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1 INTRODUCTION 
On behalf of Nestlé USA, Inc. (Nestlé), Environnemental Cost Management, Inc. (ECM) prepared 
this Draft Corrective Action Plan (CAP) for the former Nestlé facility (Site) once located at 1310 14th 
Street, Oakland, California (Figure 1).  This report responds to a request contained in a letter from 
the Alameda County Health Care Service’s (ACHS) dated March 4, 2009.  The March 4, 2009 
letter acknowledged ECM’s response to comments on the November 4, 2008 Revised Site 
Conceptual Model (SCM) and requested submission of a draft Corrective Action Plan to ACHS.   
 
This draft CAP relies on the compilation and analysis of site investigation and remediation data as 
documented in the November 4, 2008 Revised SCM Report and the January 2001 Comprehensive 
Site Characterization Report1. 
 
 
2 SITE HISTORY 

2.1 Operational History 
This draft CAP addresses the northwest corner of 1310 14th Street, Oakland, California, indicated 
as “NW Parcel” in Figure 1 (Site), consistent with directives from ACHS.  The ACHS issued closure 
letters for other portions of the property.  The terms “facility” or “property” are used to discuss the 
full property, including all four parcels.  
 
The former Nestlé facility, originally constructed by American Creamery in 1915, was used to 
manufacture ice cream and packaged milk.  Carnation purchased the property in 1929 and made 
additions and improvements between 1946 and 1973 for dairy product processing and distribution.  
Nestlé USA, Inc. assumed operation of the property following its purchase of Carnation in 1985.  
Nestlé ceased operations at the property in 19912. 
 
While it was operational, the facility was used for the distribution of ice cream and packaged fresh 
milk by trucks.  The delivery trucks were fueled at dispensers near service bays located at the 
northwest corner and were repaired and maintained at the facility.   
 
A chronological summary of historical operations at the facility and remedial actions and at the Site 
is provided below.  In addition, Appendix A provides a series of historical aerial photos that 
illustrate changes in the development of the facility over time.  
 
1915 - 1979 

 
• Original facilities constructed by American Creamery in 1915. 
• Facilities were further developed for ice cream manufacturing and distribution and milk 

packaging activities by Carnation between 1946 and 1973. 
• Following development by Carnation, facilities included food processing equipment, large 

cooler/freezer rooms, and 5 underground storage tanks (USTs; 2 gasoline, 2 diesel, 1 waste 
oil) for delivery vehicles.  

 
1980s 
 
• Ice cream manufacturing and distribution activities declined in the late 1980s. 
• In early 1988, ice cream and milk distribution ceased. 

 1
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• In December 1988 and January 1989, five USTs were excavated and removed from the Site. 
• Free product was observed in the tank excavation area during UST removal. 
• 1,200 cubic yards of soil removed during UST excavation, treated on-site, and replaced in 

excavation. 
 
1990s 
• Additional remediation efforts were implemented in the early 1990s. 
• A SVE system operated in the former UST area from January 1994 through 1995, removing 

approximately 34,000 pounds of hydrocarbons. 
• A multi-phase extraction system operated from August 1997 through June 2000, removing 

10,875 pounds of hydrocarbons. 
• Active remediation terminated in November 1999, with the concurrence of ACHA and the 

RWQCB, in response to reductions in LPH measurements. 
• Nestlé monitored a network of 11 monitoring wells for petroleum and HVOCs in groundwater 

semi-annually for two years, under the direction of the ACHA and the RWQCB. 
• A Risk Based Corrective Action (RBCA) analysis addressed residual concentrations remaining 

on-site. 
 
2000s 
 
• Operation of the multi-phase extraction system terminated in June 2000. 
• The ACHA accepted the RBCA, a Soil Management Plan (SMP), and a Deed Restriction by 

July 2000. 
• The RBCA analysis concluded that no significant risk to human health exists as a result of 

residual chemicals in soil or groundwater for all applicable exposure pathways. 
• The Risk Management Plan (RMP) and deed restriction were implemented to protect against 

any possible direct exposure routes to future construction workers.  
• Nestlé sold the Site to Encinal 14th Street, LLC in July 2000, subject to the RBCA, the RMP 

and the legally binding deed restriction.  
• Nestlé submitted a Comprehensive Site Characterization Report to ACHA in January 2001 in 

support of its request for Site closure. 
• Nestlé submitted a Request for Case Closure to ACHA in February 2002. 
• All unused wells were properly abandoned in December 2002, with approval from the ACHA. 
• Nestlé requested Site closure with the submittal of the semiannual groundwater monitoring 

report dated February 23, 2005. 
• Nestlé submitted Site closure request follow-up letters to the ACHA on June 12, 2006 and June 

15, 2007. 
• In response to ACHS’ September 28, 2007 directive, Nestlé performed and submitted results of 

additional field sampling in March and July 2008. 
• By letter dated August 8, 2008, ACHS established a separate case for the northwest portion of 

the property (“Parcel B”), thus separating regulatory oversight of the northwest portion, which is 
the subject of this report, from the other three subdivided parcels of the property. 

 

2.2 On-Site Structures and Features 
The underground storage tanks (USTs) listed below stored fuel for the operations on-site.  : 
 

• One used-oil tank (1,000-gallon capacity), 
• Two gasoline tanks (10,000-gallon capacity each), and 

 2
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• Two diesel fuel tanks (12,000-gallon capacity each). 
 
The fuel system included underground piping that connected the USTs to the dispensers outside of 
the service bays.  Figure 2 shows the locations of the former USTs and piping. 
 
Figure 2 illustrates the primary features located within the northwestern portion of the facility.  The 
locations of the previous USTs and associated subsurface piping are indicated in Figure 2, as well 
as the footprint of the existing L-shaped (formerly truck maintenance) building, which extends 
along the northern and western edges of the property.  This building is an open structure 
approximately 29,000 square feet in size and contains multiple roll-up vehicle access doors 
opening to the interior of the property. 
 
ECM has searched for, but was unable to locate, final construction drawings for the L-shaped truck 
maintenance.  Historic coring and drilling activities indicate that the concrete slab foundation varies 
in thickness from 4 to 8 inches.  Building footings likely exist beneath the exterior and load bearing 
walls.  The depth of these footings is unknown, although construction codes and practices at the 
approximate time of construction suggest a likely depth of 2 to 15 feet below grade, depending on 
the load distribution technique implemented.  The possible presence of these load-bearing footings 
and/or consolidated soils beneath these footings may form a downgradient barrier to shallow 
groundwater flow in the subsurface along the northwestern edge of the Site boundary (see Section 
6 for further discussion).   
 
To better understand the distribution and movement of chemicals of concern (COCs), Subdynamic 
Corporation conducted a comprehensive survey of subsurface utility corridors in November 2007.  
The findings of this in-field survey are presented within the Revised SCM Report3.  The results of 
this subsurface conduit survey confirmed the existence of on- and off-site utility trenches.  All on-
site utilities were either abandoned, or the utility corridors no longer convey, active utilities.  Section 
3 addresses the utility survey findings relative to the potential influence on subsurface distribution 
and transport of COCs. 
 
The on-site utility survey also addresses concerns raised in the September 2007 ACHS directive 
regarding possible residual diary fat or detergent impacts in the subsurface.  Information collected 
regarding the abandoned and non-operational sewer and/or storm drains on the site indicates 
there are no active sources of such substances within utility conduits beneath the Site. 
 
3 GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY 

3.1 Regional Geology  
The Site is located in an area of the San Francisco Bay region generally underlain by bay mud, the 
Merrit Sand, and Younger and Older Alluvium4.  The San Francisco Bay is located approximately 2 
miles to the west of the Site.  The San Andreas Fault is located approximately 9 miles west, and 
the Calaveras/Hayward fault zone lies approximately 8 miles east.  Shallow soils in this area of the 
eastern shore of the San Francisco Bay generally consist of clayey or silty sands.  Due to its 
limited extent and thickness, the saturated portion of the Merritt Sand in this immediate region is 
not considered a drinking water resource5. 

3.2 Site-Specific Geology and Hydrogeology 
Soil borings extended and logged from 8 to 25 feet below ground surface (ft. bgs) provide geologic 
data for a thorough characterization of subsurface geology6,7,8.  Soils are predominantly well-

 3
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sorted sands (SP), with discontinuous areas of clayey or silty sands (SC, SM).  Hydraulic 
conductivities of these soils have been estimated at approximately 30 ft/day9.  Boring log 
information collected during historical soil boring investigations have been used in developing 
lithologic cross sections, as shown in Figures 3 through 5. 

Groundwater has historically been encountered at depths ranging from approximately 5 to 12 ft. 
bgs.  Most recently, static groundwater elevations encountered in borings extended during the May 
2008 site investigation were in the 9 to 10 ft. bgs range.  Groundwater generally flows to the north-
northwest (toward 16th Street) at an average gradient of 0.0027ft/ft10.  Figure 6 shows the variation 
of groundwater flow directions from December 1995 through April 2000, and confirms the 
observation that the groundwater flow direction has been generally consistent and does not 
change significantly throughout the annual hydraulic cycle. 
 
 
4 SITE CHARACTERIZATION AND REMEDIATION ACTIVITIES 

4.1 Soil Gas Characterization 
Soil gas samples were collected across the Site during two separate studies (in August 1999 and 
May 2008) to document the existence of any VOCs in shallow soil gas.  Both soil gas 
investigations addressed soil vapor conditions following active remediation activities (see Section 5 
for details of remedial activities).  Tables 1a and 1b detail the results of these soil gas sampling 
investigations. 

4.1.1 August 1999 Investigation 
The August 1999 investigation supported the proposed shut down of the multi-phase extraction 
system and planned regulatory closure discussions.  Table 1a documents soil gas concentrations 
from 15 soil borings sampled at 3 ft. bgs using direct-push equipment and summa canisters for 
vapor collection.  Protocols for the collection of soil gas samples are provided in Appendix E of the 
January 2001 Comprehensive Site Characterization11.  Soil gas sampling locations represented 
areas thought to overlie the highest groundwater contaminant levels and the perimeter and 
downgradient edge of the soil and groundwater plume (see Appendix B, Figure 9).  Active 
operation of the existing multi-phase extraction system ceased 24 hours prior to the soil gas 
sampling and remained off until the conclusion of soil gas sampling. 
 
All soil gas samples were analyzed using USEPA Compendium Method TO-14/TO-14A for volatile 
organic compounds.  Benzene and other fuel hydrocarbon compounds were measured in the soil 
vapor samples.  Benzene concentrations ranged from 0.91 to 9,900 ppbv (Table 1a).  Non-fuel 
hydrocarbon compounds detected in the soil vapor were acetone (10–260 ppbv), ethanol (23–
1,400 ppbv), Freon-12 (0.93–630 ppbv), and tetrachloroethene (1.2–160 ppbv).  1,2-DCA was not 
detected in the soil vapor at or above the respective laboratory reporting limits. 

4.1.2 May 2008 Investigation 
The May 2008 investigation addressed the ACHS’ directive dated September 28, 2007.  Soil gas 
concentrations from this investigation are reported in Table 1b.   
 
Soil gas sampling was performed as per the protocol recommended by the Los Angeles Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB)/California Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) Advisory for Active Soil Gas Investigations12.  A California certified on-site mobile lab 
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(TEG, Inc) with full gas chromatography (GC) and mass spectrometry (MS) capabilities analyzed 
all soil gas samples immediately following sample collection13. 
 
Soil gas samples were collected from 12 sampling locations at a depth of 5 ft. bgs.  Soil gas 
samples from each boring were analyzed according to the following methods: 
 

• EPA 8015M for gasoline (TPH-g) and diesel (TPH-d) range organics, and  
• EPA method 8260B for BTEX and VOCs.  

 
Five of the 12 sampling locations exhibited detectable concentrations of hydrocarbons or VOC 
constituents.  TPH-g concentrations ranged from below the laboratory reporting limit of 50 µg/L to 
2,600 µg/L at boring SB-22.  TPH-d was not detected in any soil gas samples.  Benzene was 
detected at two of the 12 sampling locations, with the highest concentration at 40 µg/L at boring 
SB-22.  Ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylenes were detected at 3 of the 12 sampling locations.  No 
detections of 1,2-DCA were reported in any of the soil gas samples. Detections of 
dichlorodifluoromethane (i.e., Freon-12) characterized soil gas samples from two soil borings (SB-
22 and SB-26). 

4.2 Soil Characterization 
Three separate historical field investigations in 1991, 1999, and 2008 involved subsurface soil 
sampling and analysis.  Results from these soil investigations are reported in Table 2.  Soil data 
gathered after active remediation activities were integrated into the three dimensional model of 
hydrocarbon impacts presented in the Revised SCM Report (see Appendix B, 
Figures 16 through 27).    

4.2.1 1991 Soil Sampling Investigation 
An initial investigation conducted in 1991 yielded soil samples from 5, 10, 12.5, 15, and 20 ft. bgs 
(feet below ground surface) as documented in Table 2.  The highest TPH-g and TPH-d 
concentrations were measured in the area immediately to the north and northwest of the former 
UST area, generally at 10 ft. bgs14.   
 
The soil boring data indicated that TPH-g impacts were mainly limited to the 5 to 15 ft. bgs interval.  
The maximum TPH-g concentration at 5 ft. bgs was 2,500 mg/kg.  At 10 ft. bgs, the maximum was 
10,000 mg/kg.  By 15 ft. bgs, the maximum concentration dropped to 1,900 mg/kg, and at 20 ft. 
bgs, the maximum TPH-g level decreased to 260 mg/kg.   
 
The TPH-d distribution followed a similar pattern.  The maximum TPH-d impact at 5 ft. bgs was 470 
mg/kg.  At 10 ft. bgs, the maximum increased to 940 mg/kg.  By 20 ft. bgs, the maximum TPH-d 
level dropped to 23 mg/kg. 

4.2.2 1999 Soil Sampling Investigation 
An August 1999 investigation was performed to collect soil samples and characterize hydrocarbon 
impacts primarily at the site perimeter to the north and west of the former UST area.  The August 
1999 investigation collected soil samples from 13 soil borings (SB1 through SB15) (see Table 2 
and Appendix B, Figure 9).  The locations of the borings represented subsurface conditions in the 
area downgradient (NNW) of the UST source areas (see Figure 2) and assessed impacts beneath 
the footprint of the L-shaped building on the northwest edge of the property.  Remediation 
equipment and aboveground piping restricted boring locations to the south side of the piping in the 
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former repair garage bay (SB6) and to the end bay at the east side of the building (SB14).  Results 
of soil samples collected in August 1999 are shown in Table 2. 
 
Low levels (at or below 2.7 micrograms per kilogram [ug/kg]) of 1,2-DCA, toluene, ethylbenzene 
and total xylenes characterized the 3.5 to 4.0 ft. bgs interval.  Maximum TPH-d was 1,200 mg/kg in 
this interval. 
 
Sporadic concentrations of hydrocarbons and halogenated VOCs (HVOCs) characterized the soil 
at the water table (6.5 to 7.0 ft. bgs).  1,2-DCA concentrations ranged from below laboratory 
reporting limits at multiple locations to 430 μg/kg at SB6 within this vertical interval.  Elevated 
concentrations of hydrocarbons were measured at sampling locations SB3, SB6, SB8, and SB12, 
and SB14, with TPH-g ranging from 2.25 to 10,100 mg/kg, TPH-d ranging from 60 to 2,900 mg/kg, 
and benzene ranging from 0.07 to 76 mg/kg for benzene.   

4.2.3 2008 Soil Sampling Investigation 
Following requests from the ACHS for additional delineation of potential residual hydrocarbons and 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in the subsurface at the Site15, a May 2008 soil boring 
investigation was performed.  This investigation collected soil samples from 15 borings (SB16 
through SB27 and PCB4 through PCB6) (see Appendix B, Figure 10).  Soil borings were located in 
areas of suspected residual hydrocarbon impacts and at the perimeter of impacted area to improve 
delineation of current residual COCs present beneath the Site. 
 
For the May 2008 soil sampling investigation, soil borings were advanced using a 2-inch diameter 
direct-push Geoprobe® coring method and logged (ECC, 2008).  At each boring, a soil sample was 
collected from immediately above the first-encountered saturated zone, typically between 6 and 10 
ft. bgs, as documented in Table 2.  Per prior agreement with the ACHS, soil boring SB-17 was to 
be extended up to 30 ft. bgs, collecting soil samples every 5 feet.  The Geoprobe® was unable to 
drive sampling rods through saturated and consolidated sands encountered in this boring at 
approximately 20 ft. bgs.  Samples were, therefore, collected and analyzed from 5, 10, 15, and 20 
ft. bgs at soil boring SB-17.  
 
Soil samples were analyzed for TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPH as motor oil (TPH-mo) via EPA Method 
8015B modified and BTEX via EPA method 8260B.  Soil samples were also analyzed for 1,2-DCA 
via EPA method 8260B and PCBs via EPA Method 8082 and some locations (see Table 2).  
Duplicate soil samples were collected to validate and verify soil sampling consistency and method.     
 
TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPH-mo results were consistent with the impacts identified in previous soil and 
groundwater sampling efforts.  Elevated levels of hydrocarbons were detected at borings located to 
the north and northwest of the former UST locations (see Figure 2).  TPH-g ranged from ND up to 
12,000 mg/kg.  TPH-d ranged from ND up to 17,000 mg/kg.  TPH-mo ranged from ND up to 13,000 
mg/kg.  All three maximum TPH fraction results came from SB-17 at 10 to 10.5 ft. bgs vertical 
interval, as did the highest benzene concentration of 140 mg/kg.  TPH and benzene concentrations 
in soil samples collected above (8-8.5 ft. bgs) and below (15-15.5 ft. bgs) this interval were typically 
at least one order of magnitude lower than the preceding interval.  All the most elevated results 
were reported from borings north and northwest of the former UST locations (see Table 2 and 
Appendix B, Figures 16 through 27).  1,2-DCA was not detected above detection limit at any of the 
soil boring sampling locations. Results from SB17 confirmed the absence of BTEX constituents 
below 10 ft. bgs and TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPH-mo below 15 ft. bgs (see Table 2 and Appendix B, 
Figures 16 through 27).   
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Per a request made by ACHS in the September 28, 2007 directive, soil samples were analyzed for 
PCBs at eight borings at depths ranging from 8.5 to 9.5 ft. bgs.  No PCBs were detected above 
laboratory detection limits.  These results are consistent with prior reports which stated that there 
were no sources of PCBs at the Site from dairy processing or distribution activities.   

4.3 Groundwater Characterization 
As many as 65 monitoring wells were sampled quarterly and semi-annually to characterize 
dissolved hydrocarbons and VOCs in groundwater between 1994 and 2004.  The number of well 
monitored was reduced in 2004, consistent with ACHS approval in November 2002.  Between 
December 2002 and late 2004, 11 monitoring wells were sampled.  Grab groundwater samples 
were collected during the May 2008 soil boring investigation, as requested by the ACHS in the 
September 28, 2007 directive.  Cumulative groundwater monitoring results (1993 through 2008) 
are shown in Table 3.   
 
