, Esq., Makoff Kinnear Council, P.C.
20 California St., Ste. 201, San Francisco, CA 94111

Mary Swanson, Esq., Langford & Taylor LLP

_ 100 Pringle Ave., Ste. 260, Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Bernard Rose, Esq., Randick & O'Dea |

1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Oakland, CA 94612




ALAMEDA COUNTY ¢
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
| AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director Ro# 374
| o ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
April 9, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)

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

. {510) 567-6700
STID 1360 FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Marvin Katz

Texaco Refining and Marketlng, Inc.
108 Cutting Boulevard

Richmond, CA 94804

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO - SOIL
AND WATER INVESTIGATION (SWI) IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

Dear Mr. Katz:

I have received your April 6, 1998 correspondence. Please keep
me informed of your progress with respect to: 1) selection of the
qualified, state-registered environmental contractor hired by
Texaco to implement the approved work plan, 2) receipt of pre-
approval from the State UST Fund, and 3} the date field work will
commence.

Please be certain your consultant contacts this office early on
to discuss any issues needing clarification. I may be reached at
510/567-6783,

ery, CHMM
aterials Specialist

cC: Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Chuck Hedley, RWQCE
J. Wesley Kinnear, Esq., Cohen, Makoff & Kinnear LLF
625 Market St., Ste. 1100, San Francisco, CA 94105
Mary Swanson, Esq., Langford & Taylor LLP
100 Pringle Ave., Ste. 260, Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Bernard Rose, BEsqg., Randick & O’'Dea
1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Ozkland, CA 94612




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
_ AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director _ Ro# 334
February 12, 19298 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
_ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
: _ (510} 567-6700
STID 1360 _ (510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Mehdi Mohammadian Texaco, Inc.
Linda Shell 10 Universal Clty Plaza, 13th Floor
15595 Washington Avenue Universal City, CA 91608-1006
San Lorenzo, CA 94580 Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle
Bertram Kubo Jessen and Agnes Calleri
5772 Sellers Avenue 10901 Cliffland Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561 Oakland, CA 94605
RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO - SOTL

AND WATER INVESTIGATION (SWI) IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mchammadian, Gravelle and
Kubo:

I was advised in October 1997 that the parties had reached
agreement with respect to implementation of the soil and water
investigation (SWI) work plan approved by this office on February
9, 19%6. I understand that this agreement was signed in August
1297. To date, I have not been informed when the SWI will be
performed.

Please inform this office within 15 days of the date of this
letter of the current status of work plan implementation.

Please call me gt 510/567-6783 should you have. any questions.

Sincerely

Sc Q. Seery, CHMM
Hazardous Materialsg Specialist

cc: Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’'s Office
Stephen Hill, RWQCR
J. Wesley Klnnear, Esqg., Cchen, Makoff & Kinnear LLP
"625 Market St., Ste. 1100, San Francisco, CA 94105
Mary Swanson, Esq., Langford & Taylor LLP
100 Pringle Ave,, Ste. 260, Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Bernard Rose, Esqg., Randick & O’'Dea
1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350, Oakland, CA 94612




ALAMEDA COUNTY .

.* HEALTH CARE SERVICE : e
. AGENCY ‘f - 2o 37¢
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direstor ‘Alameda County . CC4580
_ _ Environmental Protection Services
August 27, 1996 _ 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 250

Alameda CA 94502-6577
STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Texaco, Inc.

10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006
Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle

Bertram Kubo
5772 8ellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561

Jessen and Agnes Calleri
10901 Cliffland Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO - SOIL
AND WATER INVESTIGATION (SWI) IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and
Kubo:

I have been in periodic contact with attorneys representing both
Mr. Kubo and Texaco since June of this year. My initial contact
was to inquire of the status of the soil and water invesgtigation
(SWI). However, upon learning that the SWI work plan accepted by
this office on February 9, 1996 had yet to be implemented,
subsequent contact was regarding a projected schedule for its
1mplementatlon I understand that there are a variety of issues
occurring "behind the scenes" which have impacted the parties’
ability to perform this work.

Please inform this office in writing, within 15 days of the date
of this letter, of the issues which have resulted in this work
being delayed. In addition, please also include a proposed
schedule to perform the SWI. When drafting your proposed
gchedule, please bear in mind that a current lack of SRB2004
funding or Letter of Commitment from the SWRCB are not stand-
alone causes to continue delay of this work.



Calleri, Mohammadian, Gravelle, and Kubo
RE: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo
August 27, 1996
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Please call me at 510/567-6783 should you have any gquestions.

Sincerely,

dous Materials Specialist

ce: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney‘s Office
Kevin Graves, RWQCEB
J. Wesley Kinnear, Esg., Cohen, Makoff & Kinnear LLP
625 Market St., Ste. 1100
San Francisco, CA 24105
Mary Swanson, Esqg., Law Office of Mary Swanson
101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., Ste. 350
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Bernard Rose, Esg., Randick & O‘Dea
1800 Harrison St., Ste. 2350
Oakland, Ca 94612




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

Ro# 3%4
. RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

February 9, 1996 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

- Alameda, CA 94502-8577
. {510) 567-67100

STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 54580

Texaco, Inc.

10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universgal City, CA 91608-1006
Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle

Bertram Kubo
5772 8Sellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561

Jessen and Agneg Calleri
10901 Cliffland Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and
Kubo:

I have completed review of the December 6, 1985 Cambria
Environmental Technology, Inc. (Cambria} scil and water
investigation (SWI) work plan for the continued assessment of the
referenced site. This work plan proposes the advancement of
eight (8) soil borings, two of which will be later converted into
ground water monitoring wells. Soil and "grab" ground water
samples will be collected from each borehole. Ground water will
also be sampled from completed wells. All samples will be
analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbcons as gasoline (TPH-G) ,
and the aromatic fuel constituents benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, and total xylene isomers (BTEX).

The proposed scope of work was discussed with Mr. Jogeph ?heisen
of Cambria during a telephone conversation on January 5, 1396.
We agreed to wmodify the original number of wells to be completed
from two to one, as well as.the locations of one boring (SB-3)
and the remaining well (now designated MW-4). Sampling and
analysis strategies have not changed. New well and boring
locations are illustrated on a revised site map submitted under
Cambria cover dated February 6, 1996.




Calleri, Mochammadian, Gravelle, and Kubo
RE: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo
February 9, 1996

Page 2 of 2

. The cited Cambria SWI work plan has been accepted as amended.
Please contact this office when field work is slated to begin.

Please call me at 510/567—67é3 should you have any gquestions.

Sincerely, ///j:::7

Seefy, CHMM
enior Hazaydous Materials Specialist

co: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Kevin Graves, RWQRCB
Don Atkinson-aAdams, ACDEH
Jim Ferdinand, Alameda County Fire Department
J. Wesley Kinnear, Egqg., Cohen, Nelsen & Makoff
Mary Swansocon, Esq.




ALAMEDA COUNTY . . .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES 2
(L ‘ . ZOBPE

AGENCY ¢r _
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

Alameda County CC45:
Environmental Protection Divisio:
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 25
Alameda CA 94502-6577

October 12, 1995
STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Texaco, Inc.