Historical groundwater results show that positive TPH-g and benzene detections are generally 
limited to the area immediately downgradient (NNW) of the former USTs.  Dissolved hydrocarbons 
have historically existed immediately downgradient of the former UST location at wells PR50, 
PR53, and PR64.  Historical and recent (May 2008) concentrations of benzene and TPH-g, as 
illustrated in the revised SCM Report, attenuate in the downgradient direction toward 16th Street.  
Monitoring wells farther downgradient from MW-26 (located at the southern edge of 16th Street) did 
not contain detectable TPH-g and benzene from 2002 through 2004, as shown in Table 3.  Wells 
sampled to the west and east (cross-gradient) and south (upgradient) of the former UST area have 
not exhibited detectable TPH-g or BTEX, with the exception of 0.60 ug/L benzene and 0.90 ug/L 
ethylbenzene in upgradient well MW-33. 
 
Historical groundwater sampling results and estimated TPH-g, TPH-d, and benzene 
isoconcentration contours are presented for sampling events in 2000, 2004, and 2008 in the 
Revised SCM Report 16.  These plots indicate the stable condition of hydrocarbon constituents 
since the termination of active remedial activities (i.e., multi-phase extraction) in the second quarter 
of 2000. 
 
HVOCs in groundwater have historically existed in the area immediately downgradient of the 
former UST locations and at lower levels further downgradient in the area of 16th Street.  The 
predominant HVOC is 1,2-DCA, which has a historical maximum concentration of 2,200 μg/L found 
in a grab groundwater sample from boring SB18.  Post-remediation monitoring revealed a 
maximum 1,2-DCA level of 83 μg/L in downgradient wells within 16th Street.  Groundwater 
monitoring data do not indicate any predominant or persistent source of HVOCs. 
 
Per regulatory requests made by ACHS in the September 28, 2007 directive, groundwater samples 
were analyzed for PCBs at eight borings during the May 2008 investigation.  Laboratory reports 
show that no PCBs were detected17.  The absence of PCB detections in groundwater confirms that 
PCBs are not present at the Site. 

4.4 Liquid Phase Hydrocarbon (LPH) Characterization 
LPH has been present in the area of the USTs and maintenance bays since UST removal in 1988.  
More than 50 wells monitored the LPH since 1989.  As indicated in Table 4, LPH levels in wells 
that historically reported the most significant LPH levels showed the most significant reductions in 
LPH thickness as a result of product removal by various technologies implemented at the site 
between 1989 and 2001.  Following the cessation of regular LPH monitoring in August 2001, semi-
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annual groundwater sampling was performed at 11 on- and off-site wells from November 2002 
through November 2004.  LPH was not observed in any of these 11 monitoring wells during these 
semi-annual sampling events. 
 
Historical LPH gauging through August 2001 shows that LPH has not migrated following the 
termination of active remediation in the second quarter of 2000.  This conclusion is based on the 
following facts: 
 

• The number and location of wells containing LPH remained relatively constant prior to LPH 
recovery initiated in late 1997. 

• The number of wells containing measurable LPH decreased after multi-phase extraction 
was initiated in late 1997. 

• LPH has not been detected in any well outside the group of wells that have historically 
contained measurable LPH thickness, and 

• LPH was never observed in any of the of the 11 post-remediation groundwater monitoring 
wells sampled from November 2002 through November 2004. 

 

4.5 Remediation Activities  
 
Four fuel USTs and associated dispensers and piping were excavated on December 19, 1988.  
One 1,000-gallon used-oil tank was removed on January 12, 1989.  The former tank and fuel line 
excavation areas are shown in Figure 2.  Each of the removal actions was documented in an 1989 
report18.  Removal of the tanks and piping stopped the primary source of COC release to the 
subsurface. 
 
Between January and March 1989, 1,200 cubic yards of soil were removed in the area of the 
former tanks and lines.  This soil was treated onsite and placed back into the excavation.  
Following removal of the five USTs in December 1988 and January 1989, LPH skimming began in 
January 1989.  LPH skimming removed approximately 1,800 gallons of LPH19 .   
 
A SVE system began treating residual hydrocarbons in 1994 in the vadose zone immediately to the 
north and northwest of the former UST area20.  This system operated until December 1995 and 
removed approximately 5,200 pounds of hydrocarbons. 
 
A multiphase extraction system addressed both LPH and dissolved-phase hydrocarbons in the 
subsurface, starting in August 199721.  This system extracted LPH entrained above the 
groundwater table and floating directly on the groundwater table, as well as groundwater itself and 
subsurface vapors in areas with high dissolved hydrocarbon concentrations.  This system operated 
until June 2000 and removed approximately 10,875 pounds of hydrocarbons and reduced residual 
LPH levels at the Site significantly, as documented in the Revised SCM Report (ECM, 2008)  
 
LPH thickness in monitoring wells declined until the cessation of dual phase extraction activities.  
In November 1999, ACHS and RWQCB agreed that the Site conditions satisfied the criteria for 
consideration of closure as a low risk site with respect to petroleum hydrocarbons and residual 
HVOCs, and that the Site did not warrant further active remediation22.  Multiphase extraction 
ceased in June 2000.  Eleven groundwater monitoring wells were monitored on a semi-annual 
basis between 2002 and 2004, as directed by ACHS.   
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Since the cessation of active remediation and the completion of the required semi-annual 
confirmation groundwater monitoring, Nestlé made several requests that the site be considered for 
a no further action or case closure designation.  Total costs due to investigation and remediation 
activities performed at the site since 1988 are approximated at almost 10 million dollars. 
 
5 DEVELOPMENT OF CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN ALTERNATIVES 
 
In this section, ECM assesses several corrective action plan (CAP) alternatives, including 
descriptions of the targeted cleanup areas and scope for each alternative.  ECM considered the 
following alternatives: 
 

1. Targeted Excavation of Impacted Soils 
2. Excavation of all Soils Above TPH Tier I ESLs 
3. Soil Vapor Extraction / Bioventing 
4. In-situ Chemical Oxidation 
5. Institutional Controls 

 
Each of the above alternatives is evaluated in terms of advantages, disadvantages, estimated 
costs, and the likelihood of success in reaching cleanup objectives for the site.  Cleanup objectives 
are discussed below.  Table 5 summarizes each alternative and the primary factors considered in 
this evaluation.   
 
The May 2009 Screening Health Risk Evaluation (see Appendix A) was developed to assess and 
provide quantification of risks associated with residual COCs at the site and to assist in 
establishing cleanup objectives.  Table 6, developed in conjunction with the risk evaluation 
process, indicates the exposure pathways which are considered complete in terms of potential 
exposure risks associated with residual COCs remaining at the site.  The evaluation of the 
corrective action plan alternatives assesses each alternative and its likely success in providing 
cleanup of the site to levels such that these exposure risks are below acceptable (per USEPA 
guidance23) levels.   
 
Costs associated with each alternative have also been estimated through a thorough engineering 
cost assessment.  An estimated cost for each alternative is calculated (see Table 5) considering all 
likely activities and system operation and maintenance if required associated with each alternative.  
Costs for the development of the May 2009 Risk Evaluation (see Appendix A) used in assessing 
these CAP alternatives are also included for each alternative evaluated.  The itemized details of 
these cost estimates are available upon request. 
 
Specific considerations and assumptions made in the development of the various CAP alternatives 
are presented in  Sections 5.1 through 5.6 below.  Section 6 discusses the advantages and 
disadvantages for each CAP alternative and recommends a corrective action plan for the Site.  A 
summary of the primary features, advantages, and disadvantages of each CAP alternative is 
provided in Table 5. 
 
Where necessary, and to establish the extent of areas to be targeted for remedial actions, May 
2008 Tier 1 Environmental Screening Levels (ESLs)24 drive the scope of the various alternatives.  
RWQCB guidance shows the following ESL criteria for shallow soil.  ECM used these ESLs to 
target areas for the various remedial alternatives.  
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Environmental Screening Levels for Soil (RWQCB, 2008) 
 

  Tier 1 
ESLs 

Urban 
Area 
Eco-
toxicity 
Criteria 

Odor 
Index 

Human 
Health 
Direct 
Exposure, 
Commercial/ 
Industrial 
Worker 

Direct 
Exposure, 
Construction
/ Trench 
Worker 

Vapor 
Intrusion 
into 
Buildings 

Groundwate
r Protection, 
Soil 
Leaching 
Concerns 

  (Table 
B) 

(Table 
B-2) 

(Table 
H-2) 

(Table K-2) (Table K-3) (Table B-
2) 

(Table G) 

Chemical Soil 
ESL 

Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil 

  (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) 
TPHd (nc) 180 - 355 450 4,200 * 180 
TPHg (nc) 180 - 13,600 450 4,200 * 180 
Benzene 
(c ) 

0.27 25.00 63.3 0.27 12.0 * 2.0 

Toluene 
(nc) 

9.3 - 3.5 210 650 * 9.3 

Ethyl-
benzene 
(c ) 

4.7 - 22.2 5.0 210 * 4.7 

Xylenes 
(Total)(nc) 

11.0 - 6.0 100 420 * 11.0 

MTBE (c ) 8.4 - 1,880 65 2,800 * 8.4 

 
NOTE: 
Table adapted from (RWQCB, 2008) 
(c ) carcinogenic effects. 
(nc) noncarcinogen 
* use soil gas. 
Tables from ESLs where groundwater is not a current or potential source of drinking water and for 
commercial/industrial land use only. 
- Not available. 
 
Remediation alternatives focus on residual total petroleum hydrocarbon as gasoline (TPH-g) 
impacts at the site.  Site characterization data (see Table 2) indicates that other COCs (TPH-d, 
benzene, etc.) impacts are coincident, or smaller in their extent, with TPH-g impacts to soil.  Thus, 
TPH-g impacts were used when developing the extent of targeted areas for each CAP alternative.  
In addition, the May 2009 Screening Health Risk Evaluation (see Appendix A) is used to assess 
and provide quantification of risks associated with residual hydrocarbons.   
 
This Screening Health Risk Evaluation provides a complete assessment of likely on- and offsite 
receptors.  The risk evaluation notes the following complete exposure routes and receptors (see 
Table 6): 
 

• vapor intrusion from soil gas to indoor air of the onsite commercial building; 
• volatilization from soil gas to onsite outdoor; and 
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• advective transport from onsite outdoor air to the outdoor or indoor air of offsite residential 
land uses 

 
These potential receptors are considered when assessing the CAP alternatives in Sections 6.1.1 
through 6.1.5 below.  As noted in the Risk Evaluation (Appendix A) and the Revised SCM Report 
(ECM, 2008), there is no current use of groundwater from beneath the site as potable water 
supply.  Well surveys conducted in 1997 and 2000 found no municipal or private groundwater 
supply wells located within a ¼-mile of the site25.  The current Deed Restriction (Appendix C) 
recorded for the site also prohibits the installation of any wells on site for the purpose of extracting 
groundwater for any potable or non-potable use. 
 
Nestlé understands that the ACHS may request, as part the implementation of any of the selected 
CAP alternative, that the existing Deed Restriction be re-filed with the Alameda County Health 
Care Service office such that the document is recorded according to current protocols within the 
County. 
 
In considering the following CAP alternatives, cleanup goals with respect to petroleum 
hydrocarbons were considered.  As documented in the Screening Health Risk Evaluation 
(Appendix A), complete exposure routes for COCs at the site include exposure by onsite 
commercial workers to COCs in indoor and outdoor air.  Cleanup goals for COC vapor 
concentrations which are protective of a cumulative carcinogenic risk of 10-5 or less (typical 
commercial/industrial point of departure; see Appendix A) are detailed in Table 16 of the attached 
Screening Health Risk Evaluation and summarized below.  
 
Cleanup Goals for COC Vapor Concentrations (see Appendix A) 
 

Chemical 

Vapor Phase Cleanup Goals 
 
(based on maximum concentrations in vapor at 5 ft. bgs 
protective of an indoor air cancer risk of 10-5 ; see Table 16, 
Appendix A) 
 
(μg/m3) 

Benzene 1.0 x 105 

Toluene 3.2 x 107 

Ethyl-benzene 1.4 x 106 

Xylenes (Total) 1.1 x 107 

1,3-Butadiene 6.5 x 103 

MTBE 9.1 x 106 

 
Cleanup levels for other media (soil, groundwater) are dependent on complete exposure pathways 
and, with the exception to direct exposure to subsurface soil or groundwater by on-site intrusive 
construction workers, these pathways are documented as incomplete.  The case of direct exposure 
to above cleanup-level concentrations in soil and groundwater are addressed through the 
existence of the Deed Restriction (Appendix C) and RMP (Appendix D) for the site. 
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5.1 Alternative 1:  Targeted Excavation of Impacted Soils 
 
Soil excavation is a rapid, conventional and reliable means of source reduction.  Limited over-
excavation in targeted zones of TPH-g contamination may pose a viable option for some specific 
areas.  For this alternative, ECM selected soil excavation in areas where three-dimensional 
interpolation of historical soil sampling data indicates that TPH-g concentrations exceed 4,200 
mg/kg.  This contaminant level represents the ESL for direct exposure to a construction worker and 
is an approximate gauge of zones where an aggressive remedial action such as excavation may 
be most beneficial.  
 
Soil excavation under this alternative involves removal of the surface cap which includes the 
existing building floor and foundation in the area where excavation is to occur, soil removal, 
potential dewatering, loading for transport to an offsite disposal facility, import and placement of 
clean soil, and compaction.  When excavations encounter shallow water tables, dewatering can be 
necessary to facilitate further excavation and fill placement.  Persistent constituents may require 
more extensive dewatering to flush the excavation, requiring an established pump-and-treat 
remedy.  Excavation with dewatering requires favorable site conditions, most notably a shallow 
water table and a thin aquifer.   
 
Groundwater has historically been encountered at depths ranging from approximately 5 to 12 ft. 
bgs.  Static groundwater elevations encountered in borings extended during the May 2008 site 
investigation were in the 9 to 10 ft. bgs range.  Groundwater generally flows to the north-northwest 
(toward 16th Street) at an average gradient of 0.0027ft/ft.  The groundwater flow direction has 
been generally consistent and does not change significantly throughout the annual hydraulic 
cycle26. 
 
Excavation often extends one or two feet below the lowest observed water table elevation.  Nearby 
stockpiles or roll-off containers can store the excavation spoils pending characterization and 
disposal arrangements.  In the case of TPH constituents, local Class II landfills will normally accept 
impacted soil as non-hazardous, special waste.  A mobile lab could help with spot excavations and 
stockpile characterization, if needed. 
 
Soil sampling data is used to delineate the excavation area and to demonstrate successful 
removal.  An understanding of likely source areas (near the former USTs and downgradient 
locations), repeated groundwater elevation measurements, and sample analyses provide 
additional basis upon which to determine potential excavation locations.  
 
Estimated excavation volumes of soils above RWQCB-SF direct exposure limits (see Section 5 
above) were derived using Rockworks Modeling Software and assume a universal depth of 
excavation of 15 ft. bgs in establishing the excavation boundaries.  Soils were assumed to be 
predominately well-sorted sands for estimating purposes, with an estimated density of 
approximately 120 lbs/ft3.  Rockworks modeling produced an estimated soil excavation volume of 
approximately 14,600 ft3 (541.7 cubic yards) to excavate soil with TPH-g levels above 4,200mg/kg 
(see Figure 7). 
 

5.2 Alternative 2:  Excavation of all Soils above TPH Tier I ESLs 
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As discussed in Section 6.3, soil excavation is a rapid, conventional and reliable means of source 
reduction.  For this alternative, ECM selected soil excavation in areas where modeling indicates 
that TPH-g concentrations exceed 180 mg/kg (the RWQCB Tier 1 ESL, see Section 5 above).  
 
Excavation to Tier I levels requires similar equipment and procedures as those discussed in 
Section 6.3, but results in a larger excavation volume.  This alternative requires demolition of the 
existing L-shaped 29,000 square foot building (see Figure 2), engineered dismantling of all building 
related structures, excavation shoring to protect adjacent sidewalks and structures, soil removal, 
potential dewatering, loading soils for transport to an offsite disposal facility, import and placement 
of clean soil for fill and compaction.  As this excavation alternative necessitates the demolition of 
the existing building, costs for reconstruction of a building of similar size and dimension are also 
included for this alternative. 
 
Estimated excavation volumes were derived using Rockworks Modeling Software and assume a 
universal depth of excavation of 15 ft. bgs in establishing the excavation boundaries.  Soils were 
assumed to be predominately well-sorted sands for estimating purposes, with an estimated density 
of approximately 120 lbs/ft3.  Rockworks modeling produced an estimated total soil excavation 
volume of approximately 110,500 ft3 (4,090 cubic yards) to excavate soil with TPH-g levels above 
180mg/kg.  The small volume of soils located near SB12 is approximately 1,300ft3 (48 cubic yards) 
and is included in the total estimates soil excavation volume (Figure 8). 

5.3 Alternative 3:  Soil Vapor Extraction / Bioventing 
 
The Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE) or Bioventing alternative target soils for remediation where TPH-g 
levels exceed the Tier I ESL.  The following subsections discuss the specific options for SVE and 
Bioventing in more detail. Figure 9 shows the proposed SVE or Bioventing Layout. 

5.3.1 Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE) 
 
For SVE (including high-vacuum extraction (HVE)) a vacuum blower pumps air from the 
unsaturated part of the vadose zone, flushing out constituents in vapor form.  SVE is the air-flow 
equivalent of groundwater pump and treat.  Installation of an SVE system involves air permitting, 
extraction well installation, system construction, performance monitoring, and operations and 
maintenance. 
 
The SVE process capitalizes on the volatility of constituents to partition from the aqueous and soil-
adsorbed phases into the vapor phase.  Thus, SVE may treat contamination in both soil and 
groundwater.  These mechanisms work best on constituents with low water solubility, a high 
Henry’s Law constant, and a high vapor pressure.  Gasoline may be considered to have a 
relatively high vapor pressure with its flash point being below typical room temperature.  Pavement 
or other semi-permeable ground cover is often necessary to reduce short circuiting through the 
vadose zone to the atmosphere when applying SVE. 
 
Extracted vapor typically requires treatment prior to discharge to the atmosphere to meet any Bay 
Area Air Quality Management District’s air permitting requirements.  The methods of treatment 
depend upon the concentrations of the various vapor constituents and include GAC adsorption, 
internal combustion engines, or thermal processes (catalytic and thermal oxidation).  
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5.3.2 Bioventing 
 
Bioventing treats the vadose zone and may treat the uppermost 2 or 3 feet of the aquifer using an 
air injection system.  Bioventing replenishes the fresh air supply in the subsurface formation 
around injection wells, enhancing remediation efforts in two ways: 
 

• Exposing fuel impacts to fresh air, thereby promoting aerobic biodegradation and hence, in 
situ destruction of fuel hydrocarbons; and 

• Smearing any remaining free product along the well borehole as the water level drops due 
to increased air pressure inside the injection well.  The smear zone’s higher exposure to air 
increases oxygen demand, thus accelerating the remediation of the smear zone and the 
free product within it. 

 

5.4 Alternative 4:  In-situ Chemical Oxidation 
 
In-situ chemical oxidation (ISCO) treatment injects oxidizers into the subsurface to oxidize organic 
constituents in place.  Oxidizers can include hydrogen peroxide, ozone, Fenton’s Reagent (iron-
catalyzed hydrogen peroxide), potassium permanganate, sodium persulfate, and other chemicals.  
The technology is implemented by drilling wells so that the oxidizer can be injected into the 
contaminated zone.  ISCO treatment may reduce organic pollutant concentrations, biological 
oxygen demand (BOD), chemical oxygen demand (COD), and/or improve odor and color.  
 
Successful application of ISCO is sensitive to site conditions such as natural organic matter 
content and hydrogeology.  ISCO using chemicals like potassium permanganate and sodium 
persulfate require a slurry or solution of the reagent in water and injection of the mix into the 
subsurface in batches. 

5.5 Alternative 5:  Institutional Controls 
 
This CAP alternative involves documentation of the risks associated with residual hydrocarbons 
remaining at the site, and the implementation of institutional controls required to address any 
exposure risks documented in this evaluation (Appendix A).  Documentation of existing residual 
hydrocarbon impacts is complete and documented in the Revised Site Conceptual Model (SCM) 
and the February 18, 2009 Response Letter to SCM Comments, which provide the basis for the 
assessment of exposure risks in the Screening Health Risk Evaluation (see Appendix A).   
 
Institutional controls are currently in place to address direct exposure risks pursuant to the 
Covenant and Environmental Restriction (i.e., a Deed Restriction) recorded in June 2000.  The 
deed restriction controls land use and on-site activities and is binding on the current and future 
property owner.  The deed restriction requires a surface cap to be maintained and notice to be 
provided to the regulatory agencies prior to disturbing subsurface soils or seeking changes to 
current land use restrictions at the Site. 
 
Nestlé understands that the ACHS may request, as part of this proposed CAP alternative, that the 
existing Deed Restriction be re-filed with the Alameda County Health Care Service office such that 
the document is recorded according to current protocols within the County. 
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6 RECOMMENDED REMEDIAL ACTION ALTERNATIVE  
 
This section provides a detailed evaluation of each CAP alternative and, based on evaluation of 
their technical feasibility, likelihood of success, and estimated cost, recommends the most feasible 
alternative for implementation.  

6.1 Evaluation and Comparison of Viable Alternatives 
 
Each of the alternatives described above have been considered in terms of advantages, 
drawbacks, likelihood of success, technical challenges, and estimated cost of implementation.  
Table 5 presents a summary of these considerations and provides an overview of the critical 
considerations assessed for each alternative. 

6.1.1 Alternative 1:  Targeted Excavation of Impacted Soils 
 
CAP Alternative 1, soil excavation of targeted areas (areas of soil with THP-g or TPH-d above 
RWQCB-SF direct exposure limits) provides the following advantages: 
 

• Provides direct removal of COC mass from the Site,  
• The excavation of soils is likely to reduce risks of direct exposure associated with residual 

COCs, and 
• No on-going discharge of treated groundwater or vapor is necessary 

 
Excavation of soils cannot guarantee complete removal of targeted residual hydrocarbons.  The 
typical limitations of the environmental sampling performed to date are such that defining 
excavation limits must rely on the interpretation and interpolation of a reasonable population of soil 
sampling data.  Thus, post-excavation levels of residual hydrocarbons in soil and groundwater can 
be anticipated to be significantly reduced through targeted excavation, but complete removal of all 
hydrocarbons above direct exposure limits is not certain.   
 
Excavation of soils under this alternative will also require disruption and replacement of the 
concrete and asphalt surface cap currently present at the site.  The presence this surface cap is 
currently required by the existing Deed Restriction at the site, and its removal and appropriate 
replacement would need approval from the ACHS and/or RWQCB, as required by the terms of the 
Deed Restriction. 
 
Costs of excavation of areas above direct exposure limits are estimated from $478,600 to 
$574,400, and could exceed this range depending on the groundwater levels and dewatering 
volumes required to reach the target depth of 15 ft. bgs across the soil excavation area. 

6.1.2 Alternative 2:  Excavation of all Soils above TPH Tier I ESLs 
 
CAP Alternative 2, soil excavation of soils above Tier I ESLs (areas above RWQCB-SF 
commercial/industrial Tier I ESLs) provides similar advantages and drawbacks to Alternative 1  
However, as illustrated in Figure 8 and detailed in Section 5.2, the total estimated soil volume 
required to remove the estimated area of soil impacts above Tier I ESLs (180 mg/L TPHg) is 
110,500 ft3 (4,090 yds3).  This is over 7 times the volume of soil estimated for excavation under 
Alternative 1. 
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In addition to the advantages and drawbacks of an excavation approach detailed for Alternative 1 
above, the excavation of soils within areas estimated to contain TPH-g levels above Tier I ESLs 
would likely require the demolition of the existing L-shaped building located on the northwestern 
portion of the Site.  Additional engineering controls and excavation shoring would likely be required 
to ensure stability of sidewalks and off-site structures along the northern edge of the property. 
 
These engineering and structural considerations would result in significant additional costs for 
Alternative 2.  As with Alternative 1, the complete removal of all soils above the targeted (Tier 1 
ESLs) limits is not certain following excavation activities due to the necessary estimation and 
interpolation of impacted areas using all available soil sampling data from the Site (see Table 2 
and Figure 8). 
 
Costs of excavation of areas above direct exposure limits are estimated from $2,856,600 to 
$3,427,900, and could exceed this range depending on the groundwater levels and dewatering 
volumes required to reach the target depth of 15  ft. bgs across the soil excavation area.  The 
significant increase in cost in comparison to Alternative 1 is primarily related to the need to 
demolish and replace the existing building and disposal and backfilling costs associated with the 
additional soil volumes under this alternative. 
 

6.1.3 Alternative 3:  Soil Vapor Extraction / Bioventing 
 
Alternative 3, as detailed in Section 5.3 above, involves extraction and treatment of soil vapor from 
the subsurface areas of highest residual hydrocarbon impacts to soil as outlined in Figure 9.  
Bioventing of soils (see Section 5.3 above) is a means of promoting vadose zone air flow and 
enhancing in-situ biodegradation of hydrocarbons. 
 
Soil vapor and/or bioventing at the Site offer the following advantages: 
 

• SVE and/or bioventing provides for direct removal of vapor phase COCs from the 
subsurface (primarily vadose zone). 

• SVE and/or bioventing can target areas of highest hydrocarbon concentrations in soil. 
• SVE and/or bioventing Involves minimal disruption of existing concrete/asphalt cap and 

building. 
 
Groundwater has been encountered at depths ranging from approximately 5 to 12 feet below 
ground surface (bgs) at the Site.  Where shallow aquifers exist, SVE can lift the water table high 
enough to saturate the part of the vadose zone around the well where most of the airflow occurs, 
effectively cutting off airflow.  SVE is generally less effective for sites where shallow groundwater is 
present.  In May 2008, the recent monitoring event indicated that the vadose zone ranged from 9 to 
10 feet in thickness, which is relatively shallow and may present challenges for removal of 
hydrocarbons entrained in soil below the groundwater surface.  
 
A tight formation may restrict flow and require a higher well density.  A thin vadose zone may allow 
short circuiting to atmosphere; thus, testing and sealing the surface with an impermeable material 
and seal coat may be necessary with SVE or bioventing. 
 
Previous dual phase (high vacuum) extraction efforts implemented at the Site from August 1997 
through June 2000 provide insight into the likely effectiveness of SVE for removal of hydrocarbon 
mass via extracted vapors.  This dual phase system extracted hydrocarbons in groundwater and 
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vapor phases, over a three year period.  Operation of the system was terminated, with regulatory 
approval, when ongoing groundwater and LPH monitoring (see Table 4) indicted that hydrocarbon 
levels in the areas of highest impact reached asymptotic levels and were no longer declining.  
 
Given this experience, any newly installed extraction system likely result in a rapid return to this 
asymptotic condition.  Outside of an initial and short-lived elevated rate of hydrocarbon mass 
removal during extraction system start-up, it is unlikely that operation of an SVE system would 
produce any significant and consistent reductions in hydrocarbon mass beneath the Site. 
 
Estimated costs for the installation and operation (for one year) of a combined SVE and bioventing 
system are $593,700 to $712,400, depending on the number of extraction points and the mass of 
hydrocarbons requiring treatment in extracted vapors.  Cost will increase if the operation of the 
SVE is continued beyond one year. 
 

6.1.4 Alternative 4:  In-situ Chemical Oxidation 
 
Alternative 4, as detailed in Section 5.4 above, involves subsurface injection of chemical oxidants 
to effect the degradation of hydrocarbons to non-toxic (carbon dioxide and water) endpoints in 
groundwater and saturated soil beneath the Site.  Typical oxidizers include hydrogen peroxide, 
ozone, Fenton’s Reagent (iron-catalyzed hydrogen peroxide), potassium permanganate, sodium 
persulfate, and other chemicals.  Figure 9 illustrates a proposed oxidizer injection network and lay-
out which targets areas of highest hydrocarbon impacts groundwater and soil beneath the Site. 
 
Use of in-situ chemical oxidation offers the following advantages: 
 

• It provides for conversion of residual hydrocarbon mass to non-toxic (carbon dioxide, water) 
by-products. 

• It may accelerate reduction of residual hydrocarbon mass beneath Site. 
• It creates minimal disruption of existing concrete/asphalt cap and existing building. 

 
Successful implementation of in-situ chemical oxidation depends on adequate distribution of 
injected oxidizer throughout the hydrocarbon-impacted area.  It may be difficult to achieve good 
mixing between the groundwater and injected oxidant solutions due to the presence of 
discontinuous silt and silty-sand zones beneath the Site.  The injected solution tends to displace 
the impacted groundwater and then react with natural organic matter before it reacts with impacted 
groundwater.  Oxidant solution injection also has the potential to displace the plume and increase 
chemical migration.  Injection of a chemical oxidation solution is regulated and permits are required 
by the regulatory agencies which may delay the implementation of this alternative27. 
 
ISCO may have disadvantages such as increasing the corrosion potential of pipeline infrastructure 
at the Site.  The effectiveness of ISCO may be limited in areas of separate phase product or other 
more-impacted areas.  ISCO may require special planning and operational constraints, especially 
when using ozone as an oxidizer.  These constraints include permitting and inspections, additional 
monitoring for ozone or degradation by-products, and preparation of a hazardous materials 
business plan. 
 
The effectiveness of ISCO remediation may be limited by the ability to directly apply oxidizer.  
Aqueous solutions or slurries of oxidizing chemicals are injected into wells and the effectiveness is 
limited by soil conditions and well spacing.  Ozone-oxygen gas blends can be sparged into wells 
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(ozone sparging).  Ozone sparging may reach more target zones than other oxidizing schemes 
because ozone is very mobile.  However, ozone sparging is subject to the same distribution 
limitations as the traditional air sparging oxidizers and delivers weaker reagent doses than 
permanganate or persulfate slurries.  Liquid or slurried oxidizers can deliver more concentrated 
reagent doses and react with source areas more effectively.  In either case, naturally occurring 
carbon (total organic carbon) from various sources will be oxidized, reducing the effect of the 
oxidizer and requiring a high volume of oxidizer.   
 
Estimated costs for the installation and operation (for one year) of a ozone-based oxidation system 
are $917,600 to $1,101,100, depending on the number of required injection points and the number 
of injection cycles required to effect degradation of hydrocarbons across the areas of highest 
impact. 

6.1.5 Alternative 5:  Institutional Controls 
 
Alternative 5, as discussed in Section 5.5 above, involves documenting risks associated with 
residual hydrocarbons, and implementing institutional controls to address any exposure risks 
documented in the Risk Assessment. 
 
The National Contingency Plan (NCP) is cited by USEPA28 as the basis for defining acceptable 
incremental risk levels. According to the NCP, lifetime incremental cancer risk levels posed by a 
site should be within the risk range of one in a million (1×10-6) to 100 in a million (1×10-4). Thus, 
USEPA and Cal/EPA agencies typically consider the 1×10-6 risk level to be an insignificant risk, 
and consider a calculated excess cancer risk between 1×10-6 and 1×10-4 to be within the 
acceptable risk range. For commercial exposure scenarios, a typical point of departure is a risk 
level of 1×10-5; i.e., if risks are at or below 1×10-5, the agency of record will generally accept no 
further action. 
 
The risk evaluation conducted for the Site (Appendix A) concludes that indoor air exposure risks 
associated with the concentrations of COCs in soil and groundwater are within the risk 
management range for carcinogens as determined by the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA) and below the typical point of departure (1x10-5) for commercial exposure 
scenarios.   The risk evaluation documents the potential for exposure risks above Tier I screening 
levels in the case of on-site construction workers that may come into direct contact with impacted 
soils or groundwater during any future construction activities at the Site which involve trenching or 
excavation.  All other potential exposure pathways are incomplete and/or below Tier I screening 
levels.  
 
Institutional controls currently in place address the actions to be taken to prevent direct exposure 
risks.  These controls can be found in the Covenant and Environmental Restriction (i.e., a Deed 
Restriction, Appendix C) recorded in June 2000 and the 2001 Risk Management Plan (Appendix 
D).  These documents control land use and limit on-site activity to protect against risks posed by 
the presence of residual hydrocarbons beneath the Site.  They are legally binding on all future 
owners of the property.  The deed restriction requires a surface cap at the Site and notice to 
regulatory agencies if disturbance to subsurface soils or changes in land use are proposed for the 
Site.  Section 3.1 of the Deed Restriction (see Appendix C) details the implementation of Risk 
Management Plan for any future development and new construction.   
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Nestlé understands that the ACHS may request, as part of this proposed CAP alternative, that the 
existing Deed Restriction be re-filed with the Alameda County Health Care Service office such that 
the document is recorded according to current protocols within the County. 
 
Estimated costs for Alternative 5, including the cost of the risk evaluation (Appendix A) and any 
modifications deemed necessary to the existing Deed Restriction and Risk Management Plan for 
the Site, are estimated at $127,200 to $182,600. 
 

6.2 Draft Corrective Action Plan Recommendation 
  

After evaluation and comparison of the Corrective Action Plan options (see Table 5), Alternative 5 
(Institutional Controls) is recommended as the Corrective Action Plan for implementation at the 
Site.   
 
Data from previously implemented remediation efforts indicate that additional extraction or in-situ 
technologies are not likely to produce significant additional mass removal.  This conclusion is 
supported by the asymptotic rates of mass removal observed prior to the termination of previous 
active remediation through dual phase extraction29,30.  As illustrated in Appendix B (see Figure 24), 
wells that historically reported the most significant LPH levels showed significant reductions in LPH 
thickness as a result of the dual phase extraction system operated at the site.  Following the 
removal of over 10,800 pounds of hydrocarbons via dual phase extraction from August 1997 
through June 2000, asymptotic levels of groundwater concentrations and mass removal rates were 
achieved, resulting in the recommendation and approval by ACHS to terminate active remediation 
at the site in June 2000.   
 
Any newly installed extraction system would likely result in a return to this asymptotic condition 
within a very short period of time.  Outside of a short-lived initial rate of hydrocarbon mass removal 
during extraction system start-up, it is unlikely that further groundwater or soil vapor extraction 
would produce any significant and consistent reductions in hydrocarbon mass beneath the Site. 
 
Local subsurface lithology, site hydrogeology, and compliance groundwater monitoring data 
indicate that hydrocarbons remaining at the site are stable and not migrating31.  Two years of semi-
annual compliance monitoring were then requested by the ACHS, and subsequently performed 
between January 2002 and December 2004.  This compliance monitoring has confirmed the 
stability of dissolved hydrocarbons and the lack of off-site migration of dissolved hydrocarbons (see 
revised SCM Report32).  
 
The assessment of potential excavation activities (see Sections 6.1.1 and 6.1.2 above) have 
resulted in the conclusion that direct removal of soils from large areas of the site is logistically and 
economically infeasible.  These alternatives likely pose considerable engineering risk and financial 
cost due to the presence of the existing building and likely shoring requirements to protect adjacent 
and off-site sidewalk and street infrastructure.  Costs estimated for the demolition of the existing 
29,000 square foot building, engineered dismantling of all building related structures, excavation 
shoring to protect adjacent sidewalks and structures, and building reconstruction costs are 
estimated to exceed $2,800,000 (for Alternative 2). 

The risk evaluation (Appendix A) analyzes the risks for existing exposure pathways, including 
indoor air and future onsite workers. Based on the thorough documentation of residual 
hydrocarbons and the assessment of potential exposure risks associated with the impacts 
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remaining at the site (Appendix A), the implementation of institutional controls via the existing Deed 
Restriction (Appendix C) and Risk Management Plan (Appendix D) is the most viable corrective 
action alternative evaluated for the site.   

 
7 SCHEDULE OF UPCOMING ACTIONS AND PATH TO CLOSURE 
 
Following acceptance by ACHS of the recommended Draft Corrective Action Plan for the site, 
and/or the documentation of any additions or changes to the draft recommendation made within 
this report, Nestlé will submit a Final Corrective Action Plan (Final CAP) to ACHS.  This report will 
be submitted within 90 days of any comments on this Draft Corrective Action Plan. 
 
Any requested changes, or re-filing, of the Deed Restriction for the Site will also be addressed 
following agreement and acceptance of the recommended corrective action plan for the site.  Any 
required provisions for public review and comment on the Final CAP will be scheduled and 
accommodated in accordance with ACHS or requirements for such a review process. 
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Table 1a: Soil Vapor Sampling Results, August 1999

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

1,2-Di- 1,3-Di- 1,4-Di- 1,1-Di- 1,2-Di- 1,1-Di- cis-1,2-

Sample Ethyl- Total 1,3-Bu- 2-Bu- Carbon Chloro- Chloro- Chloro- Cyclo- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- Dichloro- 1,4-Di- 4-Ethyl-
ID Benzene Toluene benzene Xylenes TPH-g TPH-d Acetone tadiene tanone Disulfide benzene form methane hexane benzene benzene benzene ethane ethane ethene ethene oxane Ethanol toluene

SB-1 4.3 3.1 <0.65 2.74 800 NA 77 a 2.8 13 6.2 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <2.6 <0.65 <0.65 0.77 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <2.6 63 <2.6

SB-2 7.5 12 3.6 17.6 1,100 NA 260 a <2.7 24 9.0 <0.67 3.9 <0.67 12 <0.67 <0.67 1.8 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <2.7 110 <2.7

SB-3 9,900 230 68 67 36,000 NA <190 <190 <190 <190 <48 <48 <48 <190 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <190 <190 <190
SB-3 (dup) 9,500 240 <140 <140 40,000 NA <580 <580 <580 <580 <140 <140 <140 <580 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <580 <580 <580

SB-4 1,200 76 8.1 18.7 4,600 NA 200 a 19 <14 <14 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 32 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <14 1,400 <14

SB-5 7.6 5.6 0.80 1.9 1,900 NA 45 a 61 12 18 <0.71 <0.71 0.77 8.2 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 3.3 55 <2.8

SB-6 3.0 4.2 <0.68 2.52 560 NA 11 a <2.7 4.0 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 35 <2.7

SB-7 5.9 6.2 0.87 4.3 780 NA 43 a 3.4 7.9 3.3 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 5.1 <0.73 <0.73 2.0 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 8.2 94 <2.9

SB-8 10 12 3.8 15.7 1,300 NA 42 a <11 <11 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <11 62 <11

SB-9 12 18 1.7 9.9 690 NA 19 a <2.7 6.0 <2.7 <0.68 1.1 <0.68 4.9 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 47 <2.7

SB-10 3.5 2.8 <0.80 1.7 610 NA 39 a <3.2 9.7 <3.2 <0.80 1.6 <0.80 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <3.2 40 <3.2

SB-11 2.7 1.9 <0.82 0.91 520 NA 38 a <3.3 9.9 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 3.7 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 22 23 <3.3

SB-12 250 <70 <70 610 750,000 NA <280 <280 <280 <280 <70 <70 <70 <280 480 <70 76 <70 <70 <70 <70 <280 <280 760

SB-13 0.91 8.5 <0.67 1.3 550 NA 49 a <2.7 5.5 6.4 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <2.7 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 4.3 410 b <2.7

SB-14 2.7 5.3 0.87 4.7 620 NA 10 a <2.8 3.5 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 1.6 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 67 <2.8

SB-15 42 12 1.6 6.7 2,100 NA 51 a 13 13 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <5.8 190 <5.8

Notes:
All soils vapor samples were collected at 3 feet bgs

ppbv Parts per billion volumetric.

a Compound present in laboratory blank greater than reporting limit (background subtraction not performed).
b Exceeds instrument calibration range.