10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006
Attn: Douglas A. Gravelle

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561

Jessen and Agnes Calleri
10801 Cliffland Avenue
Qakland, CA 94605 '

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Calleri, and Messrs. Mohammadian, Gravelle and
Kubo:

I have been informed that the parties involved in this case have
met recently, and that this meeting resulted in some agreement
beneficial to continued progress in this case. As a result of
this reported progress, and at the request of Mr. James Wesley
Kinnear of Cohen, Nelson & Makoff, outside council for Texaco in
this matter, a 45-day extension has been granted to assist the
parties in fully complying with the tasks outlined in the August
31, 1995 San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) directive. I understand that in granting this extension
the parties have agreed to reinstate quarterly well sampling and
monitoring, and that steps necessary to prepare a soil and water
investigation (SWI) work plan will also be taken.

Therefore, this office anticipates the parties will be in full
compliance with the August 31, 1995 RWQCB directive no later than
December 1, 1995.



Calleri, Gravelle, Kubo, Mohammadian
RE: 15535 Washington Ave.

October 12, 1995 '

Page 2 of 2

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

Sefery, CHMM
ardous Materials Specialist

oo @il Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Kevin Graves, RWQCB
Don Atkinson-aAdams, ACDEH
Jim Ferdinand, Alameda County Fire Department
J. Wesley Kinnear, Esqg., Cochen, Nelsen & Makoff
Mary Swanson, Esd. :




Linda Shell stid 1360 September 18, 1995
15595 Hesperian, San Lorenzo :

Ros+4

detectors and that the new detectors work. I also want the following information on the
detectors:

1- Make and model number and serial numbers of the detectors.

2- Specification of the detection capability of the detector and the test data

proving the detectors are working.

When | receive all of the documentation from you | will send you a letter which clears
your notice of violation. Until | receive the documents you are still in violation of the
terms of your permit.

" If you have any questions please contact me at (510} 567-6734.

Sincerely,

Don Atkinson-Adams
Senior Registered Environmental
Health Specialist #5485

cc:  Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer and Environmental
Protection Division

Bob Chambers, Alameda County District Attomey, Consumer and Environmental
Protection Division

Jun Makishima, Acting Director of Environmental Health

Scott Seery, Local Oversight Program
Bill Raynolds, East Area Manager

Robert Weston, Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Iindale2.995

Page 2 of 3
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15595 Washington Avenue STID 1360 September 18, 1995

San Lorenzo, CA 94580

The following text was in my September 11, 1995 letter.

The law requires you to maintain automatic line leak detectors which are capable of
detecting a leak of 3 gph at a test pressure of 10 psi. The specific reference is Health
and Safety Code section 25292(e)(1) which requires all existing underground pressurized
piping to be equipped with automatic line leak detectors on or before December 22,
1990. The definition of an "Automatic line leak: detector" and the specific performance
standards are in HazS Code section 25281(a). Since the leak detectors on your piping
have been legally required to meet the performance standards since December 22, 1990
then it would not be legal to have a-line leak detector on your piping that had
manufacturer’s specifications which were less stringent than those of H&S section
25281(a). Therefore your assertion that the Red Jacket detectors have a specification off
4.5 gallons per hour just means that the detectors have been out of compliance since

" |December 22, 1990. | trust that this will help to explain why your leak detectors are not
functioning when they are only capable of detecting a leak of 4+ gallons per hour at a
testing pressure of 10 pounds per square inch. Your assertion that the detectors were
operating properly and did not need to be repaired is incorrect and failure to repair them
is a violation of H&S Code section 25292(b)}{(4)(C) "...all devices found to not be In
conformance with the manufacturer’s leak detection specifications shall be promptly
repaired or replaced.” '

Page 3 of 3



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro374f

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510) 667-6777

October £, 1995
STID 1360

Ms. Mary Swanson, Esg.

Law Qffice of Mary J. Swanson
101 Ygnacic Valley Road, Ste. 350
Walnut Creek, CA 2455%6

RE: PETITION FOR REVIEW OF THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER
QUALITY CONTROL RCARD’S DESIGNATION OF JESSEN AND AGNES
CALLERI AS RESPONSIBLE PARTIES - LINDA SHELL, 155295
WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO, ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Swanson:

As you requested, enclosed are copies of the August 14, 1995
memorandum from the Alameda County District Attorney’s Office, .
Consumer and Environmental Protection Division, presenting legal
opinion regarding responsible party issues, among other topies,
and the October 4, 1995 revised evaluation of technical data from
this office regarding the environmental investigations performed
to date at the subject site. The cited documents, marked Exhibit
1 and Exhibit 2, comprise part of the official record used by the
Pre-Enforcement Review Panel in making a determination of
responsible party in this case.

Please call me at 510/567-6783 should you have any additional
questions.

Sincerely,

é?y
d#dous Materials Specialist

: CHMM

Senidst Haz

enclosures

cC: Jun Makishima, Acting Director .
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Kevin Graves, RWOCB :
Theodore Cobb, SWRCB, P.O. Box 100 w/ enclosures

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICQ

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Dirsctor

R o037
RAFAT A. SHAHID, Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Environmental Protection Division
September 1 3’ 1995 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250
: L Alameda, CA 84502-6577
(510) 567-8700

STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian, Owner

Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue y
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Dan Kirk 7
Shell Oil R :
P.O.Box 4023

Concord, CA 94524

Subject: -Legal basis for requiring the repair of failed Automatic line leak detectors at
Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA 94580.
-Required documents to clear the NOTICE OF VIOLATION.

Reference: -Notice letter from me dated August 31, 1995, Letter of response from
you dated September 2, 1995. My letter of September 11, 1995. Your
response of September 14, 1995.

Dear Mr, Mohammadian:

In response to your September 14 letter the Red Jacket detectors on your piping were
not legal as of December 22, 1990. However | did review the Health and Safety Code
and the California Code of Regulations which were in force at the time of Installation of
the Iine leak detectors in 1987. The rules at that time only required that either the
detector be attached to an audible and visual alarm or that the detector be capable of
reducing the flow of product by at least 50% when a leak is detected. So from my
reading of the law the Red Jacket detectors installed on your system were legal when
Installed in 1987 but became out of date and illegal by December 22, 1990,

Please note that this problem with the leak detectors does not mean the system has
leaked. 1 have no indication of leakage at this time. :

I am still awaiting the documentation from you on the tightness tests on-the tanks and the

specific information on the new line leak detectors. Please submit the certified tank test
results from Scott Company and the certification from Scott that they installed the new

page | of 3




: ALA&AEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES :

AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro374
‘ * RAFAT A. SHAHID, Director
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Environmental Protection Division
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

September 11, 1995 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
: (510) 567-6700

STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian, Owner

Linda Shell -

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Dan Kirk

Shell Qil

P.O.Box 4023
Concord, CA 94524

Subject: -Legal basis for requiring the repalr of failed Automatic line [eak detectors at
Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA 94580,

Reference: -Notice letter from me dated August 31, 1995. Letter of response from
you dated September 2, 1995.

' Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

The law requires you to maintain automatic line leak detectors which are capable of
detecting a leak of 3 gph at a test pressure of 10 psl. The specific reference is Health
and Safety Code sectlon 25292(e){1) which requires all existing underground pressurized
piping to be equipped with automatic line leak detectors on or before December 22,
1990. The definition of an "Automatic line leak detector" and the specific performance
standards are in HaxS Code section 25281(a). ~ Since the leak detectors on your piping
have been legally required to meet the performance standards since December 22, 1990
then it would not be legal to have a line leak detector on your piping that had
manufacturer’s specifications which were less stringent than those of H&tS section
25281(a). Therefore your assertion that the Red Jacket detectors have a specification. of

" 4.5 gallons per hour just means that the detectors have been out of compliance since
December 22, 1990. | trust that this will help to explain why your leak detectors are not
fimctioning when they are only capable of detecting a leak of 4+ gallons per hour at a
testing pressure of 10 pounds per square inch. Your assertlon that the detectors were
operating properly and did not need to be repaired Is incorrect and failure to repair them
is a violation of HexS Code section 25292(b)(4)(C) "...all devices found to not be in

_ conformance with the manufacturer’s leak detectlon specifications shall be promptly

repaired or replaced.” ' :

page 1 of 2
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Linda Shell -stid 13860 September 11, 1995
15595 Hesperian, San Lorenzo e

Please note that this problem with the leak detectors does not mean the system has
leaked. I have no indication of leakage at this time.

If you have any questions please contact me at (510) 567-6734.
§Jn ly, ‘

) ,‘ L = A
“ Don Atkinson-Adams

Senior Registered Environmental

Health Speclalist #5485

Enclosure: HexS Code sections 25281, 25291, 25292

"¢c:  Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attomey, Consumer and Environmental
Protection Division

Bob Chambers, Alameda County District Attomey, Consumer and Environmental
Protection Division - -

Jun Makishima, Acting Director of Environmental Health

Scott Seery, Local Oversight Program
Bill Raynolds, East Area Manager A

Robert Weston, Senlor Hazardous Materials Specialist;

lindalek.995

Page 2 of 2




ALAMEDA COUNTY ®

HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY R334
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direclor RAFAT A. SHAHID, DiRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH .
August 31, 1995 ' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6677

STID 1340 | . (510) 567-6777

Mehdi Mohammadian, Owner -
Linda Shell :
15595 Washington Avenue

San Lorenzo, CA 94580

. Dan Kirk
Shell Oil
P.O.Box 4023
Concord, CA 94524

- NOTICE

Subject: ~Failure of Line leak detectors to pass the state required test on 7/31/95.
Location: Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA
94580.
-Permit violations.
-Notice of closure.

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

This office received a copy of the line tightness and line leak detector tests. Upon review
of the results we noted that the leak detectors failed to meet the state requirements.
Failure to repair the leak detectors at the time of testing on July 31, 1995 constitutes a
violation of the terms of the five year operating permit for the tanks. Replace or repair
- the detectors with units which can meet the leak detection rate of 3 gallons per hour at
10 psi test pressure. Provide written evidence of replacement orrepak'ofﬂmetln'ee units
§ _bym[anerﬂnanSPMonSepﬁember7 1995.

You are directed to cease operation of the three
underground tank systems containing motor vehicle fuel at
5 pm on September 7, 1995 if the leak detectors are not
operating as required by faw.

Failure to comply is prosecutable and upon conviction the tank ovimer 'shaH be Iiable for
fines of not less than- $500 or more than $5000 for each underground storage tank for
-each day of violation of any of ﬂ1e terms of the permit.




RORF4

i5595 W:shlngton Aventre STID 1360 August 24, 1995
San Lorenzo 94580

_ The following terms of the five year permit are being violated.

4-  Annual tightness testing by a certified tank tester. This office is to be
notifled 48 hours in advance of the test and a certified copy of the test and
the worksheets is to be delivered to this office within 30 days of the date of|
the test. [Title 23, sec.2643(g)] This office does not have a copy of any
tightness test done within the fast 12 months. This requirement is being
violated.

5- Continuously monitor the pressure piping by a line leak detector. The
present devices are Red Jacket, mechanical detectors which must be able to
shut off the flow of product at a leak rate of 3 gph at ten pounds of
pressure. The detectors were tested and failed on 7/31/95. This
requirement is being violated.

Q- Monitoring equipment must be functioning at all times the tank is in use.
The falled detectors have not been repaired. This requirement is being
violated.

15- Malntain financial responsibility certification with this Department and have
coples of the documentation on the site. There Is not a current certification|
with this office at this time. This requirement Is being violated.

Compliance with the all of the numbered terms is a requirement of the five year permit tq
operate. Failure to comply is cause for prosecution and revocation of the
permit.

Additional violation: The Hazardous Material Business plan which you have on file with
this office is dated 12-20-90. Please review your plan and submit a comrected plan within
30 days. You are required by law to do this review at least once every two years and to
submit a certification that the review has been done and that no revision s needed or
submit a revised plan.

If you have any questions please contéct. me at {(510) 567-6734.
| Sihcerely,

-~ .
7 Don Atkinson-Adams

Senior Registered Environrnental'
Health Specialist #5485

Page 2
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5

15595 Washington Avenue STID 1360 | August 30, 1995
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Enclosure: HMBP pa& 2

cc:  Gil Jensen, A[a'meda County District Attomey, Consumer and Environmental
Protection Division

Bob Chambers, Alameda County District Attomey, Consumer and Envlrdnmenta[
Protection Division '

Jun Makishima, Acting Director of Environmental Health

Scott Seery, Local Oversight Program
Bill Raynolds, East Area Manager

Robert Weston, Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

lindalek.895

Page 3
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ® o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY RO34

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
August 25, 1995 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
‘  (510) 567-6777

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

STID 1360

Mehdi Mohammadian, Owner
Linda Shell
15595 Washington Avenue

- San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Dan Kirk

Shell Oil

P.O.Box 4023 ..
Concord, CA 94524

Subject: List of Conditions for Five Year Operating Permft for four Underground Storage
Tanks, Linda Shell, 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, CA 94580.

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

The present five year operating permit expires on April 29, 1996. The following is a list
of conditions which must be followed to maintain your permit to operate the four (4)
underground storage tank systems (USTs) at the subject site. The systems include one,
500 gallon, double walled fiberglass, waste oil tank with a vertical fill [ine; and three
10,000 gallon double walled fiberglass motor vehicle fuel tanks with single walled
fiberglass pressurized piping and product dispensers. (Note: the piping for the fuel tanks
is double walled fiberglass but since there is no monitoring of the interstitial space the

~ piping is to be considered single wall for the monitoring requirement.) All four tank
systems have spill containment around the fill tubes. The waste oil tank has a detector in
the interstitial space connected to a Pollulert monitoring system. The three 10,000
gallon tank systems must be monitored as "hybrid tank systems" as follows:

Tank monitoring: (three, 10,000 gallon tanks)

1- Manual Inventory Reconciliation:
~daily stick readings,
-monthly reconciliation,
-annual letter to this office "verifying under penalty of perjury that all
monthly reports were summarized and that all data are within
~ allowable variations." [Title 23, sec.2646(g)],

2- Annual tightness testing by a certified tank tester. This office is to be
notified 48 hours in advance of the test and a certified copy of the test and
the worksheets is to be delivered to this office within 30 days of the date of
the test., [Title 23, sec.2643(g) -




® | o RO 334

15595 Washington Avenue stid 1360 August 25, 1995
San Lorenzo 94580

| Tank monitoring: (all four tanks)

3-

Continuous monitoring of the interstitial space of each tank. The monitor is
to be attached to a visual and audible alarm. The present system is made
by Pollulert.