NA Not analyzed.
TPH-g Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline.
TPH-d Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as diesel.

Concentration (ppbv)

Table 1a CAP_soil_vapor_99 Page 1 of 2



Table 1a: Soil Vapor Sampling Results, August 1999
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Sample
ID

SB-1

SB-2

SB-3
SB-3 (dup)

SB-4

SB-5

SB-6

SB-7

SB-8

SB-9

SB-10

SB-11

SB-12

SB-13

SB-14

SB-15

Notes:
All soils vapor samples were collected at 3 feet bgs

ppbv

a
b

NA

TPH-g

TPH-d

4-Methyl- Methyl Tetra- Tetra- 1,1,1-Tri- Tri- 1,2,4-Tri- 1,3,5-Tri-

Freon Freon Freon Hep- Hex- 2-penta- Methylene t-butyl 2-Pro- Sty- chloro- hydro- chloro- chloro- methyl- methyl-
11 12 113 tane ane none Chloride ether panol rene ethene furan ethane ethene benzene benzene

0.74 0.93 27 <2.6 4.4 3.8 3.7 <2.6 5.6 <0.65 1.2 <2.6 <0.65 <0.65 1.1 <0.65

1.2 200 <0.67 3.3 5.3 8.1 2.2 <2.7 <2.7 3.0 <0.67 <2.7 <0.67 <0.67 2.0 0.77

<48 180 <48 <190 590 <190 <48 <190 <190 <48 <48 <190 <48 <48 <48 <48
<140 160 <140 <580 580 <580 <140 <580 <580 <140 <140 <580 <140 <140 <140 <140

<3.5 100 <3.5 <14 19 15 340 <14 22 <3.5 160 <14 21 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5

4.4 1.2 3.4 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <0.71 <2.8 <2.8 <0.71 <0.71 <2.8 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71

<0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 1.1 <0.68

0.74 1.1 <0.73 <2.9 6.8 4.4 <0.73 <2.9 3.8 1.0 2.0 <2.9 <0.73 <0.73 1.8 <0.73

6.5 630 <2.8 <11 <11 <11 <2.8 <11 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <11 <2.8 <2.8 5.3 <2.8

1.5 20 <0.68 <2.7 4.3 <2.7 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 2.3 0.77

<0.80 1.4 <0.80 <3.2 3.9 <3.2 <0.80 <3.2 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 1.2 <0.80

4.6 <0.82 <0.82 <3.3 <3.3 <3.3 1.2 <3.3 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 0.85 <0.82

<70 <70 <70 <280 18,000 <280 <70 <280 <280 <70 <70 <280 <70 <70 580 740

<0.67 <0.67 <0.67 3.4 <2.7 <2.7 5.6 <2.7 26 <0.67 <0.67 58 <0.67 <0.67 1.1 <0.67

<0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 <2.8 2.8 1.3 2.9 <2.8 0.82 <0.70 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 2.0 0.81

<1.4 46 <1.4 <5.8 50 <5.8 4.8 <5.8 <5.8 <1.4 2.1 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 1.8 <1.4

All soils vapor samples were collected at 3 feet bgs

Parts per billion volumetric.

Compound present in laboratory blank greater than reporting limit (background subtraction not performed).
Exceeds instrument calibration range.

Not analyzed.
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline.
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as diesel.

Concentration (ppbv)
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TPH g TPH d Benzene Ethylbenzene Toluene Xylenes, Tot 1,2-DCA Others
SB-16 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-17 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-18 5 19-May-08 630 <50 2.2 <0.10 0.44 <0.30 <0.10
SB-19 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-20/ PCB-7 5 19-May-08 19 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-21/ PCB-8 5 19-May-08 25 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-22 5 19-May-08 2,600 <50 40 7.7 32 19.1 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 0.39

SB-23 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-24/ PCB-1 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 0.22 <0.30 <0.10
SB-25/ PCB-2 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-26 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 10
SB-27/ PCB-3 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-22 dup 5 19-May-08 2,600 <50 40 7.5 32 18.0 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 0.38

Probe Blank NA 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10

Notes:

EPA Method 8260B for VOC Analyses of soil vapor
EPA Mentod 8015m for TPH-g and TPH-d analyses of soil vapor 

Table 1b:  Soil Vapor Sampling Results, May 2008 

Boring 
Location

Sample 
Depth (feet 

bgs)

Date of 
Sample 

Collection

Analytical results of Vapor, µg/l

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA
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Table 2: Historical Soil Sample Results
(1999 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

TPH g TPH d TPH mo Benzene Toluene Ethylbenzene Xylenes, Tot 1,2-DCA Others
SB-1 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.13 1,200 NA <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0011
SB-1 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.9 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-2 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.001
SB-2 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.9 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001
SB-3 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.6 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.0007
SB-3 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 6,160 <5.7 NA 11 190 100 460 0.0018 MTBE: 0.073
SB-4 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0007
SB-4 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 1 94 NA 0.082 0.0085 0.0073 0.013 0.001
SB-5 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.09 <5.5 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 0.0006
SB-5 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.08 <5.9 NA <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 0.0009
SB-6 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-6 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 10,100 1,100 NA 76 490 170 990 0.43
SB-7 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.4 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-7 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.11 <5.8 NA <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0009
SB-8 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.6 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0007
SB-8 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 13 <5.8 NA 0.43 0.36 0.12 0.83 0.0012 MTBE: 0.022
SB-9 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.001
SB-9 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.61 <5.8 NA 0.024 <0.0061 <0.0061 <0.0061 <0.0011
SB-10 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0008
SB-10 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.13 <6.4 NA <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.001
SB-11 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.20 <5.5 NA <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.0011
SB-11 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.11 <5.7 NA <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.001
SB-12 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0006

SB-12 4.5-5.0 08/12/99 496 2,900 NA 0.07 0.032 4 6.7 <0.0009 Chlorobenzene: 0.0017  1,2-DCB: 3.1 
1,3-DCB: 0.038  1,4-DCB: 0.33  MTBE: 

SB-12 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 2 60 <0.001 <0.001 0.023 0.0098 <0.0011 MTBE: 0.001
SB-13 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 1 390 NA <0.0012 0.002 0.0027 0.0027 0.0025
SB-13 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 12 65 NA 0.25 0.048 0.15 0.49 0.0014
SB-14 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.08 <5.5 NA <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 MTBE: 0.084
SB-14 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 29 450 NA 0.56 0.29 0.33 1.7 0.0097
SB-15 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.51 140 NA <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0091
SB-15 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.57 81 NA <0.0061 0.012 <0.0061 0.0085 <0.0098
SB-16 6-6.5 05/19/08 <0.22 30 <50 <0.0043 <0.0043 <0.0043 <0.0087 <0.0043
SB-17 8-8.5 05/22/08 2,500 3,600 2,900 30 130 27 120 ND
SB-17 10-10.5 05/22/08 12,000 17,000 13,000 140 580 120 620 <8.3
SB-17 15-15.5 05/22/08 64 1,400 1,300 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <1.8 <0.89
SB-17 20-20.5 05/22/08 <0.21 <0.99 <49 <0.0042 <0.0042 <0.0042 <0.0084 <0.0042
SB-18 8-8.5 05/21/08 1,900 67 <49 41 110 28 130 <19
SB-19 8-8.5 05/21/08 <0.25 <0.99 <49 <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.010 <0.0050
SB-20/ PCB-7 8-8.5 05/22/08 5,600 390 51 86 280 54 280 <8.3
SB-21/ PCB-8 8-8.5 05/21/08 3,800 2,500 <49 40 210 69 360 <19

Sample 
Depth (feet 

bgs)

Date of 
Sample 

Collection

Boring 
Location

Analytical results (mg/kg)

Page 1 of 2



Table 2: Historical Soil Sample Results
(1999 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

TPH g TPH d TPH mo Benzene Toluene Ethylbenzene Xylenes, Tot 1,2-DCA Others

Sample 
Depth (feet 

bgs)

Date of 
Sample 

Collection

Boring 
Location

Analytical results (mg/kg)

SB-22 8-8.5 05/21/08 3,200 1,100 <500 <47 140 <47 190 <47
SB-23 11.5-12 05/22/08 <0.21 1.2 <49 <0.0041 <0.0041 <0.0041 <0.0082 <0.0041
SB-24/ PCB-1 9-9.5 05/20/08 <0.19 1.6 <50 <0.0039 <0.0039 <0.0039 <0.0078 <0.0039
SB-25/ PCB-2 8-8.5 05/20/08 <0.19 1.1 <50 <0.0037 <0.0037 <0.0037 <0.0075 <0.0037
SB-26 8.5-9 05/21/08 <0.23 10 <50 <0.0047 <0.0047 <0.0047 <0.0093 <0.0047
SB-27/ PCB-3 8.5-9 05/20/08 <0.27 <0.99 <49 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.011 <0.0054
SB-20/ PCB-7 Dup 8-8.5 05/22/08 4,900 610 <250 99 300 64 340 <21
SB-25/ PCB-2 Dup 8-8.5 05/20/08 NA <1.0 <50 NA NA NA NA NA

Notes:

NA = Not Analyzed 
EPA Method 8260 for BTEX and 1,2-DCA analyses of soil
EPA Mentod 8015m for TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPM-mo analyses of soil
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

MW-2 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-3 03/23/93 35 2.9 2 3.2 300 ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 97 1 4 1.1 220 ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 4.9 ND ND 1.2 170 ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 42 <1 <1 <1 100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 120 8.2 8.4 4.5 320 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 83 1.1 5.3 2.9 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 1,460 18 100 50 3,800 270 -- -- -- -- --
03/13/95 3,600 260 270 280 14,000 1,700 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 4,700 58 140 71 3,700 120 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 9,800 58 600 95 14,000 300 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 330 2.1 47 5.3 700 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 350 4.6 23 8.7 600 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 940 76 98 57 1,900 <50 -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 420 29 44 28 900 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 1,600 270 120 194 3,600 700 <0.5 9.2 <0.5 <0.5 --
04/15/97 1,300 300 180 160 4,300 800 <0.5 16 <0.5 1.1 6.9
07/07/97 100 84 100 67 1,900 350 -- -- -- -- 3.8
10/27/97 1,030 60 54 40 2,200 -- <0.5 2.4 <0.5 <0.5 3.1
01/27/98 1,070 98 73 69 3,200 -- -- -- -- -- 3.9
04/22/98 610 56 49 54 1,800 -- <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 1.1
07/22/98 1,800 230 160 180 3,600 370 -- -- -- -- 5.0
10/21/98 78 1.0 3.8 0.6 110 <250 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/23/99 1,500 140 76.0 260 4,000 790 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 5.60
10/28/99 1,100 43 58 102 3,000 600 <0.5 0.9 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 690 22 36 49 1,400 520 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 2.20
04/27/00 1,100 140 73 163 2,400 250 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 520 7.7 21 27 1,100 750 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 2,000 16 22 46 3,800 760 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 360 8.6 14 28 860 300 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 808 60.6 46.8 115 1,530 280 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 788 23.3 44.6 80.7 1,400 350 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 852 14.3 24.5 38.6 1,730 500 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 1,250 85.3 64.7 95.7 4,240 490 <0.5 1.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 1,120 51.5 84.4 117 5,710 700 <0.5 1.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-5 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-6 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 3.5 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 2.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 69 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 8.7 1.6 3.5 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 5.5 16 2.9 16 140 220 <0.5 6.3 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
10/24/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 7.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 6.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

MW-6 04/27/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 6.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
(cont.) 07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 9.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 0.54 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/30/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 14 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-11 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-12 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-13 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-15 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 430 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-25 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 4.2 4.4 2.5 20 170 ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 2.1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 2.4 14 <0.5 3.4 97 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 0.5 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.58 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 150 950 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 60 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 90 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <150 25 41 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 140 <150 -- -- -- -- 11
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 -- -- -- -- -- 10
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- 24
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 340 28 59 <0.5 <0.5 28 1,1-DCE detected, 0.9 µg/L.  
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 27 72 <0.5 <0.5 27 1,1-DCE detected, 1.6 µg/L.  
07/23/99 1.80 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 30 58 <0.5 <0.5 23.0
10/27/99 <0.5 1.4 <0.5 1.0 <100 <200 35 47 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <250 39 41 <0.5 <0.5 29.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.1 µg/L.  
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 51 38 <0.5 <0.5 18 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 4.2 µg/L.  
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 40 57 <0.5 <0.5 27 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.6 µg/L.  
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 54 68 <0.5 <0.5 38 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.5 µg/L.  
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 90 <250 52 46 <0.5 <0.5 22 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.5 µg/L.
04/26/01 <0.5 0.62 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 49 37 <0.5 <0.5 15.8  1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 33 36 <0.5 <0.5 10.9 Chloromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L; 

1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 4.6 µg/L.
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 22 38 <0.5 <0.5 10.5 Chloromethane detected at 0.5 µg/L; 

1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.8 µg/L.
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 25 56 <0.5 <0.5 8.90 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.8 µg/L.
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 14 44 <0.5 <0.5 6.92 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.7 µg/L;                

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane detected at 0.5 µg/L.

10/22/02 7.64 248 133 843 4,790 1,240 9.6 34 <0.5 <0.5 1,410 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.9 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 11 35 <0.5 <0.5 7.3 Chloroethane detected at 22 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 8.5 34 <0.5 <0.5 5.7 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 7.6 27 <0.5 <0.5 6.3
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 5.1 18 <0.5 <0.5 5.2
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 190 6.7 25 <0.50 <0.50 6.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.51 µg/L.  

MW-26 03/23/93 180 190 55 330 7,000 1,300 ND ND ND ND --
07/27/93 470 96 30 80 1,800 ND ND 140 ND ND --
11/05/93 4,700 1,300 9 1,400 19,000 ND ND 120 ND ND --
02/25/94 4,800 570 200 860 14,000 <1,000 <1 28 <1 <1 --
06/03/94 4,100 300 120 230 12,000 <20,000 1.7 140 <0.5 <0.5 -- Bromodichloromethane detected, 0.84 µg/L.
08/31/94 4,100 360 170 450 93,000 1,400 <4.0 <4.0 <4.0 <4.0 --
12/22/94 1,030 170 85 290 5,000 560 <2.0 <2.0 <2.0 <2.0 -- 8 other volatiles detected by 8260.
03/13/95 320 19 23 66 3,000 810 53 5.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/09/95 14,000 64 31 230 10,800 310 240 3.1 1 <0.5 --
09/21/95 1,900 160 160 330 8,000 200 1.3 120 <0.5 <0.5 --

12/12/95 13,000 38 36 120 25,000 0.6 1.4 180 <0.5 <0.5 --
No diesel pattern detected; result due to high 
gasoline concentration.

03/12/96 9,000 33 30 65 4,400 <50 <0.5 180 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/21/96 14,000 27 16 66 5,400 <50 3.2 170 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/29/96 8,500 26 28 74 19,000 <150 <0.5 160 <0.5 <0.5 --
01/16/97 6,500 21 31 47 4,600 -- 4.3 >50 <0.5 <0.5 26
04/15/97 16,000 33 40 160 26,000 2,200 3.5 97 <0.5 2.4 40 cis-1,2-DCE detected, 0.7 µg/L.
07/07/97 22,000 44 170 200 28,000 1,100 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 95
10/27/97 16,000 26 100 37 30,000 -- 3.6 92 <0.5 <0.5 38
01/27/98 23,600 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 26,000 420 8.3 100 <0.5 <0.5 100
04/22/98 5,000 4.3 9.2 16 14,000 -- 13 130 <0.5 <0.5 27
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

MW-26 07/22/98 3,800 5.7 6.9 11 5,200 750 10 110 -- <1.0 33
(cont.) 10/21/98 420 <0.5 2.1 2.7 820 <250 24 82 <0.5 <0.5 31

02/05/99 20 <0.5 0.60 0.80 230 230 10 51 <0.5 <0.5 29
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <250 15 54 <0.5 <0.5 25
07/23/99 7.10 <0.5 <0.5 0.80 180 <200 12 32 <0.5 <0.5 12.0
10/27/99 14 1.4 2.9 7.8 400 <200 13 30 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <250 13 32 <0.5 <0.5 28.0
04/26/00 0.7 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 200 340 7.5 39 <0.5 <0.5 22
08/03/00 6.8 <0.5 0.6 1.4 <50 <250 7.4 19 <0.5 <0.5 19
10/23/00 10 0.8 1.7 1.7 80 <250 5.1 37 <0.5 <0.5 26
01/31/01 26 0.70 2.4 2.2 390 320 5.7 51 <0.5 <0.5 33
04/26/01 10.6 <0.5 0.70 1.04 400 350 16 39 <0.5 <0.5 28.5
07/30/01 107 <0.5 1.42 1.06 1,920 380 22 44 <0.5 <0.5 31.4
10/29/01 31.6 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 2,020 500 26 25 <0.5 <0.5 27
01/28/02 30.0 <0.5 0.70 <1.0 450 380 43 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 14.5 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.8 µg/L.
04/29/02 394 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 1,870 550 50 23 <0.5 <0.5 8.62 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.5 µg/L.
10/22/02 1,440 25.7 6.60 20.4 4,440 890 53 26 <0.5 <0.5 168 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.7 µg/L.
11/15/02 1,630 0.56 3.22 3.86 5,590 780 18 33 <0.5 <0.5 49.2 1,1-dichloroethene detected at 1.0 µg/L.
05/06/03 1,250 <0.5 2.42 <1.0 3,730 380 46 24 <0.5 <0.5 13.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.1 µg/L.  
10/14/03 51 <0.5 1.38 <1.0 3,100 <250 83 28 <0.5 <0.5 23.8 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.3 µg/L.  
04/27/04 467 <0.5 1.24 <1.0 1,380 <250 82 33 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.2 µg/L.  
11/17/04 120 <1.0 2.50 1.3 740 820 31 44 <0.50 <0.50 120 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.1 µg/L.  

MW-27 06/21/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 <0.5 6.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/29/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 12 5.0 <0.5 2.6 70 <150 <0.5 5.7 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <1.0 1.4 -- <1.0 <0.5
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/27/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/16/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 8.56 56.2 9.37 59.3 650 600 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 331
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 64 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-28 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND 110 ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND 2.1 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 3.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 1.4 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.91 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 18 20 2.2 13 220 <150 5.1 85 <0.5 <0.5 8.2
04/15/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <150 1.1 150 <0.5 <0.5 7.1
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 110 <150 <5.0 170 <5.0 <5.0 7.2
10/27/97 3.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 300 -- 6.2 120 <0.5 <0.5 36
01/27/98 7.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 500 <150 -- -- -- -- 56
04/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- 1.0 89 <0.5 <0.5 8.6
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <1.0 85 -- <1.0 18
10/21/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 0.5 80 <0.5 <0.5 12
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 32 29 <0.5 <0.5 5.0 1,1-DCE detected, 0.9 µg/L.  
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 62 <0.5 <0.5 4.5
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 50 <0.5 <0.5 1.80
10/27/99 -- -- -- -- -- <200 -- -- -- -- --
11/02/99 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 -- <0.5 32 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 39 <0.5 <0.5 4.30
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 50 <0.5 <0.5 1.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 47 <0.5 <0.5 3.7
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

MW-28 10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 57 <0.5 <0.5 4.7
(cont.) 01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 46 <0.5 <0.5 4.4

04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 26 <0.5 <0.5 1.98
07/30/01 0.5 <0.5 0.64 2.58 <200 <250 <0.5 38 <0.5 <0.5 3.0 Chloromethane detected at 3.3 µg/L.  
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 29 <0.5 <0.5 3.74
01/28/02 6.20 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 2.8 50 <0.5 <0.5 6.00
04/29/02 1.64 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 3.7 44 <0.5 <0.5 4.81
10/22/02 25.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 750 <250 2.0 59 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/15/02 13.4 <0.5 1.29 <1.0 610 <250 1.3 54 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.0 µg/L.
05/06/03 3.1 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 390 <250 0.8 70 <0.5 <0.5 9.29 Chloroethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 38 <0.5 <0.5 6.44
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 9.29
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 4.7 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-29 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND 2.1 11 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.59 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 6.6 8.9 0.6 9.3 120 <150 47 24 <0.5 <0.5 1.8
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 52 21 <5.0 <5.0 1.2
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <150 -- -- -- -- 8.0
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 12 29 -- <1.0 7.8
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 68 <0.5 <0.5 8.5
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 30 38 <0.5 <0.5 4.9 1,1-DCE detected, 1.4 µg/L.  
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 44 33 <0.5 1.9 4.70 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.3 µg/L;   

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 2.3 µg/L.  
10/27/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 36 23 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 87 25 <0.5 <0.5 18.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 9.6 µg/L.  
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 61 38 <0.5 <0.5 12 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.2 µg/L.  
08/16/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- 49 21 <0.5 <0.5 17 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 94 40 <0.5 <0.5 34 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 14 µg/L.  
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 60 <250 100 35 <0.5 <0.5 26 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 13 µg/L.
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 270 87 38 <0.5 <0.5 39.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 12 µg/L.  
07/30/01 1.25 1.28 1.1 5.99 220 <250 120 42 <0.5 <0.5 42.3 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 13 µg/L.  
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 120 34 <0.5 <0.5 28.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 14 µg/L.  
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 120 44 <0.5 <0.5 28.9 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 26 µg/L.
04/29/02 4.95 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 130 29 <0.5 <0.5 20.9 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 23 µg/L.
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 140 26 <0.5 <0.5 18.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 19 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 120 26 <0.5 <0.5 13.9 1,1-dichloroethene detected at 15 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 140 31 <0.5 <0.5 13.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 24 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 110 22 <0.5 <0.5 11.9 Chloromethane detected at 0.9 µg/L.  
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 160 28 <0.5 <0.5 15.3 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 31 µg/L.  
11/17/04 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 120 <50 33 6.5 <0.50 <0.50 120 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.5 µg/L.  

MW-30 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND 2.8 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 1.3 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 1.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 0.8 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.6 80 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.9 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
01/27/98 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

MW-30 08/04/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
(cont.) 10/24/00 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 1.3 µg/L.  
01/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/30/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 140 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-32 03/23/93 391 6.2 3.1 9 440 ND ND 60 ND ND --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 14 ND ND --
11/05/93 20 ND 1.8 2.1 170 ND ND 7.9 ND ND --
02/25/94 5.6 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 <1 <1 <1 <1 --
06/03/94 120 1.3 <0.5 1.4 350 <20,000 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/31/94 39 0.5 2.2 1.2 <500 <500 <4.0 10 <4.0 <4.0 --
12/22/94 4.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 <2.0 4.6 <2.0 <2.0 -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 220 3.6 6.5 5.8 1,100 <400 <0.5 16 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/09/95 1,500 7.9 43 14 2,200 180 0.7 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 --
09/21/95 1,200 2.4 72 4.5 2,300 60 <0.5 6.7 <0.5 1.4 --
12/12/95 230 <0.5 8.9 <1.0 500 <50 <0.5 28 <0.5 <0.5 --
03/12/96 40 <0.5 1.7 <0.5 110 <50 <0.5 6.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 150 <0.5 49 <0.5 700 <150 <0.5 27 <0.5 <0.5 --
01/16/97 14 <0.5 1.9 <0.5 150 <150 <0.5 10 <0.5 0.7 -- cis-1,2-DCE detected, 0.8 µg/L.
07/07/97 370 11 110 21 1,600 190 -- -- -- -- 11
01/27/98 13 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 300 -- <0.5 7.5 <0.5 <0.5 2.5
07/22/98 700 55 88 66 2,300 -- -- -- -- -- 14
07/22/99 59.0 0.80 1.80 <0.5 900 220 <0.5 5.9 <0.5 <0.5 8.70
10/28/99 95 2.5 2.1 1.6 500 <200 <0.5 12 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 7.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <250 <0.5 4.3 <0.5 <0.5 1.10
04/27/00 240 7.0 12 18.8 800 250 <0.5 9.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 620 3.0 14 4.1 1,300 <250 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 430 4.30 5.50 8.80 1,200 260 <0.5 7.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 42 1.5 0.90 2.8 280 <250 <0.5 5.7 <0.5 <0.5 3.6
04/26/01 268 13.0 22.1 22.0 780 <250 <0.5 6.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 29.4 <0.5 0.52 0.51 320 <250 <0.5 6.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 16.1 2.01 1.14 3.96 <200 <500 <0.5 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 12.0 <0.5 0.70 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 4.9 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 cis 1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 1.3 µg/L.
04/29/02 188 5.52 9.70 13.0 680 <250 <0.5 6.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 4.84 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 4.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 20.72 0.76 0.86 2.08 <200 <250 <0.5 5.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 6.02 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 3.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 23.60 1.68 0.67 3.91 <200 <250 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 2.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 2.1 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-33 04/07/99 0.60 <0.5 0.90 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 8.90 <0.5 1.00 <0.5 <50 <200 0.6 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 40 0.9 21 3.8 200 <200 0.8 1.3 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 20 0.7 12 10.0 380 <250 0.9 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 1.30
04/27/00 6.9 <0.5 6.4 <0.5 <100 250 4.3 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 31 0.5 20 1.0 150 550 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 89 1.5 36 3.9 350 <250 <0.5 2.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 6.8 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 <50 <250 1.9 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 0.7
04/26/01 6.61 0.56 1.63 0.61 <200 <250 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 4.43 2.61 1.34 6.6 <200 <250 2.2 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L.
10/29/01 14.2 <0.5 0.63 <1.0 <200 <500 1.3 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 1.1 0.5 <0.5 3.8 <0.5 Dichlorodiflouromethane detected at 1.9 µg/L.;  

cis 1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 8.9 µg/L.
04/29/02 14.6 <0.5 1.41 <1.0 <200 <250 0.8 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodiflouromethane detected at 1.9 µg/L.

MW-100 07/06/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.
10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

MW-? 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 430 -- -- -- -- <0.5

PR-26 07/26/99 20,000 15,000 1,100 7,250 82,500 11,000 -- -- -- -- 33.0
10/26/99 28,000 25,000 2,300 8,400 110,000 60,000 <0.5 24 -- <0.5 --

PR-45 07/26/99 13,200 8,200 2,600 15,600 82,500 39,000 -- -- -- -- 35.0
10/28/99 12,000 8,200 1,700 8,500 45,000 25,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 24,000 25,000 10,000 53,000 360,000 82,000 <0.5 4.0 <0.5 <0.5 1,000
04/27/00 17,000 9,500 16,000 92,000 1,300,000 20,300 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/04/00 20,000 8,800 2,600 16,000 73,000 54,500 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 26,000 12,000 4,000 20,000 96,000 36,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0 Chloroethane detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
04/27/01 16,200 8,600 3,220 19,000 178,000 22,700 <0.5 14 <0.5 <0.5 <25 Chloroethane detected at 4.6 µg/L.
07/30/01 14,500 8,900 4,400 24,700 132,000 29,700 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 <50 Chloromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L;  

Chloroethane detected at 11 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.5 µg/L.

10/29/01 12,600 6,650 2,260 12,400 86,100 50,000 <0.5 7.8 <0.5 <0.5 <25 Chloroethane detected at 6.0 µg/L.
01/29/02 8,930 4,860 2,640 12,700 114,000 19,400 <0.5 30 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 7.5 µg/L.
05/16/02 14,300 2,630 1,580 7,780 125,000 15,600 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 7.3  µg/L.

PR-52 07/26/99 12,000 1,720 750 12,400 172,000 40,000 <0.5 1.8 <0.5 <0.5 217 Methylene chloride detected at 7.9 µg/L.
10/28/99 19,000 530 1,800 5,800 40,000 450,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 22,000 1,600 4,100 15,800 200,000 140,000 <0.5 1.3 <0.5 <0.5 430
04/28/00 20,000 2,200 4,700 18,600 270,000 88,000 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <5.0
08/04/00 26,000 1,600 2,900 15,000 150,000 110,000 <0.5 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 52,000 13,000 41,000 180,000 650,000 280,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
01/31/01 81,000 840 57,000 210,000 5,300,000 276,000 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 500 Chloroethane detected at 2.4 µg/L;  

Methylene chloride detected at 0.6 µg/L. 
04/27/01 25,000 16,300 14,700 55,000 886,000 134,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,040 Chloroethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
07/30/01 31,100 2,480 13,500 51,700 340,000 185,000 <0.5 1.3 <0.5 <0.5 2,510  Chloromethane detected at 13 µg/L;    

Chloroethane detected at 46 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.6 µg/L.

10/29/01 22,700 1,630 3,070 11,500 126,000 140,000 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <50 Chloromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L;    
Chloroethane detected at 4.0 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.7 µg/L.

01/29/02 21,500 1,840 4,540 16,800 517,000 272,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 44.1 Chloroethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
05/16/02 31,600 53,600 43,800 216,000 2,020,000 75,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 63.5 Chloroethane detected at 8.3 µg/L.

PR-53 07/26/99 31,000 12,000 1,900 8,800 110,000 98,000 <0.5 43 <0.5 <0.5 43.0 Methylene chloride detected at 6.2 µg/L.
10/27/99 17,000 3,900 890 3,320 54,000 16,000 <0.5 18 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 21,000 5,000 1,200 5,300 65,000 9,400 0.6 20 <0.5 <0.5 67.0  Methylene chloride detected at 0.8 µg/L.
04/28/00 34,000 30,000 9,300 51,000 730,000 104,000 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 340
08/04/00 35,000 17,000 3,800 24,000 180,000 69,500 <0.5 1.7 <0.5 <0.5 110
10/24/00 99,000 110,000 80,000 640,000 580,000 380,000 <5.0 5.0 <5.0 <5.0 380
01/31/01 66,000 15,000 28,000 140,000 2,400,000 960,000 <0.5 1.5 <0.5 <0.5 660 Chloroethane detected at 1.7 µg/L;  

Methylene chloride detected at 0.9 µg/L.
04/27/01 55,500 10,000 23,700 137,000 4,240,000 806,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5,000 Chloroethane detected at 1.7 µg/L; 

Methylene chloride detected at 1.1 µg/L.  
10/29/01 46,500 9,520 12,900 74,000 1,630,000 130,000 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <500 Chloroethane detected at 3.0 µg/L;                        

Methylene chloride detected at 0.9 µg/L.
01/29/02 33,000 7,340 10,300 41,800 495,000 462,000 <0.5 1.8 <0.5 <0.5 122 Chloroethane detected at 3.2 µg/L.
05/16/02 35,800 10,500 18,700 130,000 3,280,000 113,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 242

PR-54 07/26/99 32,000 22,000 1,500 21,800 170,000 28,000 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 56.0 Methylene chloride detected at 2.5 µg/L.
10/26/99 27,000 10,000 3,700 19,500 190,000 350,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 27,000 23,000 9,900 50,000 960,000 110,000 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 1,000
04/28/00 24,000 14,000 1,200 9,000 76,000 80,000 <1.0 1.6 <1.0 <1.0 300
08/04/00 27,000 7,600 1,400 11,000 120,000 54,500 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 <0.5 200
10/24/00 23,000 4,400 2,000 13,000 140,000 96,000 <0.5 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <100 Chloroethane detected at 5.3 µg/L;    

Methylene chloride detected at 2.3 µg/L.
01/31/01 30,000 8,300 3,300 21,000 220,000 236,000 <0.5 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 480 Chloroethane detected at 2.8 µg/L;

Methylene chloride detected at 1.7 µg/L.        
04/27/01 26,100 8,650 2,120 15,900 51,300 108,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <500 Chloroethane detected at 3.0 µg/L.
07/30/01 31,700 18,000 9,880 58,400 320,000 71,200 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 2,750 Chloromethane detected at 2.2 µg/L;

Chloroethane detected at 22 µg/L;              
Methylene chloride detected at 2.6 µg/L.  

10/30/01 25,400 11,300 3,500 18,800 222,000 530,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 276 Chloroethane detected at 7.4 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 2.0 µg/L.

01/29/02 13,300 9,850 4,240 33,100 108,000 48,000 <0.5 7.5 <0.5 <0.5 51.3 Chloroethane detected at 6.2 µg/L.
05/16/02 27,900 34,500 5,630 36,400 324,000 172,000 <5.0 43 <5.0 <5.0 251 Chloroethane detected at 9.8 µg/L.

PR-64 07/26/99 22,000 18,000 1,700 10,300 110,000 -- <0.5 130 <0.5 <0.5 35.0 Methylene chloride detected at 1.4 µg/L.
10/27/99 11,000 7,400 1,200 3,900 66,000 50,000 <0.5 110 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 22,000 20,000 6,000 17,000 120,000 40,000 <0.5 >50 <0.5 <0.5 110
04/28/00 19,000 16,000 1,800 13,900 130,000 78,000 <1.0 67 <1.0 <1.0 300
05/16/02 18,300 40,100 10,400 104,000 30,600,000 419,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <500

PR-65 07/26/99 12,000 1,400 1,300 13,000 68,000 16,500 <0.5 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 20.0
10/26/99 14,000 2,300 1,800 11,000 65,000 50,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

PR-68 07/26/99 1,900 24.0 27.0 62.0 4,900 11,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 4.40
10/26/99 2,800 36 86 62 8,000 2,800 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --

PR-76 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 85 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

V-24 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <250 -- -- -- -- 0.5

V-31 07/26/99 7,000 600 550 1,370 17,500 5,350 -- -- -- -- 19.0
10/26/99 7,000 120 850 950 18,000 3,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --

V-46 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 270 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

V-55 07/22/99 8,000 480 740 2,880 30,000 2,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 13.0
10/28/99 11,000 59 1,200 317 28,000 38,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 2,200 59 760 350 7,900 10,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 9.70
04/28/00 2,900 510 440 2,340 14,000 26,500 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/03/00 9,400 380 720 2,200 28,000 70,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 11,000 140 900 1,300 30,000 51,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <12
01/31/01 4,600 57 550 1,200 34,000 88,500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 44
04/26/01 6,400 61.5 250 336 34,200 227,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
10/30/01 5,360 70.0 1,090 1,450 32,700 78,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
01/29/02 1,660 140 492 818 12,000 4,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 5,170 95.1 572 523 30,600 35,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1.06

V-72 07/26/99 13,500 6.80 1.10 3.90 3,900 12,900 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 2,900 58 21 47.7 6,000 48,000 <0.5 3.4 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 670 8.2 <0.5 17.8 890 6,100 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/28/00 130 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 200 5,950 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/04/00 460 0.8 <0.5 0.6 440 4,120 <0.5 2.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 2,700 3.2 0.5 2.3 3,500 17,000 <0.5 4.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/01 1,240 2.05 <0.5 2.78 1,310 6,290 <0.5 5.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
07/30/01 1,790 69.8 1.22 2.50 1,490 4,290 <0.5 6.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
10/29/01 1,330 4.38 0.55 3.32 1,960 -- <0.5 5.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.1 µg/L.
01/29/02 655 6.40 <0.5 8.00 1,840 2,250 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.
05/16/02 43.8 1.09 <0.5 4.36 230 5,120 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.

V-84 07/26/99 2,400 440 80.0 340 8,700 2,350 <0.5 2.4 <0.5 <0.5 6.40
10/26/99 1,100 130 46 108 4,000 700 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 300 30 8.9 53 2,300 1,100 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/28/00 30 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 100 550 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <0.5
08/04/00 900 110 34 120 2,700 1,380 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 2,000 480 24 110 48,000 1,900 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 68 1.3 5.3 8.2 970 1,820 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 925 97.0 45.4 59.7 2,360 1,180 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 1,720 282 50 359 8,100 7,040 <0.5 1.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 870 250 27.6 167 8,960 -- <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 197 4.90 1.70 3.60 640 500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 318 34.4 15.4 18.4 1,070 400 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

29 (CC-1) 07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 1.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 1.12 0.56 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

10/22/02 1.38 14.6 2.44 16.4 220 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 92.0
Chloromethane detected at 1.3 µg/L,    Chloroform 
detected at 4.7 µg/L.