Piping monitoring: (three, 10,000 gallon tanks)

4

Annual tightness testing by a certified tank tester. This office is to be
notified 48 hours in advance of the test and a certified copy of the test and
the worksheets is to be delivered to this office within 30 days of the date of

 the test. [Title 23, sec.2643(g)]

Continuously monitor the pressure piping by a line leak detector. The
present devices are Red Jacket, mechanical detectors which must be able to
shut off the flow of product at a leak rate of 3 gph at ten pounds of
pressure.

Additional requirements:

12-

13-

14-

Maintain written records of all maintenance performed on the tank system.

Make available manual inventory reconciliation records (for the three,
10,000 gallon tanks) within 36 hours of request.

All monitoring equipment must be serviced at least annually by a factory
certifled technician.

Monitoring equipment must be functioning at all times the tank is in use.
Complete employee training at least annually and document such training.

Report any unauthorized spills and releases to this office within 24 hours.
Provide written reports of spills and releases within 5 working days.

Report changes in facility staff and/or monltoririg equipment on Forms A &
B within 30 days. '

Fees related to the operation of the tanks are to be paid in a timely manner
to this Department.

Display the ﬁve year operating permit in a conspicuous place on site.

Page 2
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15595 Washington Avenue STID 13460 August 24, 1995
San Lorenzo 94580

15- Maintain financial responsibility certification with this Department and have
copies of the documentation on the site.
(A copy of the relevant pages from the "Financial Responsibility
Guide, July 1995 are enclosed for your use.)

Fill out and return the "Certification of Financial Responsibility™
and the "Letter from the Chief Financial Officer”™
by September 1, 1995.

Compliance with the all of the numbered conditions is a requirement of the five year
permit to operate and failure to comply is cause for prosecution and revocation of the
permit, a

THE FOLLOWING ARE REQUIRED UPGRADES BY DECEMBER 23, 1998

A- The three, 10,000 gallon tanks must have over fill prevention systems
installed.

B- The automatic line leak detectors shall be capable of shutting off the pump if;
-a leak occurs, or
-the detector fails, or -
-the detector is disconnected.

If you have any questions regarding the operation of these 4 tank systems please contact
me at (510) 567-6734.

et A
Don Atkinson-Adams
. Senior Registered Environmental

Health Speclalist #5485 lindaper.895

S_i_pgerely,

enclosures (Hybrid Tank Systems) (Financial Responsibility}

cc: Bill- Raynolds, East Area Manager Robert Weston, Senfor Hazardous Materials Specialist

Page 3




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RO 37%F4

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

Alameda County CC4530
Environmental Protection Division
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 250
Alameda CA 94502-6577

STID 1360

February 28, 1892

Mahdi Mochammadian
LINDA SHELL

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Lisa Kim

TEXACO, INC.

10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561

Jessen and Agnes Calleri
1901 Cliffland Avenue
Qakland, CA 924605

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZQ, ALAMEDA
COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Kim and Calleri and Messrs. Mohammadian and Kubo:

Today a reset Pre-Enforcement Review Panel (PERP) convened during
which environmental, responsible party (RP) and current
underground storage tank (UST) specification issues were
discussed. RP and UST issues remain unresclved.

The Review Panel have requested that the partieé submit
additional information, as follows:

1) within 15 days -
o M"As-built" engineering drawing packet depicting the

present UST gystem configuration and locations of all
system appurtenances

o All equipment cutsheets for: USTs and piping; secondary
containment (if applicable); sumps, overfill and
overspill protection; pumps; system monitoring
equipment, including sensors, panels, etc., and their
locations.




M=2. Kim and Calleri and Messrs. Mohammadian and Kubo
RE: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo

February 28, 1985

Page 2 of 2 :

2} within 30 days -

¢ Chronology of site ownership, UST ownership and operation,
UST replacement and/or removal, etc.

© The Calleris’ association with the operation and ownership
of the site; business arrangement with Texaco Corporation
{t.e., distributorship vs. dealership vs. retailer, etc.),
among other possible fuel suppliers

o The last known operator or lessee of the site during
Calleris’ ownership of the site (if not the Calleris)

© Discussion with respect to the affiliation of the Longs
with the Calleris, status of any resulting estates, dates
of tenure, etc.
o Any legal arguments regarding RP definitions or
designations
Please contact this office should you have any questicns. I may

be reached at 510/567-6783, or -6700.

Sincerely,

eery, CHMM
zardous Materials Specialist

enibr

co: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office

John Kaiser, RWQCB

Sandra R. McIntosh, Trepel & Clark
50 West San Fernandeo, 13th Floor
San Jose, CA 95113

Mary J. Swanson, 101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., Ste. 350

Walnut Creek, CA 9459%96-4095




ALAMEDA GOUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro3F4
RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agercy Director

Alameda County CC4580
STID 1360 Environmental Protection Division
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 250

Alameda CA 94502-6577
February 3, 1995

Mahdi Mohammadian
LINDA SHELL

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, <CA 94580

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Dakley, CA 94561

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO, ALAMEDA
COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Messrs. Mohammadian and Kubo:

As you are aware, the Pre-Enforcement Review Panel (PERP)
gscheduled for January 24, 1995 was, at the request of Ms. Mary J.
Swanson, attorney for the Calleri‘’s, postponed until February 28,
1995. A revised notice will be forthcoming.

In preparation for this meeting, this office has become aware
that the "as-built" drawings depicting the current underground
storage tank (UST) configuration have not, to date, been provided
to this agency. Section 2635(d) (8) of Title 23, California Code
of Regulations (CCR), states "...[t]lhe actual location and
orientation of the [USTs] and appurtenant piping systems shall be
indicated on as-built drawings of the facility. Copies of all
drawings, photographs, and plans shall be submitted to the local
agency."

Pursuant to the cited section of 23CCR, please be prepared to
submit a complete set of engineering as-built drawings at the
February 28 meeting.

Please contact this office should you have any questions. I may
be reached at 510/567-6783, or -6700.

Senior HaZardous Materlals Specialist




Messrs. Mahammadian and Kubo
RE: 15595 Washington Ave.
February 3, 1995

Page 2 of 2

ccC: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Rob Weston, ACDEH
Sandra R. McIntosh, Trepel & Clark
50 West San Fernando, 13th Floor
San Josgse, CA 95113
Mary J. Swanson, 101 Ygnacio Valley Rd., Ste. 350
Walnut Creek, CA 945%6-4095
Lisa Kim, Texaco Inc., 10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVI

AGENCY RO3T4
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A, SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director
ALAMEDA COUNTY CC4580

STID 1360 . DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICON DIVISION
1131 HARBOR BAY PKWY., #250

Mr. Mahdi Mohammadilan
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

RE: LINDA SHELIL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO
Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

This correspondence is written in response to your November 11,
1994 request for specific information regarding this agency’s
receipt and interpretation of the October 17, 1986 Groundwater
Technology, Inc. assessment report. I will address your
questions in the order that they were presented, first restating
each question as I have understood them.