11/15/02 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 2.6 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.7 µg/L.
04/27/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

30 (CC-2) 07/22/99 0.90 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 340 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <2.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results
(1993 - 2008)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Well Number 
Date 

Sampled
Benzene    

µg/L
Toluene                  

µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene             

µg/L

Xylenes    
µg/L

TPH-G                
µg/L

TPH-D                    
µg/L

MTBE                     
µg/L

Notes
1,1-
DCA                  
µg/L

1,2-
DCA               
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA                       
µg/L

TCE                
µg/L

30 (CC-2) 07/30/01 <0.5 1.43 <0.5 1.63 <200 <250 <0.5 1.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 2.8 µg/L.
(cont.) 10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 3.8 µg/L.
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 2.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.86 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 3.6 µg/L.
10/10/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.6 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.5 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

81 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/22/99 0.70 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

94 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 170 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

210 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 960 -- -- -- -- <0.5

223 10/26/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 640 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 680 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 1.30 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chlorobenzene detected at 0.9 µg/L.
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 390 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,2-Dichlorobenzene detected at 0.5 µg/L.
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.5 µg/L.  
10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
01/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

224 07/26/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 640 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

239 07/26/99 55,000 85.0 1,500 190 30,000 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 5.30
10/26/99 23,000 53 1,500 103.2 28,000 10,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 40,000 48 1,900 52 44,000 21,000 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 14.0
04/28/00 25,000 540 2,000 710 36,000 12,500 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/04/00 25,000 220 1,900 920 45,000 32,500 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 24,000 100 1,500 390 50,000 50,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
01/31/01 23,000 84 1,900 200 52,000 112,000 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 23,900 113 1,990 590 298,000 143,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
07/30/01 30,200 384 2,000 966 66,500 19,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 41,200 273 1,470 215 54,300 120,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50
01/28/02 24,500 228 1,670 352 112,000 6,900 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 0.6 µg/L.
04/29/02 25,900 280 1,380 491 71,600 9,400 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

241 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5

249 07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
SB-16 05/20/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 530 <50 530 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-17 05/22/08 12,000 3,200 17,000 560,000 120,000 560,000 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-18 05/22/08 50,000 2,300 46,000 23,000 190,000 23,000 NA 2,200 NA NA NA
SB-19 05/22/08 <12 220 <12 1,600 8,200 1,600 NA <12 NA NA NA
SB-20/ PCB-7 05/22/08 41,000 3,000 30,000 47,000 170,000 47,000 NA 930 NA NA NA
SB-21/ PCB-8 05/23/08 12,000 2,600 20,000 3,500 110,000 3,500 NA <250 NA NA NA
SB-22 05/22/08 27,000 13,000 39,000 73,000 870,000 73,000 NA <2,500 NA NA NA
SB-24/ PCB-1 05/21/08 1.1 <0.50 <0.50 360 <50 360 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-25/ PCB-2 05/21/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 140 <50 140 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-26 05/22/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 270 <50 270 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-27/ PCB-3 05/20/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 NA NA NA NA <0.50 NA NA NA

Notes:
ND Not detected.
NA Not analyzed or not sampled.
µg/L Micrograms per liter.
TPH-G Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline.
TPH-D Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as diesel.
1,1-DCA 1,1-Dichloroethane.
1,2-DCA 1,2-Dichloroethane.
1,1-DCE 1,1-Dichloroethene.
1,1,1-TCA 1,1,1-Trichloroethane.
cis1,2-DCE cis 1,2-Dichloroethylene.
TCE Trichloroethene.
MTBE Methyl tertiary butyl ether.

10/22/02 Data was confirmed anomalous by resampling on 11/15/02.
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Table 4: Historical LPH Monitoring (Product Thickness in Feet)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

  Well 11
/4

/1
99

3

2/
24

/1
99

3

3/
18

/1
99

4

6/
2/

19
94

8/
31

/1
99

4

12
/2

2/
19

94

3/
13

/1
99

5

6/
9/

19
95

7/
27

/1
99

5

9/
22

/1
99

5

12
/6

-2
8/

95

2/
27

/1
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6

2/
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/1
99

6

6/
20

/1
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6
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30

/1
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6

9/
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/1
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6
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/4

/1
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6
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/1
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19
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10
/1

8/
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2/
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/2

2/
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12
/6

/1
99

6

12
/1
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12
/2

1/
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1/
3/

19
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1/
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/1
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7

2/
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/1
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7

2/
17

/1
99

7

2/
28

/1
99

7

3/
7/

19
97

3/
14

/1
99

7

MW-3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
MW-7 0.79 1.14 2.82 0.26 0.01 0.04 <0.01 <0.01 -- 0.21 -- <0.01 -- 0.02 0.20 0.04 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
MW-8 0.47 0.44 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.26 0.08 0.09 0.23 0.24 0.24 <0.01 -- 0.03 0.04 0.03 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
MW-22 1.83 1.54 >3.0 1.14 0.19 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.32 0.30 <0.01 -- 0.01 0.04 0.22 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
MW-23 1.21 0.07 1.40 1.79 0.68 0.41 <0.01 0.31 0.44 0.71 0.30 0.19 0.15 1.00 0.24 0.63 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
MW-24 1.77 12.10 >3.0 0.97 0.39 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- 1.41 <0.01 <0.01 -- 2.46 1.45 1.15 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
E-0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 2.72 -- <0.01 3.92 0.07 0.18 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.38 1.55 1.45 0.3 0.39 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
E-3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
E-5 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1.50 0.27 0.03 0.10 0.01 0.04 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
E-6 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
E-8 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.10 -- 0.42 0.19 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-12 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-20 0.91 1.15 3.41 1.45 0.88 1.04 0.14 0.16 2.54 1.12 <0.01 3.5 2.65 3.50 0.69 0.47 0.36 0.2 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-21 0.63 -- 2.76 1.39 0.42 2.01 4.11 2.42 1.93 0.70 0.60 2.99 0.77 1.50 0.86 0.54 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-22 0.98 1.43 >3.0 0.90 0.47 0.04 0.60 0.71 0.68 0.71 0.23 1.57 0.94 1.20 0.47 0.42 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-23 0.67 0.36 1.06 0.38 0.17 0.06 0.34 0.06 0.08 0.12 0.11 <0.01 -- <0.01 0.09 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-24 -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-25 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-26 0.6 0.54 2.05 0.39 0.17 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- 0.13 0.12 0.27 <0.01 0.01 0.07 0.03 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-27 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-28 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-29 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-30 -- -- -- 2.81 1.21 1.97 <0.01 <0.01 -- Dry Dry Dry -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-32 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-33 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-34 0.66 1.17 2.81 1.07 0.37 2.45 4.06 3.54 2.30 1.03 0.58 5.10 1.22 1.95 1.14 0.48 0.33 0.23 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.26 0.59 0.25 <0.01 <0.01 0.75 0.67 0.98 1.15 1.23
PR-35 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-36 - 1.13 1.43 1.13 0.37 0.19 0.15 0.23 0.22 Dry Dry 0.20 0.05 0.01 Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-37 0.41 1.29 2.35 0.96 0.14 0.22 0.83 0.82 0.58 0.58 0.18 1.14 0.32 0.20 0.19 0.11 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-38 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-41 0.59 0.53 0.42 0.13 0.43 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 -- Dry Dry Dry -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-42 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-43 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-44 0.24 0.22 0.19 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- Dry - <0.01 -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-45 0.17 5.27 0.10 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-46 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-47 0.75 0.41 sheen <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- 0.08 0.08 <0.01 -- <0.01 0.08 0.02 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-48 1.12 0.20 >3.0 0.83 0.07 1.43 0.64 0.65 0.94 0.50 0.54 0.11 0.06 2.06 1.36 0.38 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-49 -- 3.24 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- Dry Dry <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-50 1.08 1.58 0.89 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-51 -- 6.57 >3.0 <0.01 0.72 2.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry -- Dry Dry <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-52 1.01 5.09 1.16 0.45 0.05 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 - <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-53 1.15 3.01 >3.0 0.61 0.49 1.52 <0.01 1.55 1.47 1.08 0.17 0.90 0.27 1.01 0.81 0.38 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-54 0.97 0.99 1.20 <0.01 0.08 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-55 1.48 0.07 1.31 0.87 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry Dry - Dry -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-56 0.90 1.30 -- 0.89 0.15 1.48 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 - <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-57 -- 6.40 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 - <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-58 0.96 0.85 -- 1.48 0.89 2.15 1.41 1.34 2.40 1.18 0.57 2.67 1.25 2.79 1.47 1.01 -- 0.52 0.23 0.11 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.2 1.04 2.3 2.4 2.21 2.45 --
PR-60 -- <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-61 0.25 0.39 0.35 1.03 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 1.30 <0.01 <0.01 1.48 0.45 1.96 0.93 0.38 -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.45 0.34 0.6 0.55 0.77
PR-62 0.04 -- 0.07 0.09 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-64 1.49 0.11 >3.0 -- 1.06 2.15 1.03 1.17 2.12 1.15 0.58 3.08 0.4 3.15 1.01 -- 0.82 0.69 0.68 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-65 0.04 0.02 0.09 0.08 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-67 1.05 0.65 0.81 -- -- -- -- -- 0.05 -- <0.01 <0.01 -- 0.03 0.10 0.07 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-68 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
PR-70 -- -- 1.59 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- * -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-2 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-4 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-5 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-7 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-8 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 -- <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-11 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-12 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-21 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-54 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-55 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.04 -- -- <0.01 <0.01 * -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-56 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-64 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-66 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-70 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-71 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-72 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-73 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-74 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-77 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.78 Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-78A -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-78B -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-79 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-80 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-84 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-85 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-89 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-90 -- 1.41 -- 0.94 0.16 1.68 0.02 0.02 Dry Dry <0.01 Dry -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-91 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-93 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
V-94 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
232 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
235 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
239 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
243 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
244 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
247 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
252 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
253 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

--   Well not monitored.
*    Well inaccessible.
a = Monitored on 2/5/99; b = mud in well at 3.80 feet; c = well was dry, but probe showed oil on it; d = black, oily substance on probe; e = interface probe not responding accurately 
to LPH; f = Amount verified on 8/10/01 for wells MW-8, E-5, PR12, PR-32, PR-53, PR-55, PR-67, and 244. 
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Table 4: Historical LPH Monitoring (Product Thickness in Feet)

Corrective Action Plan Report, May 2009
Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

  Well

MW-3
MW-7
MW-8
MW-22
MW-23
MW-24
E-0
E-3
E-5
E-6
E-8
PR-12
PR-20
PR-21
PR-22
PR-23
PR-24
PR-25
PR-26
PR-27
PR-28
PR-29
PR-30
PR-32
PR-33
PR-34
PR-35
PR-36
PR-37
PR-38
PR-41
PR-42
PR-43
PR-44
PR-45
PR-46
PR-47
PR-48
PR-49
PR-50
PR-51
PR-52
PR-53
PR-54
PR-55
PR-56
PR-57
PR-58
PR-60
PR-61
PR-62
PR-64
PR-65
PR-67
PR-68
PR-70
V-2
V-3
V-4
V-5
V-7
V-8
V-11
V-12
V-21
V-54
V-55
V-56
V-64
V-66
V-70
V-71
V-72
V-73
V-74
V-77
V-78A
V-78B
V-79
V-80
V-84
V-85
V-89
V-90
V-91
V-93
V-94
232
235
239
243
244
247
252
253

3/
28

/1
99

7

4/
11

/1
99

7

4/
17

/1
99

7

4/
25

/1
99

7

5/
2/

19
97

5/
9/

19
97

5/
16

/1
99

7

6/
6/

19
97

10
/2

5/
19

99

11
/8

/1
99

9

12
/1

/1
99

9

12
/2

0/
19

99

1/
17

/2
00

0

2/
7/

20
00

2/
28

/2
00

0

3/
20

/2
00

0

4/
10

/2
00

0

5/
1/

20
00

5/
22

/2
00

0

6/
12

/2
00

0

10
/2

5/
20

00

11
/1

6/
20

00

12
/1

1/
20

00

1/
31

/2
00

1

2/
28

/2
00

1

3/
28

/2
00

1

4/
30

/2
00

1

5/
18

/2
00

1

6/
29

/2
00

1

7/
31

/0
1 

f

8/
29

/2
00

1

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 <0.01 0.04 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.03 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.13 0.15 0.05 0.17 0.45 0.40 0.40 0.36 0.42 0.44 0.50 0.47 0.50 0.49 0.48
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.13 0.13 0.13 <0.01 0.04 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.40 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.31 0.34 0.38 0.45 0.60 0.62 0.74

<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 0.11 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.10 0.10 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.04 -- e 0.01 0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 <0.01 0.08 0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.09 0.08
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry Dry
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 Dry <0.01 <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

0.65 1.31 0.8 1.06 0.7 0.66 0.64 0.75 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry Dry <0.01 Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.04 Sheen Sheen <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.02 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.11 0.06 0.12 0.07 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 <0.01 0.06 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.03 0.04 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 0.03 0.06 0.06 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.06 0.04
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 0.10 0.11 0.07 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.02 <0.01 0.06 0.06
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Sheen Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

2.45 2.14 1.8 2.06 1.79 1.64 1.49 1.44 0.06 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.06 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.03 0.07 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 0.06
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

0.02 0.17 0.33 0.42 0.27 0.4 0.34 0.32 0.02 0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.15 <0.01 0.26 0.25 0.24 0.22 0.19 0.18 0.22 0.22 0.24 0.27 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.08 0.02 0.01 0.04 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 0.17 <0.01 0.51 0.52 0.49 0.48 0.50 0.64 0.30 0.45 0.63 0.64 0.60
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry Dry <0.01 <0.01 Dry
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Sheen Sheen <0.01 Sheen Sheen -- <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.02 0.03 Sheen Sheen Sheen Sheen Sheen Sheen <0.01 Sheen Sheen <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 -- <0.01 -- -- <0.01 -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry Dry Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- Dry -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 Sheen <0.01 <0.01 0.08 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 Dry <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

--   Well not monitored.
*    Well inaccessible.
a = Monitored on 2/5/99; b = mud in well at 3.80 feet; c = well was dry, but probe showed oil on it; d = black, oily substance on probe; e = interface probe not responding accurately 
to LPH; f = Amount verified on 8/10/01 for wells MW-8, E-5, PR12, PR-32, PR-53, PR-55, PR-67, and 244. 
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TABLE 5 
Comparative Matrix of Corrective Action Plan Approaches 

Draft Corrective Action Plan 
1310 14th Street 

Oakland, CA 

Corrective Action Plan Alternative   Alternative Details  Advantages Drawbacks Cost 
 
1. Targeted Excavation of Impacted Soils 
 
Targeting areas for excavation identified in 
SCM above RWQCB-SF direct exposure 
limits for TPHg (4,200 mg/kg) and TPHd 
(4,200 mg/kg)  

 
• Excavation of soils to be performed from 

areas above RWQCB-SF direct exposure 
limits for TPHg and TPHd  

• Extent of excavation to be defined by 
COC soil concentration data and 
interpolation as presented in November 
2008 SCM Report (see Figure 7) 

 

 
• Provides direct removal of COC mass 

from site 
• Excavation of soils likely to provide 

reduction of direct exposure risks 
associated with residual COCs 

• No on-going discharge of treated 
groundwater or vapor  

 

 
• All exposure risks associated with 

remaining hydrocarbons not likely to be 
eliminated 

• Concrete/asphalt cap will need to be 
breeched in order to perform excavation 

• Engineering protections and shoring likely 
necessary to protect against any 
compromises to integrity of existing 
building and surrounding 
sidewalks/streets 

 

 
• $478,600 to $574,400  
 

 
2. Excavation of all Soils Above TPH Tier I 
ESLs 
 
Targeting areas for excavation identified in 
SCM above Commercial/Industrial Tier I ESLs 
for TPHg (180 mg/kg) and TPHd (180 mg/kg) 
 
 
 
 

 
• Excavation of soils to be performed from 

areas above RWQCB-SF Tier I 
commercial/industrial screening levels for 
TPHg and TPHd 

• Extent of excavation to be defined by 
COC soil concentration data and 
interpolation as presented in November 
2008 SCM Report (see Figure 8) 

 

 
• Provides direct removal of COC mass 

from site 
• Excavation of soils likely to provide 

reduction of direct exposure risks 
associated with residual COCs 

• May result in elimination of direct 
exposure risks at site 

• As result of possible elimination of direct 
exposure risks, Deed Restriction and 
RMP requirements could be reduced or 
eliminated 

• Soil excavation activities not likely to 
remove all hydrocarbon mass dissolved in 
groundwater 

• No on-going discharge of treated 
groundwater or vapor  

 

 
• All exposure risks associated with 

remaining hydrocarbons not certain to be 
eliminated 

• Concrete/asphalt cap will need to be 
breeched in order to perform excavation 

• Complete demolition of  existing building 
necessary to access full extent of soils 
above Tier I levels 

• Engineering protections and excavation 
shoring likely necessary to protect against 
any compromises to integrity of 
surrounding sidewalks/streets 

• Soil excavation activities not likely to 
remove all hydrocarbon mass dissolved in 
groundwater 

 

 
• $2,856,600 to $3,427,900 
 

 
3. Soil Vapor Extraction / Bioventing 
 
Extraction of vapors from areas identified in 
SCM above Tier I ESLs for TPHg (180 mg/kg) 
and TPHd (180 mg/kg) 

 
• SVE or bioventing system to be installed 

with extraction points focused at areas of 
highest residual hydrocarbon impacts  

• SVE or bioventing system designed to 
remove mass via vapor phase, and 
potentially promote dissolution of 
hydrocarbon mass from groundwater 

• Bioventing may be implemented to 
promote additional circulation of air in 
subsurface and enhance biodegradation 
of hydrocarbons  

 
 

 
• Provides for removal of COC from 

subsurface (primarily vadose zone) 
• Ability to target areas of highest 

hydrocarbon concentrations in soil 
• Minimal disruption of existing 

concrete/asphalt cap and building 

 
• Shallow groundwater reduces 

effectiveness of SVE and bioventing 
• Does not directly address submerged 

residual hydrocarbon  
• All exposure risks associated with 

remaining hydrocarbons not likely to be 
eliminated 

• Future construction at site will require 
consideration of any soil vapor extraction 
and treatment equipment present at site  

 

 
• $593,700 to $712,400 
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4. In-situ Chemical Oxidation  
 
In-situ treatment through injection of oxidizer 
(hydrogen peroxide,  Fenton’s Reagent,  
potassium permanganate, or sodium 
persulfate, ozone) at areas identified in SCM 
above Tier I ESLs for TPHg and TPHd 

 
• In-situ injection of oxidizer to be 

performed at injection points installed at 
areas of highest residual hydrocarbon 
impact (see Figure 9) 

• Injection of oxidizer designed to promote 
degradation/destruction of hydrocarbons 
in groundwater  and (saturated) soils 

 

 
• Provides for reduction of residual 

hydrocarbon mass to non-toxic (carbon 
dioxide, water) by-products  

• Possible accelerated reduction of residual 
hydrocarbon mass beneath site 

• Minimal disruption of existing 
concrete/asphalt cap and building 

 
• Subsurface distribution of  chemical 

oxidant may be impeded by discontinuous 
silty-sand zones  

• Previous high vacuum extraction efforts 
have revealed challenges in effecting 
removal of hydrocarbons within soil 
matrix; similar difficulty likely in generating 
oxidizer contact with hydrocarbons bound 
within submerged soils 

• Future construction at site will require 
consideration of any injection equipment 
present at site 

• On-site worker and building integrity may 
be an issue due to vigorous oxidizer 
reaction under building foundation 

 

 
• $917,600 to $1,101,100 

 
5. Institutional Controls 
 
Revised Risk Assessment, in conjunction with 
Deed Restriction & Risk Management Plan for 
site outlining required institutional controls 
 

 
• Risk Assessment (Appendix A) 

documents risks associated with residual 
hydrocarbons remaining at site 

• Risk Assessment concludes that the risks 
associated with the concentrations of 
COC in soil and groundwater to indoor 
and outdoor air are within the USEPA’s 
risk management range for carcinogens. 