Question 1) Did the health department receive a copy of the
October 17, 1986 Groundwater Technology, Inc. report
for this site during 1986 or 1987?

Answer It is unknown whether or not the health department
received the cited Groundwater Technology, Inc. (GTI)
report during 1986 or 1987. Further discussion of
this issue would require conjecture.

However, the case file’'s first apparent reference to
the October 1986 GTI report was in a January 14, 1993
GTI cover letter which accompanied a copy of their
December 4, 1992 sampling report. This GTI cover
letter indicates that a Mr. Kebo [sic] had requested
a copy of the 1986 GTI report be provided to the
health department. GTI indicates that approval from
Texaco would be reguired first.

The case file reflectg that the health department did
receive a copy of the October 1986 GTI report from
Mr. Bertram Kubo at some point after March 30, 1993,
the date of hig hand-written note accompanying a Copy
of thils report.

Question 2) If the health department had received the October
1986 GTI report, would we have considered the site
ralean” or contaminated, and would we have opened a
case requiring an investigation?
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Answer The health department was not overseeing the
assessment or clean-up of sites contaminated by
leaking underground storage tanks (UST) at that time.
The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) was the agency shouldered with that
responsgibility at that time. During December 1988,
the health department entered into an agreement with
the RWQCB for such oversight responsibility.

Question 3) When was the first time this office received a copy
of the October 17, 1986 GTI report?

Answer As indicated previously, it appears that this office
did not receive a copy of the cited GTI report until
sometime after March 30, 1993.

Question 4) Do our files indicate, or is 1t even possible, that
during late 1986 or early 1987 our office had
informed Mr. Kubo, based on the cited report, that
the contamination is so minimal that the health
department dropped their investigation?

Answer As indicated previously, our first apparent awareness
of the cited GTI report was at some time after March
1593. To answer this question more substantially
would require conjecture.

Question 5) Is it true that the health department would have
opened a case reguiring an environmental
investigation if we had been aware of the cited GTI
report at that time?

Answer As indicated previously, the health department did
- not receive authority to be the lead agency in such
cageg until December 1988. Hence, if a case were
opened, the RWQCE would have been the agency
requiring the investigation and overseeing the
project.

Additionally, review of the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) "Report on Releases of Hazardous Substances From
Underground Storage Tanks" dated January 1992 indicates this site
does not, as of that document’s publish date, appear in the SWRCR
database. This would suggest that the release at this site had
not been properly reported to the SWRCB. Hence, this agency, as
well as the RWQCB and SWRCB, were likely not informed at all
until 1993 of the release at this site.
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Please call me at 510/567-6783 should you have any further
questions.

Sincerel;%/// //////’“

7 W/

t 't’y' CHMM
en%or Haszardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Lisa Kim, Texaco
Eertram Kubo
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STID 1360

October 25, 1994

Mehdi Mchammadian
LINDA SHELL

15595 Washington Avenue
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Lisa Kim

TEXACO, INC,

10 Universal City Plaza, 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608-1006

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Cakley, CA 94561

RE: LINDA SHELL, 15595 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SAN LORENZO, ALAMEDA
COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Kim and Messrs. Mohammadian and Kubo:

Today a Pre-Enforcement Review Panel (PERP) convened to disacuss
the current status of the environmental and regulatory issues
associated with the referenced site. 1In addition to yourselves,
representatives from the Alameda County District Attorney’s
Office, and the Alameda County Environmental Health Department,
Environmental Protection Division, were in attendance, among
others.

The Review Panel have agreed to allow the record to remain open
for an additional period of 30 days to provide sufficient time
for all parties or their agents to collect and submit
supplemental information for consideration before a final
decigion is rendered. Therefore, the record will remain open
until the close of business on November 28, 1994. This deadline
gsupercedes that associated with this agency’s May 31, 1994
request for a work plan for the further assessment of the site,
pending a final decision by the Review Panel.
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RE: 15595 Washington Ave., San Lorenzo
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Please contact this office should you have any questions. T may
be reached at 510/567-6783, or -6700.

Sincerely,

oLt/ 0. Sgexry, CHMM
Senior ardous Materials Specialist

cec: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director

@il Jengen, Alameda County District Attorney’'s Office

Roh Weston, ACDEH

Kevin Graves, RWQCEB

Ed Laudani, Alameda County Fire Department

Sandra R. McIntosh, Trepel & Clark
50 West San Fernando, 13th Floor
San Jose, CA 85113
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RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

May 31, 19%4 Division of Clean Water Programs
. UST Local Gversight Program
Lisa Kim 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Texace Inc Oakland, CA 94621
(510) 271-4530

10 Universal City Plaza 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608 1006

STID 1360

Re: Investigations at 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorengzo,
California

Dear Ms. Kim,

This office has received and reviewed Texaco’s Quarterly
Monitoring Report, dated May 3, 1994, for the above site. Due to
variations in the ground water gradient in the area, you will be
regquired to conduct monthly water level measurements and
corresponding gradient determinations, in addition to the
required guarterly ground water sampling, for 12 months, and
quarterly thereafter. The calculated monthly elevation contours
may be submitted with the quarterly monitoring reports.

Future quarterly monitoring reports shall include an
interpretation of the results and recommendations. The whole
report must be submitted under the seal of a Registered Geologist
or Registered Engineer, and not just the gradient map.

Elevated levels of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline, at
1,300 ppb, and benzene, at 110 ppb, were identified from on-site
Well MW-1. Please be reminded that, per Article 11 Title 23
California Code of Regulations, you are required to fully
characterize the extent and severity of this ground water
contamination, and any potential soil contamination. A work plan
addressing this work is due within 60 days of the date of this

letter.
If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.
Sincerely,  __._ _
s
' X ,,z:L - ./:,.
‘”ﬁi;caﬁvfx:ﬁgizgn:;.,

’,/
-~ Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist




Lisa Kim

Re:

15595 Washington

May 31, 1994
Page 2 of 2

cc.:

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Ave,
Oakley, CA 94561

Mr. Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington Ave.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Edgar Howell-File(JS)

R63%4
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RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Water Resources Control Board

1993 Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program

. 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Bertram Kubo Qakland, CA 94621

5772 Sellers Avenue N (510) 271-4530
Qakley, CA 94561

ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

November 18,

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, California

Dear Mr. Kubo,

Oon April 27, 1993, this office wrote you a letter requiring you
to continue quarterly ground water monitoring and reporting at

your site. To this date, this office has received no guarterly
reports.

You are required to conduct quarterly ground water monitoring at
the site, and submit a guarterly report to this office within 45
days of the date of this letter. The referenced quarterly
reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

o Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time: records of field observations
and data, water level data, chain-of-custody forms,
laboratory results for all samples collected and analyzed,
tabulations of free product thicknesses, if any, and
dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization.