• Direct exposure risks (on-site construction 
workers) to be addressed through Risk 
Management Plan and existing Deed 
Restriction 

• Institutional controls outlined in Risk 
Management Plan and Deed Restriction 
(site to remain commercial/industrial, 
surface cap to remain in place, etc.) 
remain applicable to property as part of 
site closure request 

 

 
• Consistent with RWQCB/ACEH 

requirements for risk-based case closure 
• No disruption of concrete/asphalt cap, as 

required by existing Deed Restriction for 
site 

• Approach provides protection for future 
occupants and construction workers to 
any residual impacts at site via following 
the approved Deed Restriction and RMP  

 
• Requires ongoing notification and 

approval by oversight agencies of future 
site development activities, per 
requirements of RMP and Deed 
Restriction 

 

 
• $127,200 to $182,600  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This report describes the methodology and results of a screening level human health risk 
evaluation for the northwestern portion of the commercial property located at 1310 14th 
Street in Oakland, California.  The potential health impacts to onsite and offsite 
populations, associated with exposures to site-related chemicals, have been quantified.  
Potentially exposed populations which have been considered in this evaluation are onsite 
indoor commercial/industrial workers who are assumed to work full-time in the onsite 
commercial building for 25 years, onsite outdoor intrusive construction workers who are 
assumed to work onsite for 4 weeks, and offsite residents who are assumed to live near 
the site for 30 years.  Estimated potential cancer risks for residential and commercial 
receptor populations are compared to the typical points of departure, with respect to risk 
management, of one in a million (1×10-6) and 10 in a million (1×10-5), respectively.  
Estimated potential noncancer hazard indices for all receptor populations are compared to 
the threshold noncancer hazard index of 1.   

The main conclusions of the screening health risk evaluation are as follows.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for onsite indoor commercial/industrial 
workers is 8.0×10-6.  The estimated potential noncancer hazard index for onsite 
indoor commercial/industrial workers is 0.051.  Both the estimated cancer risk 
and the noncancer hazard index are below levels of concern.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers is 9.8×10-5.  The estimated potential noncancer hazard index for onsite 
outdoor intrusive construction workers is 21.  Both the estimated cancer risk and 
the noncancer hazard index are above levels of concern.  However, this cancer 
risk and noncancer hazard are attributable entirely to assumed dermal contact with 
COPCs in groundwater at the bottom of a construction trench, and do not account 
for personal protective equipment that intrusive construction workers would be 
required to use.  Actual exposures after implementation of a site-specific 
Environmental Health and Safety Plan are highly likely to much lower than 
estimated here, and the actual cancer risk and hazard are likely to be below levels 
of concern.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for offsite residents is 4.1×10-7.  The estimated 
noncancer hazard index for offsite residents is 0.0040.  Both the estimated cancer 
risk and the noncancer hazard index are below levels of concern. 

The human health risk evaluation presented in this report is a screening-level evaluation 
that is based on a combination of conservative assumptions – regarding exposure point 
concentrations (including vapor intrusion modeling assumptions), exposure assumptions, 
toxicological data, and summation of health effects across chemicals and exposure 
routes – and therefore it is likely that actual health risks to exposed populations would be 
lower, or significantly lower, than those estimated in this analysis.   
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report describes the methodology and results of a screening level human health risk 
evaluation for the northwestern portion of the commercial property located at 1310 14th 
Street in Oakland, California (the site).  The site is the former location of the Carnation 
Dairy.  Historical operations at the site are known to have resulted in release of petroleum 
hydrocarbons to soil and groundwater.  Remedial activities have resulted in the removal 
of hydrocarbon product and a reduction in hydrocarbon concentrations in site soil, soil 
gas, and groundwater, however residual concentrations of hydrocarbons remain in these 
site media, as documented by a recent May 2008 site investigation.  The purpose of this 
screening level human health risk evaluation is to conservatively estimate the potential 
health impacts to onsite and offsite populations, associated with exposures to site-related 
chemicals.   

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION  

2.1 Site History  

The 1310 14th Street site (see Figure 1) was formerly occupied by the Carnation Dairy.  
The primary activities conducted at the site were the manufacturing and distribution of 
ice cream and packaged milk.  Delivery trucks were fueled and maintained onsite; the 
fuel storage and dispensing system was located in the northwest portion of the site, and 
consisted of underground storage tanks and associated underground piping.  These 
activities were conducted at the site until 1988.  The underground storage tanks and 
associated piping are now known to have leaked petroleum products into site soils, 
resulting in petroleum contamination of subsurface soils, a layer of petroleum product 
floating on the groundwater table, and dissolved petroleum hydrocarbons in site 
groundwater (ETIC, 2001a).  These impacts have been partially addressed by various 
remedial activities, as described below.   

2.2 Remedial Activities  

Five underground storage tanks and associated underground piping were removed from 
the site between December 1988 and January 1989, including: two 12,000-gallon diesel 
tanks, two 10,000-gallon gasoline tanks, and one 1,000-gallon used oil tank.  At that time, 
1,200 cubic yards of petroleum hydrocarbon-impacted soil were excavated, treated 
onsite, and replaced into the excavation.  Noted at the time of this removal action was the 
presence of petroleum hydrocarbons in the soil and floating on the groundwater table 
outside of the excavation area (ETIC, 2001a).   

Various site investigations and remedial activities have been conducted at the site since 
the initial underground storage tank excavations.  Remedial activities have included the 
following (COFS, 2000; ETIC, 2001a).   

• Approximately 1.5 million gallons of groundwater were extracted from the 
subsurface following removal of the underground storage tanks.   
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• Product skimming was conducted between January and March 1989.  
Approximately 1,800 gallons of liquid phase hydrocarbons were removed from 
the subsurface.   

• A soil vapor extraction system was operated from January 1994 to February 1995.  
An estimated 5,200 gallons of hydrocarbon equivalent were removed from the 
subsurface.   

• A multi-phase extraction system was operated from August 1997 through June 
2000.  A total of 10,875 pounds of hydrocarbons were removed during this 
period.   

Current site conditions have been characterized through soil, soil gas, and groundwater 
sampling conducted in May of 2008, as described below.   

2.3 Site Investigations   

Impacts to site soil, groundwater, and soil gas, associated with leaks of petroleum 
hydrocarbons from underground storage tanks and piping, have been documented in 
several site investigations performed since 1991.  Soil gas investigations were performed 
in 1999 and in May of 2008.  Soil investigations were performed at the time of 
underground storage tank excavation in 1991, in 1999, and most recently in May of 2008.  
Groundwater monitoring was performed on a regular basis from 1993 to 2004 and in May 
of 2008.   

As noted in the Supplemental Soil, Soil Gas, and Groundwater Investigation Report 
(ECM, 2008a), components of the May 2008 site investigation consisted of  

• soil sampling for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) at five locations (SB-16 through SB-20), at various depths, to 
provide current characterization of residual hydrocarbon impacts in the area 
downgradient from the former underground storage tanks;  

• soil sampling for TPH and VOCs at seven locations (SB-21 through SB-27), at 
various depths, to provide delineation of hydrocarbon impacts in areas of the site 
which had not been thoroughly characterized;  

• soil sampling for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) at seven locations (PCB-1 
through PCB-7), at various depths, to document the presence or absence of PCBs 
at the site;  

• soil gas sampling for TPH and VOCs at 12 locations (SB-16 through SB-27), 
including seven locations in the area downgradient from the former underground 
storage tanks (SB-20 through SB-27), at a depth of 5 feet, to provide a complete 
set of soil gas data for use in evaluating vapor intrusion; and  

• grab groundwater sampling for TPH and VOCs at 11 locations (SB-16 through 
SB-27 exclusive of SB-23).   

The results of all previous site investigations, as summarized in Table 1a (1999 soil gas 
data), Table 1b (2008 soil gas data), Table 2 (soil TPH and VOC data), Table 3 (soil PCB 
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data), and Table 4 (groundwater data) of the Revised Site Conceptual Model Report 
(ECM, 2008b), are provided in Appendix A.   

In addition to the investigations performed to characterize impacts to site soil, soil gas, 
and groundwater, noted above, a site investigation was conducted in January 2009 to 
characterize site-specific soil properties, specifically to support transport modeling (see 
Sections 4.5.1 and 4.5.2).  The number and location of soil properties samples were 
determined by the project geologist, in order to ensure that the soil at the site is well 
characterized.  The soil properties data collected during this investigation are documented 
in Figure 2.   

3.0 CHEMICALS OF POTENTIAL CONCERN  

Chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) for the screening-level human health risk 
evaluation are defined for each of three impacted site media: soil gas, soil, and 
groundwater.  In general, any chemical that has been detected above the laboratory 
reporting limit in any sample from any site investigation is designated as a COPC in that 
medium.  The COPCs in soil gas, soil, and groundwater are identified below.   

3.1 Soil Gas  

As discussed above, site soil gas has been characterized by investigations conducted in 
1999 and 2008.  The soil gas data from the 2008 investigation are considered to be 
generally more appropriate for evaluation of future vapor transport into the onsite 
commercial building, for one primary reason: the data collected in 2008 are likely more 
representative of current and future conditions than the data collected in 1999, 
particularly since remedial activities were conducted after 1999 to remove product from 
the subsurface.  As shown in the historical soil gas data summaries presented in 
Appendix A, VOCs were generally detected at higher concentrations in 1999 (ECM 
Table 1a) than in 2008 (ECM Table 1b).  Also of note, the 2008 soil gas data were 
collected at a depth of 5 feet below ground surface (bgs), whereas the 1999 soil gas data 
were collected at 3 feet bgs.   

Current DTSC soil gas sampling guidance (Cal/EPA, 2005b) states that, “soil gas 
samples should not be collected depths shallower than 5 feet in order to minimize 
barometric pumping effects.”  That the 1999 soil gas samples were collected at depths 
shallower than 5 feet provides a secondary rationale for favoring the 2008 data.  
However, the 1999 dataset includes detections of 1,3-butadiene, a potentially significant 
carcinogen which was not sampled for in 2008.  Therefore, to be comprehensive, both the 
1999 and the 2008 soil gas data are used to characterize COPCs in soil gas for this 
screening level health risk evaluation.  The COPCs in soil gas are defined as those 38 
VOCs which were detected above their respective laboratory reporting limit in at least 
one soil gas sample from either the 1999 or 2008 soil gas investigation:   

• acetone;  

• benzene;  

• 1,3-butadiene;  
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• 2-butanone (methyl ethyl ketone);  

• carbon disulfide; 

• chlorobenzene; 

• chloroform; 

• chloromethane (methyl chloride); 

• cyclohexane; 

• 1,2-dichlorobenzene; 

• 1,3-dichlorobenzene; 

• 1,4-dichlorobenzene; 

• dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12); 

• 1,1-dichloroethane; 

• 1,2-dichloroethane; 

• 1,1-dichloroethene (1,1-DCE); 

• cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE); 

• 1,4-dioxane; 

• ethanol; 

• ethylbenzene; 

• 4-ethyltoluene; 

• heptane;  

• hexane; 

• methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE); 

• methylene chloride; 

• 4-methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone); 

• 2-propanol; 

• styrene; 

• tetrachloroethene (PCE); 

• tetrahydrofuran; 

• toluene; 

• 1,1,1-trichloroethane; 

• trichloroethene (TCE); 

• trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11);  

• 1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113); 

• 1,2,4-trimethylbenzene; 
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• 1,3,5-trimethylbenzene; and  

• xylenes.   

The derivation of representative concentrations of these COPCs in soil gas is described in 
Section 4.5 below.   

3.2 Soil  

As discussed above, site soils have been characterized by several investigations 
conducted since 1991.  Results of these soil investigations are included in Appendix A.  
The COPCs in soil for this screening risk evaluation are defined as those ten VOCs which 
have been detected above their respective laboratory reporting limit in at least one site 
soil sample from any investigation:   

• benzene; 

• chlorobenzene; 

• 1,2-dichlorobenzene; 

• 1,3-dichlorobenzene; 

• 1,4-dichlorobenzene; 

• 1,2-dichloroethane; 

• ethylbenzene; 

• methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE); 

• toluene; and, 

• xylenes.   

The derivation of representative concentrations of these COPCs in soil is described in 
Section 4.5 below.   

3.3 Groundwater  

Groundwater monitoring has been performed at the site since 1993.  Results of these 
groundwater investigations are included in Appendix A.  The COPCs in groundwater for 
this screening risk evaluation are defined as those 20 VOCs which have been detected 
above their respective laboratory reporting limit in at least one site groundwater sample 
from any investigation or sampling event:   

• benzene; 

• bromodichloromethane; 

• chlorobenzene; 

• chloroethane (ethyl chloride); 

• chloroform; 

• chloromethane (methyl chloride); 
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• 1,2-dichlorobenzene; 

• dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12); 

• 1,1-dichloroethane; 

• 1,2-dichloroethane; 

• 1,1-dichloroethene (1,1-DCE); 

• cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE); 

• ethylbenzene; 

• methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE); 

• methylene chloride; 

• 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane; 

• toluene; 

• 1,1,1-trichloroethane; 

• trichloroethene (TCE); and, 

• xylenes. 

The derivation of representative exposure point concentrations of these COPCs in 
groundwater is described in Section 4.5 below.   

4.0 EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT  

The purpose of exposure assessment is to estimate the type and magnitude of exposures 
to the chemicals of potential concern that are present at, or migrating from, the site.  The 
results of the exposure assessment are combined with chemical-specific toxicity 
information (see Section 5) to characterize potential risks (see Section 6).   

4.1 Physical Setting 

The 1310 14th Street property is located in West Oakland, approximately 2 miles from 
San Francisco Bay.  The deed-restricted portion of the 1310 14th Street property (the site) 
is approximately 1.3 acres in size.  The site contains one existing unoccupied L-shaped 
building of approximately 29,000 square feet which was formerly used for maintenance 
of delivery trucks.  The site is relatively flat, and is covered with concrete and asphalt 
pavement in addition to the large building.  There are no onsite surface water bodies.  
Groundwater has been historically detected at the site at depths ranging from 5 to 12 feet.  
The site is surrounded by a mix of light industrial, commercial, and residential land uses.   

4.2 Sources of Contamination  

As noted above, the underground storage tanks and associated piping which comprised 
the fuel storage and distribution system are known to have leaked gasoline, diesel fuel, 
and waste oil into the subsurface, resulting in hydrocarbon impacts to soil and 
groundwater and a layer of hydrocarbon product floating on the groundwater table.  The 
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various remedial activities performed at the site have apparently been successful in 
extracting the free-phase hydrocarbons, and in reducing hydrocarbon concentrations in 
soil and groundwater.   

4.3 Potential Transport Mechanisms  

As noted above, the primary impacted media at the site are soil and groundwater.  Direct 
exposures to impacted site soil and groundwater are evaluated for intrusive onsite 
construction workers, as described below in Section 4.4.  Described in this section are the 
transport pathways by which COPCs in site soil and groundwater may migrate to other 
media, where exposures may also occur.   

Volatilization of chemicals from soil and groundwater has resulted in impacts to soil gas 
in the vadose (unsaturated) soil zone above the groundwater table.  Given the presence of 
volatile COPCs in site soil, groundwater, and soil gas, there are several transport 
mechanisms whereby COPCs could potentially migrate to another medium.  These 
potential transport mechanisms are evaluated below.  Transport pathways which are 
determined to be complete and are included in the screening health risk evaluation are 
shown in the conceptual site model depicted in Figure 3.   

4.3.1 Particulate Emission into Outdoor Air  

This transport pathway comprises the release of particulate matter (i.e., dust) from the 
ground surface to ambient air, either by wind erosion or by mechanical disturbance.  The 
dust-inhalation pathway is evaluated when there are non-volatile chemicals present in site 
soils; the non-volatile chemicals may be adhered to the dust which is emitted from soil 
into ambient air.  Based on the site characterization, however, it appears that COPCs in 
site media are primarily volatile, and thus would generally be emitted into ambient air in 
the vapor phase, not the particulate phase.  Further, the site is essentially capped with 
pavement and the existing commercial building, and the site deed restriction (COFS, 
2000) and Risk Management Plan (ETIC, 2001b) require that future site development 
maintains a surface cap of site soil, exclusive of minor landscaped areas, by buildings or 
pavement.  Because site soils are capped, the potential for dust emissions is very low.  
Therefore, based on the volatile nature of identified site-related COPCs and the presence 
of the cap, the inhalation of respirable particulate matter (i.e., dust) is not included in this 
screening level health risk evaluation.   

4.3.2 Vapor Intrusion from Soil Gas into Indoor Air  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that volatile COPCs which are present 
in the subsurface may migrate upwards via diffusion through the vadose (unsaturated) 
soil zone, and be transported by advection through cracks, conduits, or seams in the 
building foundation and into the indoor air space of the onsite building (a transport 
phenomenon known as “vapor intrusion”), where building occupants may be exposed to 
the COPCs via the inhalation route.   
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4.3.3 Volatilization from Soil Gas to Outdoor Air  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that volatile COPCs which are present 
in the subsurface may migrate upwards via diffusion through the vadose soil zone and be 
emitted from the ground surface into ambient air, where outdoor workers may be exposed 
to the COPCs via the inhalation route.   

4.3.4 Advective Transport to Offsite Locations   

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that, once volatile COPCs have been 
emitted from the ground surface into onsite outdoor air (see Section 4.3.2 above), they 
may be transported downwind to offsite locations.  As described below, the offsite 
populations which are evaluated in this screening risk evaluation are child and adult 
residents.  Thus, the conceptual site model assumes the advective transport of volatile 
COPCs from the site to downwind offsite residential land uses.   

4.3.5 Groundwater and Soil Gas Transport to Offsite Locations  

The SCM Report (ECM, 2008b) concludes that the plume of dissolved hydrocarbons in 
site groundwater is not migrating offsite.  The SCM Report notes that chemical 
concentrations measured in groundwater wells located downgradient of the primary area 
of impact have stabilized at low or non-detect levels.  The SCM Report further notes that 
a review of subsurface utilities indicates that subsurface utilities do not act as conduits for 
migration of chemicals in the subsurface.  Based on these findings, it appears that 
significant offsite transport of COPCs is not occurring, via either groundwater transport 
or diffusive transport of soil gas.  Accordingly, these subsurface transport pathways are 
considered to be incomplete based on the information provided in the SCM Report.   