© Interpretation of results:- water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plune
definition maps for target components, etc.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table
2 of the RWQCB’s St Reco dations for the Initial Eva tion

and Investigation of Underground Tanks.

Recently a site assessment was conducted at 15563 Washington
Avenue, adjacent to your property, with the intent to sell this
property. Three borings were installed along the southern
boundary of that property (Please refer to the attached figure).,
Groundwater "grab" samples were collected from all three of these
borings, and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as
gasoline {TPHg) and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes.




Mr. Bertram Kubo

Re: 15595 Washington Ave.
November 18, 1993

Page 2 of 2

Upto 4,500 parts per billion (ppb) TPHg and 18 ppb benzene were
identified from the ground water samples (Please refer to
attached lab analysis results).

Information was recently made available to this office indicating
that the property at 15563 Washington was never used for
hydrocarbon operations. It appears that this property was part
of a farm until the 1960s, when the property was purchased by
Gulf 0il along with your property. According to Building Permit
documentation and a blue print, Gulf 0il developed your site into
a service station, and left the site at 15563 undeveloped for
#"Surplus Property" until the site was sold to Mr. Don Callahan,
the current property owner, in 1972. Since that time, that site
has only been used for office space.

Therefore, it appears that the observed contamination at the
neighboring property may be resulting from releases at your site.
If ground water gradient is determined teo be flowing from your
site towards the 15563 Washington site, you may be required to
investigate for off-site migration of groundwater contamination.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,

/Juliet shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

ccl Lisa Kim
Texaco Inc
10 Universal City Plaza 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608 1006

Mr. Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington Ave.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Pbon Callahan
15250 Hesperian Blvd., Ste 200
San Leandro, CA 94578

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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GavID J. KEARS, Agency Director
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RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

' State Water Resources Control Board
1993 _ Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program

November 18,
Mahdi Mohammadian 80 %ﬁi{;ﬁa’gf ;’Léﬁ?
15595 Washington Ave. (510) 271-4530
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo,'California

Dear Mr. Mohammadian,

Oon April 27, 1993, this office wrote you a letter requiring you
to continue quarterly ground water monitoring and reporting at
your site. To this date, this office has received no quarterly
reports, or any communication as to why the guarterly reports
have not been submitted.

You are required to conduct guarterly ground water monitoring at
the site, and submit a quarterly report to this office within 45
days of the date of this letter. The referenced quarterly
reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

o Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time: records of field observations
and data, water level data, chain-of-custody forms,
laboratory results for all samples collected and analyzed,
tabulations of free product thicknesses, if any, and
dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization.

0 Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plume
definition maps for target components, etc.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table

2 of the RWQCB’s Staff Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation
and Investigation of Underground Tanks.

Recently a site assessment was conducted at 15563 Washington
Avenue, adjacent to your property, with the intent to sell this
property. Three borings were installed along the southern
boundary of that property (Please refer to the attached figure).
Groundwater "grab" samples were collected from all three of these
borings, and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as
gasoline (TPHg) and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes.
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Mr. Mahdi Mohammadian

Re: 15595 Washington Ave.
November 18, 1993
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Upto 4,500 parts per billion (ppb) TPHg and 18 ppb benzene were
identified from the ground water samples (Please refer to
attached lab analysis results).

Information was recently made available to this office indicating
that the property at 15563 Washington was never used for
hydrocarbon operations. It appears that this property was part
of a farm until the 1960s, when the property was purchased by
Gulf 0il along with your property. According to Building Permit
documentation and a blue print, Gulf 0il developed your site into
a service station, and left the site at 15563 undeveloped for
"Surplus Property" until the site was sold toc Mr. Don Callahan,
the current property owner, in 1972. Since that time, that site
has only been used for office space.

Therefore, it appears that the observed contamination at the
neighboring property may be resulting from releases at your site.
If ground water gradient is determined to be flowing from your
site towards the 15563 Washington site, you may be required to
investigate for off-site migration of groundwater contamination.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

_,,r')z“f/{;' ¢ ’%\

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Lisa Kim
Texaco Inc
10 Universal City Plaza 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608 1006

Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 94561

Don Callahan
15250 Hesperian Blvd., Ste 200
San Leandro, CA 94578

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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Excelchem

Environmental Lahs
8112 Pattan Avenue
Citrus Helghts, CA 95610
{916} 729-5313

XSIS REPOR

Attention: Mr. John Hicks Date Sampled : B-09-93
EGC, Inc. Date Received: 8-10-93
2495 Industrial Pkwy. West = BTEX Analyzed:  8-16-3)
Hayward, CA 94545 TPHg Analyzed: 8--16-93
Project F: E316-02 Matrix: water
Ethyl- Total
Benzene Toluene benzene Xylenes TPHg
PPB PPB PPB PPRB PPB
Reporting Limit: 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 50
SAMPLE
Laboratory Identification:
B~ 0.5 0.5 ND 0.5 50
woBo3052
B-2 0.7 ND ND ND N¥D
W08523053

PP = Parts per billion = ug/L = micrograve per liter
ND = Not detected, Compound(s) may be present at concentrations below the reportirg Limit.

AALYTICAL PRXEOIRES
BTEN-- Benrene, toluens, sthylbenzens, snd totsl xylene iscmers (BTEX) are enmlyzed by weing EPA Hathod 602
vhich utilizes # gas chromatograph (GC) equipped with a photelonization detector (PID). '
TPug--Totsl petroleus hydrocarbons s gusoline (low-to-medium bolling points) are aralyzed by using modified
EPA Method BC15, shich utilizes a OC aquipped uith an FIO.

A-18-93
Laboratory Representative pate Reported

EXCELCHEM ENVIRONMENTAL LABS 15 CERTIFIRD BY THEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EERVICEE AS A HASARDOUS WRSTE TESTING LABORATORY
(Cectification Wo. 1760)
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Excelchem

Environmental Labs
8112 Paiton Avenue
CHrua Helghts, CA 85810
{918) 729-5313

ANALYSIS REFORT

Attention: Mr. John Hicks Date Sampled : 8-~09-93
EGC, Inc. Date Received: 8~10-93
2495 Industrial Pkwy. West  BTEX Analyzed: 8-16-93
Hayward, Ca 54545 TPHg Analyzed: 8-~16-93

Project #: E316-02 Matrix: Water

Ethyl- Total
Benzene Toluene Dbenzane Xylenes TPHg

EEB PPB EEB PPB EPB
Repoxrting Limit: 10 10 10 1¢ 1000
SAMPLE
Laboratoxry Identification:
B-3 18 28 12 26 4900
WOB93054

PPB = Parts per billion = gL = wicrograes per Liter
N0 = Not detected. Compound(e) may be present at concentrations below the reperting lisit.

ANALYTICAL PROCEDIRES
BIEX-- Bereene, toluene, ethylbenzens, and totsl Xylene isomers (STEX) sre emalyred by using EPA Method &0z
which uti{izes a gas chromatograph (GC) equipped with a photoionization detector (PID).
Py -Total petroleun hydrocachans as pesoline (Lou-to-mediun boiling pointa) are smalyzed by using wodified
EPA Method 8015, which utilizee & B0 equipped with an FID,

f-18-93
Laboratory Representative Date Reported

EXCELCHEM ENVIRONMERTAL TARS IS CERTIFIED BY THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTHENT OF HEALTH SERVICES AS A BAZARDOUS WASTE TESTING LABORATORY
{(Certification Ro. 1760)
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Excelchem

Environmental Labs
8112 Pation Avenue
Cltrus Heights, CA 85610
{918) 729-5312

ANALYS8IS8 REPORT

Attention: Mr. John Hicks Date Sampled : 8-09~93

¢ Inc. Date Received: 8-10~93
2495 Industrial FXwy. West ‘TPHA Analyzed: 8-17-93
Hayward, cA 94543 Matrix : Water

Project #: E3i6-02

TPHA
. . . © PPB

Reporting Limit: 100
SAMPLE
Laboratory Identification
1 ND™
2 ND™~
#" ND™

PPB = Parts per billion = g/l = microgrom per Liter
= No pample Fdentificetion on sople container.

~- & Pedks in diesel range
k0 = Mot detected,

Corpoursi(2) may be present st emcentretions below the reporting Limie,

ARALYTICM, PROCEMRES

TPI--Total petrotews hydrocerbons as diesel Chigh boiling potnts) are seacured by extraction using £pA kethod
3550 foltowed by modified EFA Method BO1S With direct sample InJectfon inta s EC equipped with on Fib,

8-18-~
Laboratory Representative . Date Reported

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
VICES AS 3 HAZARDOUS WASTRE TESTING LABORATORY
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ’ .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES :

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro 234
RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST, AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

November 18, 1993 Division of Clean Water Programs
! UST Local Oversight Program

. . 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Ms. Lisa Kim Oakland, CA 94621

Texaco Inc. . {510) 271-4530
10 Universal City Plaza 13th Floor
Universal City, CA 91608 1006

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washington Avenue, San Lorenzo, California

Dear Ms. Kinm,

This office has received your letter, dated September 23, 1993,
expressing Texaco’s arguement as to why they should not be
considered a Responsible Party for investigations and cleanup at
the above site. This office discussed your letter with the State
Clean Water Program’s Legal Counsel and the Alameda County
District Attorney’s Office, and it was determined that, based on
the State’s regqulations, Texaco will still be considered a
Responsible Party. 1If you wish to discuss this matter further,
this office is willing to hold a meeting between Texaco, Alameda
COunty, the Alameda County District Attorney’s Office, and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board in what has been 001ned a
"Review Panel".

Per our conversations on October 25, 1993 and November 8, 1993,
the whereabouts of the last operators of the underground storage
tanks before the release is unknown.

On April 27, 1993, this office wrote you a letter requiring you
to continue quarterly ground water monitoring and reporting at
your site. To this date, this office has received no gquarterly .
reports. You are required to conduct quarterly ground water
monitoring at the site, and submit a quarterly report to this
office within 45 days of the date of this letter. "The referenced
quarterly reports must describe the status of the investigation
and must include, among others, the following elements:

o Details and results of all work performed during the
~ designated period of time: records of field observations
and data, water level data, chain-of-custody forms,
laboratory results for all samples collected and analyzed,
tabulations of free product thlcknesses, if any, and
dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization.
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Ms. Lisa Kim

Re: 15595 Washington Ave.
November 18, 1993

Page 2 of 3

o Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plume
definition maps for target components, etc.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table

2 of the RWQCB’s Staff Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation
and Investigation of Underground Tanks.

Recently a site assessment was conducted at 15563 Washington
Avenue, adjacent to your property, with the intent to sell this
property. Three borings were installed along the southern
boundary of that property (Please refer to the attached figure).
Groundwater "grab" samples were collected from all three of these
borings, and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as
gasoline (TPHg) and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes.
Upto 4,500 parts per billion (ppb) TPHg and 18 ppb benzene were
identified from the ground water samples (Please refer to
attached lab analysis results). :

Information was recently made available to this office indicating
that the property at 15563 Washington was never used for
hydrocarbon operations. It appears that this property was part
of a farm until the 1960s, when the property was purchased by
Gulf 0il along with your property. According to Building Permit
documentation and a blue print, Gulf 0il developed your site into
a service station, and left the site at 15563 undeveloped for
"Surplus Property" until the site was sold to Mr. Don Callahan,
the current property owner, in 1972. Since that time, that site
has only been used for office space.

Therefore, it appears that the observed contamination at the
neighboring property may be resulting from releases at your site.
If ground water gradient is determined to be flowing from your
site towards the 15563 Washington site, you may be required to
investigate for off-site migration of groundwater contamination.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist
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Ms. Lisa Kim

Re: 15595 Washington Ave.
November 18, 1993

Page 3 of 3

cc: Bertram Kubo
5772 Sellers Avenue
Oakley, CA 924561

Mr. Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington Ave.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Pon Callahan
15250 Hesperian Blvd., Ste 200
San Leandro, CA 94578

Edgar Howell=-File(JS)




ALAMEDA COUNTY . .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Ro3%4

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Water Resources Control Board

: Divisien of Clean Water Programs

i UST Local Oversight Program
April 27, 1993 80 Swan Way, Bm 200

Qakland, CA 94621
Bert Kubo . (510) 271-4530

5772 Bellers Ave.
Oakley, CA 94561

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washington Street, San Lorenzo, California

Dear Mr. Kubo,

In August 1986, Groundwater Technology, Inc., under the direction
of Texaco, placed six borings at the above site and converted
three of these borings into monitoring wells. It appears that
soil samples were collected from the borings at 5-foot intervals,
and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), lead, and
BTEX, and ground water samples were collected from the three
newly installed monitoring wells and borings SB-1 and SB-2, and
analyzed for BTEX. The analysis of the ground water sample
collected from SB-1 identified 220 ppb Benzene.

In 1992, Groundwater Technology was contacted by Tracy Federal
Bank to conduct a limited investigation of the site. On November
12, 1992, Groundwater Technology collected water level
measurements and ground water samples from the three on-site
wells. Water samples were analyzed for BTEX and TPH as gasoline.
Analysis of the ground water samples identified 720 ppb TPH as
gasoline, 3 ppb Benzene, and traces of toluene, ethylbenzene, and
Xylenes from Well MW-1. Additionally, 69 ppb TPH as gasoline was
identified from Well Mw~3. Well MW-1, the well currently showing
the highest levels of TPH and BTEX, is located near the former
boring SB-1 which identified the levels of benzene observed in
1986. -

Per Section 2652, Article 5, Title 23 California Code of
Regulations, you are required to continue conducting quarterly
monitoring and reporting at this site. The referenced guarterly
reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

© Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time: records of field observations
and data, water level data, chain-of-custody forms,




Mr. Bert Kubo

Re: 15595 Washington St.
April 27, 1993

Page 2 of 2

laboratory results for all samples collected and analyzed,
tabulations of free product thicknesses, if any, and
‘dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization.

© Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plume
definition maps for target component, etc.

© Recommendations or plans for additiocnal investigative work
or remediation.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table
2 of the RWQCB‘s St Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation

and Investigation of Underground Tanks.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530,

Sincerely,

uliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Richard Hiett, RWQCB

Mr. Robert Robles

Texaco Refining &

Marketing, Inc.

10 Universal City Plza, 13th F1l.
Universal City, CA 91608

Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington St.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Edgar Howell-File{JS)
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HEALTH CARE SERVICES p

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RO3F4
RAFAT A. SHAMID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Pragrams

April 27, 1993 . UST Local Oversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621
{510) 271-4530

Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington St.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washington Street, San Lorenzo, California

Dear Mr. Mchammadian,

In August 1986, Groundwater Technology, Inc., under the direction
of Texaco, placed six borings at the above site and converted
three of these borings into monitoring wells. It appears that
soil samples were collected from the borings at 5-foot intervals,
and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), lead, and
BTEX, and ground water samples were collected from the three
newly installed monitoring wells and borings SB-1 and SB-2, and
analyzed for BTEX. The analysis of the ground water sample
collected from SB-1 identified 220 ppb Benzene.

In 1992, Groundwater Technology was contacted by Tracy Federal
Bank to conduct a limited investigation of the site. On November
12, 1992, Groundwater Technology collected water level
measurements and ground water samples from the three on-site
wells. Water samples were analyzed for BTEX and TPH as gasoline.
Analysis of the ground water samples identified 720 ppb TPH as
gasoline, 3 ppb Benzene, and traces of toluene, ethylbenzene, and
xylenes from Well MW-1. Additionally, 69 ppb TPH as gasoline was
identified from Well MW-3, Well MW-1, the well currently showing
the highest levels of TPH and BTEX, is located near the former

boring 8B~1 which identified the levels of benzene observed in
1986,

Per Section 2652, Article 5, Title 23 California Code of
Regulations, you are required to continue conducting gquarterly
monitoring and reporting at this site. The referenced guarterly
reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

o Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time: records of field observations
and data, water level data, chain-of-custody forms,
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laboratory results for all samples collected and analyzed,
tabulations of free product thicknesses, if any, and
dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization.

0 Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plume
definition maps for target component, etc.

© Recommendations or plans for additional investigative work
or remediation.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table
2 of the RWQCB’s Staff Recommendatio for the Initial Evaluation

and Investigation of Underground Tanks.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Richard Hiett, RWQCB .

Mr. Robert Robles

Texaco Refining &

Marketing, Inc.

10 Universal City Plza, 13th Fl.
Universal City, CA 91608

Bert Xubo
5772 Sellers Ave.
Oakley, CA 94561

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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Marketing, Inc.
10 Universal City Plza, 13th Fl.
Universal City, CA 91608

STID 1360

Re: 15595 Washihgton Street, San Lorenzo, California

Dear Mr. Robles,

In August 1986, Groundwater Technology, Inc., under the direction
of Texaco, placed six borings at the above site and converted
three of these borings into monitoring wells. It appears that
soil samples were collected from the borings at 5-foot intervals,
and analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), lead, and
BTEX, and ground water samples were collected from the three
newly installed monitoring wells and borings SB~1 and SB-2, and
analyzed for BTEX. The analysis of the ground water sample
collected from SB-1 identified 220 ppb Benzene.

In 1992, Groundwater Technology was contacted by Tracy Federal
Bank to conduct a limited investigation of the site. On November
12, 1992, Groundwater Technology collected water level
measurements and ground water samples from the three on-site
wells. Water samples were analyzed for BTEX and TPH as gasoline.
Analysis of the ground water samples identified 720 ppb TPH as
gasoline, 3 ppb Benzene, and traces of toluene, ethylbenzene, and
xylenes from Well MW-1. Additionally, 69 ppb TPH as gasoline was
identified from Well MW-3. Well MW-1, the well currently showing
the highest levels of TPH and BTEX, is located near the former

boring SB-1 which identified the levels of benzene observed in
1986.

Per Section 2652, Article 5, Title 23 california Code of
Regulations, you are required to continue conducting quarterly
monitoring and reporting at this site. The referenced quarterly
reports must describe the status of the investigation and must
include, among others, the following elements:

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

Status of ground water contamination characterization,
Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product, plume
definition maps for target component, etc.

Recommendations or plans for additional investigative work
or remediation.

Samples collected must be analyzed for the appropriate fuel
contaminants, potentially available for release, listed in Table
2 of the RWQCB’s Staff Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation
and Investigation of Underground Tahks.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,

./ Juliet shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cCl

Richard Hiett, RWQCB

Mahdi Mohammadian
15595 Washington St.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

Bert Kubo
5772 Sellers Ave.
Oakley, CA 94561

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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May 22, 1991

Mehdi Mohawmmadian
Linda Shell

15595 Washington Av.
San Lorenzoe CA 94580

RE: Underground Storage Tank Operating Permit

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

Enclosed is a five year underground storage tank cperating permit
for your facility. To operate under a valid permit, you are
required to comply with the conditions as described in the
California Code of Regulations, Title 23, Subchapter 16, Section
2712. These conditions are summarized below:

1. The permittee shall report to this office within 30
days any changes in the uses of any underground storage
tank. Storage of any new hazardous substances, changes
in monitoring procedures, or replacement/repair of any
part or all of an underground storage tank are among
the changes that must be reported.

2. The permittee shall report to this office any
unauthorized releases as described in Sections 2652 (b)
and (c).

3. Written records of all monitoring performed shall
be maintained onsite for a period of at least three
years from the date the monitoring was performed.
These records shall be made available for inspection
during any site inspection by a representative of this
office.

4. Pernmits may be transferred to new underground
storage tank owners if the new tank owner does not
change any conditions of the permit, the transfer is
registered with this office within 30 days of the
change in ownership, and any necessary modifications
are made to the permit application information. This
office may review, modify, or terminate the permit to
operate the underground storage tank upon receiving the
ownership transfer request.
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You may contact me with any questions about your undefqround'
tanks at 271-4320.

Sincerely,
/. .
Pamela J. Evans

Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: James Ferdinand, Eden Consolidated Fire Protection District
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: {415)
Mehdi Mohammadian

Linda Shell

15595 Washington Av.

San Lorenzo CA 94580

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Dear Mr. Mohammadian:

On December 4, 1990, I inspected your premises to determine your
compliance with underground tank statutes. Our records show,
and the inspection confirmed, that you operate four underground
storage tanks at your service station, including three 10,000
gallon fuel tanks and a 550 gallon waste oil tank. No permits
for these tanks have been submitted to this office. You were
instructed to fill out and submit permit forms to my office by
January 5, 1991, I supplied blank copies of these forms at the
time of my inspection.

Section 25284(a) of the Health and Safety Code of California
forbids any person to own or operate an underground storage tank
without a permit from the local agency. You must complete and
return underground storage tank permit forms for your site and
for each of the tanks at your site by no later than March 30,
1991. '

- You may contact me with any questions at 271-4320.
Sincerely,
Gl QFame-

Pamela J. ans
Hazardous Materials Specialist

¢: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office