4.3.6 Surface Water Transport  

The potential for COPCs to migrate offsite via storm water runoff has been considered.  
The 1310 14th Street site is essentially capped with pavement and the existing 
commercial building.  The Covenant and Environmental Restriction on Property (“deed 
restriction”) between Nestlé USA, Inc. and City of Oakland Fire Services (COFS, 2000) 
and the site Risk Management Plan (ETIC, 2001b) require that future site development 
maintains a surface cap of site soil, exclusive of minor landscaped areas, by buildings or 
pavement.  Because site soils are capped, the potential for storm water runoff to become 
impacted by site-related COPCs is likely to be low.  Accordingly, the offsite transport of 
COPCs via storm water runoff is considered to be incomplete.   

4.3.7 Onsite Extraction of Groundwater 

While not a considered a “transport” pathway in the formal sense, the extraction and 
onsite use of impacted site groundwater as a potable water supply could lead to exposures 
for onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers to COPCs present in the groundwater via 
ingestion and dermal contact.  However, because use of site groundwater (via an 
extraction well) is prohibited by the deed restriction (COFS, 2000), this transport 
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pathway is considered to be incomplete, and no ingestion or dermal contact exposures to 
groundwater (i.e., tap water) are possible. 

4.3.8 Summary of Complete Transport Pathways and Exposure Media  

In summary, the primary impacted media at the site are soil, groundwater, and soil gas.  
The site deed restriction (COFS, 2000) effectively breaks certain transport pathways, 
including transport from site soil to other media via surface water runoff or dust 
emissions, and extraction of groundwater for use as potable water supply.  Other potential 
transport pathways are considered to be incomplete for the reasons described above.  The 
transport pathways which are considered to be potentially complete are:   

• vapor intrusion from soil gas to indoor air of the onsite commercial building; 

• volatilization from soil gas to onsite outdoor; and  

• advective transport from onsite outdoor air to the outdoor or indoor air of offsite 
residential land uses.   

Thus, the exposure media which are included in the quantitative screening risk evaluation 
are:   

• onsite soil; 

• onsite groundwater; 

• onsite soil gas; 

• indoor air of the existing onsite commercial building; 

• onsite outdoor air; and  

• outdoor or indoor air at offsite residential land uses.   

Potentially exposed human populations and routes of exposure (ingestion, etc.) are 
discussed below in Section 4.4. 

4.4 Potentially Exposed Populations and Exposure Routes   

This section describes the potentially exposed populations and associated exposure routes 
that are included in the screening health risk evaluation of the 1310 14th Street site.  
These populations and routes are summarized in the conceptual site model depicted in 
Figure 3.   

4.4.1 Onsite Commercial/Industrial Worker  

The intended future land use for the 1310 14th Street site is commercial/industrial, 
consistent with the site deed restriction (COFS; 2000).  Thus, the primary population of 
potential concern is future commercial/industrial workers, who are assumed to work full-
time in the onsite building.  Because the site is effectively capped by the existing building 
and by pavement as required by the deed restriction, no direct contact between the 
commercial/industrial worker and site soil or groundwater is possible, and therefore these 
exposure routes are considered to be incomplete.  Because use of site groundwater (via an 
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extraction well) is prohibited by the deed restriction, no ingestion or dermal contact 
exposures to groundwater are possible, and therefore these exposure routes are also 
considered to be incomplete.  Therefore, as indicated in the conceptual site model 
depicted in Figure 3, the only complete exposure pathway/route for the onsite indoor 
commercial/industrial is inhalation of volatile COPCs that are present in indoor air as a 
result of transport from soil gas to indoor air (i.e., vapor intrusion).   

4.4.2 Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker  

Also included in this screening level health risk evaluation are onsite, outdoor intrusive 
construction workers who are assumed to engage in excavation of site soils (e.g., 
trenching for utility installation) over a relatively short period of time.  These intrusive 
construction workers are assumed to contact impacted soils via dermal contact and 
incidental ingestion, and are assumed to contact impacted groundwater via dermal contact 
with groundwater that could be present at the floor of a utility trench.  Intrusive 
construction workers are also assumed to be exposed via inhalation to volatile COPCs 
present in onsite outdoor air as a result of volatilization from soil gas to outdoor air.  For 
the purpose of quantifying exposures, it is assumed that intrusive construction workers 
are onsite and in a utility trench for 8 hours per day, for a total of 20 working days (i.e., 
four weeks).  It should be noted that intrusive construction work would necessarily 
puncture the site cap and likely lead to dust emissions; because the identified site-related 
COPCs are volatile in nature, however, exposure of intrusive construction workers to 
fugitive dust is not evaluated (USEPA, 2002).   

4.4.3 Offsite Resident  

The current land uses in the vicinity of the 1310 14th Street site include commercial, 
industrial, and residential uses.  In this screening analysis, no distinction is made with 
respect to the actual locations of these various land uses, relative to the site.  As explained 
above (see Section 4.3), the only potentially complete offsite transport pathway is 
advective transport (i.e., by wind) of volatile COPCs, and the only complete exposure 
route for offsite populations is inhalation of volatile COPCs in air.  Due to the greater 
exposure frequency and exposure duration associated with residential exposures 
compared with commercial and industrial exposures, the offsite receptor that is included 
in the analysis is the offsite resident.  As discussed below, it is conservatively assumed 
that the concentrations of volatile COPCs that an offsite residential building occupant 
may be exposed to are equal to the concentrations of those volatile COPCs in onsite 
outdoor air.   

4.5 Exposure Point Concentrations  

An exposure point is defined as a location of potential contact between an organism (e.g., 
human receptor) and a physical or chemical agent.  The exposure point concentration is 
defined as the average concentration of the physical or chemical agent in the exposure 
medium over the period of exposure.  The exposure point concentration does not 
represent the maximum concentration that could be contacted at any one time, but rather 
represents a reasonable estimate of the concentration likely to be contacted over time 
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(USEPA, 1989).  In this screening level health risk evaluation, however, exposure point 
concentrations are conservatively based on historical maximum detected concentrations 
in site media.  Exposure point concentrations in each of the relevant exposure media – 
indoor air of the onsite commercial building, onsite outdoor air, indoor or outdoor air 
inhaled by an offsite resident, onsite soil, and onsite groundwater – are discussed below.   

4.5.1 Indoor Air of Onsite Commercial Building  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that volatile COPCs present in the 
subsurface may migrate upwards through the vadose soil zone and into the indoor air 
space of the overlying onsite commercial building, where workers may be exposed to the 
volatile COPCS via inhalation; this transport phenomenon is referred to as vapor 
intrusion.  The transport of COPCs from soil gas to the indoor air of the onsite building is 
modeled using the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)-
recommended Johnson & Ettinger Model for soil gas (SG-SCREEN Version 2.0), as 
modified by the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Human and Ecological Risk Division (HERD) 
(Johnson and Ettinger, 1991; USEPA, 2004a; Cal/EPA, 2005a), and as modified by Iris 
Environmental to allow for the input of multiple chemicals and site-specific building 
parameters.  As recommended by DTSC (Cal/EPA, 2005c), soil gas data, rather than soil 
or groundwater data, are used to evaluate the vapor intrusion pathway, because soil gas 
data represent a direct measurement of the volatile chemicals that may potentially migrate 
into indoor air.   

The Johnson and Ettinger model is a conservative, screening-level model that 
incorporates both convective and diffusive mechanisms for estimating the transport of 
vapor-phase chemicals from soil gas to an indoor air space located directly above the 
source of contamination.  The Johnson and Ettinger model is described in detail in the 
User's Guide for Evaluating Subsurface Vapor Intrusion into Buildings (USEPA, 2004a).  
Inputs to the Johnson and Ettinger model include depth and concentration of 
contamination, physicochemical properties of the chemicals being transported, lithology 
and building parameters, and soil properties.  Model input data are documented in 
Tables 1 through 3 and are discussed below.   

Source Characterization  

The soil gas data collected during both the 1999 and 2008 site soil gas investigations are 
used to characterize the contaminant source in soil gas.  The maximum detected 
concentration of each COPC in soil gas, from the combined 1999 and 2008 datasets, is 
conservatively assumed to be representative of the contaminant source strength.  This 
assumption is consistent with current DTSC vapor intrusion guidance (Cal/EPA, 2005b), 
which recommends the use of maximum detected soil gas concentrations in vapor 
intrusion screening risk evaluations.   

As noted above, the 1999 soil gas samples were collected at 3 feet bgs, while the 2008 
soil gas samples were collected at 5 feet bgs.  For the purpose of modeling vapor 
intrusion transport, all COPCs are conservatively assumed to be present at the shallower 
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3 feet bgs sampling depth.  The concentration in soil gas and depth to contamination of 
each COPC, used as Johnson and Ettinger model inputs, are documented in Table 1.   

Physicochemical Properties  

Physicochemical properties that are used by the Johnson and Ettinger model to simulate 
the transport of volatile chemicals through the subsurface include: diffusivity in water, 
diffusivity in air, Henry’s Law constant, molecular weight, and other properties.  These 
data are used by the model to calculate the effective diffusivity of the volatile chemical 
through the vadose zone, which varies slightly from chemical-to-chemical.  These input 
data are documented in Table 2.   

Lithology and Building Parameters  

The screening-level Johnson and Ettinger model for soil gas used in this analysis (SG-
SCREEN Version 2.0) is a one-soil-layer model; assumed soil properties are documented 
below.  The existing on-site commercial building is assumed to be of slab-on-grade 
construction.  Building-parameter inputs to the screening-level Johnson and Ettinger 
model are the area of the building footprint, the depth below grade of the bottom of the 
foundation slab, the building air exchange rate, and the flow rate of soil gas into the 
building.  The values assigned to these building parameters include site-specific values of 
building area and height, and Cal/EPA default values of depth below grade of the bottom 
of the foundation slab, building air exchange rate, and flow rate of soil gas into the 
building.  The modeled site lithology and building geometry are depicted in 
Figures 4 and 5.  These input data are documented in Table 3.   

Soil Properties  

Soil-property inputs to the screening-level Johnson and Ettinger model are total porosity, 
water-filled porosity, bulk density, and temperature.  Soil properties were measured in 
eight soil samples collected from four soil borings (Appendix A, Figure 3) on January 22, 
2009; as noted above, that investigation was performed specifically to obtain soil 
properties data to support transport modeling, and the number and location of soil 
samples were determined by the project geologist to adequately characterize site soil 
conditions.  Results of that investigation are presented in Figure 2.  The site average bulk 
density, total porosity, and water-filled porosity from these eight soil samples are 
assigned to the soil property inputs in the model.  The assumed soil temperature of the 
soil layer is the USEPA-recommended default value for the San Francisco Bay area 
(USEPA, 2004a).  These input data are documented in Table 3.   

Modeling Results  

The modeled concentrations of volatile COPCs in the indoor air space of the onsite 
commercial building, predicted by the Johnson and Ettinger model, are presented in 
Table 4.  These modeling results represent the exposure point concentrations of volatile 
COPCs in indoor air that onsite commercial/industrial workers are assumed to be exposed 
to via the inhalation route.   
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4.5.2 Onsite Outdoor Air  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that volatile COPCs present in soil gas 
may migrate upwards through the vadose soil zone and into ambient (outdoor) air, where 
onsite intrusive construction workers may be exposed to the volatile COPCS via 
inhalation.  This transport process is similar to vapor intrusion, except that the volatile 
COPCs are emitted from the ground surface into outdoor air rather than into the indoor 
air space of an overlying building.  The transport of volatile COPCs from soil gas to 
outdoor air is modeled using the USEPA methodology presented in Supplemental 
Guidance for Developing Soil Screening Levels for Superfund Sites (USEPA, 2002).  In 
this methodology, the transport of volatile COPCs from soil gas to outdoor air is 
comprised of two components: the diffusive transport of volatile chemicals from soil gas 
to the ground surface; and the dispersion of volatile chemicals from the ground surface 
into the ambient air (USEPA, 2002; ASTM, 1995):   
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where:  

COA = concentration of volatile COPC in outdoor air (mg/m3);   

Deff = effective diffusivity of COPC through vadose soil zone (cm2/s) (see 
Equation 2, below);  

CSG = concentration of COPC in soil gas (mg/m3);   

d = depth of COPC contamination in soil gas (m);  

CF1 = units conversion factor (m2/cm2); 

CF2 = units conversion factor (g/kg); 

(Q/C)vol = dispersion factor (g/m2/s per kg/m3).   

The first bracketed term of Equation 1 represents the steady-state flux of the volatile 
COPC from the ground surface into ambient air.  This flux is a function of the 
concentration of the COPC in soil gas (CSG), the effective diffusivity of the COPC 
through the vadose soil zone (Deff), and the length (i.e., height of soil column) over which 
the COPC must diffuse to reach the ground surface (d).  The concentration of the COPC 
in soil gas and the depth to contamination are as-assumed in the evaluation of vapor 
intrusion transport, discussed above in Section 2.4.1 and documented in Table 1.  The 
effective diffusivity of the COPC through the vadose soil zone (Deff) is calculated as 
follows (USEPA, 2002; ASTM, 1995):   
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where: 

Da = diffusivity of COPC in air (cm2/s);  
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qa = air-filled soil porosity (cm3/cm3); 

η = total soil porosity (cm3/cm3);  

Dw = diffusivity of COPC in water (cm2/s); 

qw = water-filled soil porosity (cm3/cm3); and  

H′ = Henry’s law constant (cm3/cm3).   

Values of the physicochemical properties appearing in Equation 2 – diffusivity in air 
(Da), diffusivity in water (Dw), and Henry’s law constant – are taken from the 
DTSC/HERD Johnson and Ettinger model (Cal/EPA, 2005a); these physicochemical data 
are documented in Table 2.  Values of the soil properties appearing in Equation 2 – air 
filled soil porosity, water-filled soil porosity, and total soil porosity – are the average site-
specific values measured during the January 2009 site investigation, and are the same 
values used as inputs to the Johnson and Ettinger modeling analysis of vapor intrusion 
transport to indoor air (see Section 4.5.1).  As noted above, that investigation was 
performed specifically to obtain soil properties data to support transport modeling, and 
the number and location of soil samples were determined by the project geologist to 
adequately characterize site soil conditions.  These soil properties data are documented in 
Table 3.   

The second bracketed term of Equation 1 represents the dispersion of the volatile COPC, 
from the point of release at the ground surface into the larger body of onsite ambient air.  
The dispersion of volatile chemicals from the ground surface to ambient air is estimated 
as recommended in the Supplemental Guidance for Developing Soil Screening Levels for 
Superfund Sites (USEPA, 2002).  The USEPA soil-screening guidance document defines 
an annual-average dispersion factor, (Q/C)vol, which represents the reciprocal of the ratio 
of the geometric mean air concentration at the center of a square source area to the 
emission flux from the square source area; i.e., the (Q/C)vol dispersion factor is 
specifically designed to estimate the annual-average concentration of a volatile COPC in 
ambient air at the center of an area source from which it is emitted.  The dispersion factor 
is a function of the source size and of empirical coefficients which are based on air 
dispersion modeling for specific climate zones (USEPA, 2002):  
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where: 

A = empirical dispersion coefficient (unitless);  

Asite = area of source (acres);  

B = empirical dispersion coefficient (unitless); and  

C = empirical dispersion coefficient (unitless).   

The site area from which volatilization of COPCs is modeled to occur (Asite) is 
conservatively assumed to be the size of the deed-restricted portion of the property.  
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Values assigned to the empirical dispersion coefficients (A, B, and C) are USEPA-
recommended conservative default values specific for the San Francisco Bay region 
(USEPA, 2002).  The values assigned to the variables in Equation 3 and the resulting 
dispersion factor are documented in Table 5.   

In summary, the effective diffusivity (Deff) of each volatile COPC is calculated by 
Equation 2, based on soil properties (porosity, etc.) and the physicochemical properties of 
the COPC (diffusivity in air, etc.).  A site-specific dispersion factor [(Q/C)vol] is 
calculated by Equation 3, based on the site area (Asite) and based on default regional 
dispersion coefficients (A, B, and C).  These two derived parameters, and the depth and 
concentration of the COPC in soil gas(d and CSG), are plugged into Equation 1 to 
calculate the concentration of the COPC in ambient air at the center of the site, resulting 
from volatilization from soil gas to ambient air.  These exposure point concentrations of 
COPCs in onsite outdoor air, used to quantify potential health impacts associated with 
inhalation by intrusive construction workers, are documented in Table 6. 

4.5.3 Indoor and Outdoor Air of Offsite Residences  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that volatile COPCs present in the 
subsurface may migrate upwards through the vadose soil zone and into ambient (outdoor) 
air at the site (as described in the previous section).  The volatile COPCs are then 
assumed be transported downwind to offsite residential land uses, where residents may be 
exposed to the VOCs via the inhalation route.  In this screening level health risk 
evaluation, it is conservatively assumed that the concentrations of volatile COPCs that 
offsite residents are exposed to in outdoor or indoor air are equal to those in onsite 
ambient air.  In other words, the exposure point concentrations of COPCs that offsite 
residents are potentially exposed to are assumed equal to the exposure point 
concentrations of COPCs in onsite outdoor air, as documented in Table 6.  This is a 
highly conservative assumption, as the concentrations of COPCs in air would be diluted 
during downwind transport from the site to offsite residential land uses.   

4.5.4 Onsite Soil  

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that onsite outdoor intrusive 
construction workers are exposed to COPCs in site soils via ingestion and dermal contact.  
(Direct soil exposures for the indoor commercial/industrial worker are assumed to be 
incomplete, due to the cap provided by the building and pavement.)  For this screening 
level risk evaluation, it is assumed that intrusive construction workers are exposed to the 
maximum detected concentrations of COPCs in site soils, from any site soil investigation, 
at any sampling location, at any depth below ground surface.  The exposure point 
concentrations of COPCs in site soils, used to quantify potential health impacts 
associated with ingestion and direct contact exposures, are documented in Table 7.   

4.5.5 Onsite Groundwater   

The conceptual site model (see Figure 3) assumes that onsite outdoor intrusive 
construction workers are exposed to COPCs in site groundwater via dermal contact with 
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the groundwater, such as at the bottom of a utility trench.  For this screening level risk 
evaluation, it is assumed that the intrusive construction workers are exposed to the 
maximum detected concentrations of COPCs in site groundwater, from any site 
groundwater investigation or sampling event, at any sampling location.  The exposure 
point concentrations of COPCs in site groundwater, used to quantify potential health 
impacts associated with direct contact exposures, are documented in Table 8.   

4.6 Quantification of Potential Chemical Intakes 

Exposure is defined as contact between an organism (e.g., human body) and a chemical 
or physical agent.  In accordance with USEPA risk assessment methodology (USEPA, 
1989), exposures are averaged over time and to the body weight of the receptor, and are 
referred to as intakes.  In this formulation, chemical intake is a function of: the 
concentration of the chemical in the exposure medium (e.g., soil), the contact rate 
between the receptor and the exposure medium, the frequency and duration of the 
exposure, the body weight of the receptor, and the time period over which the exposure is 
normalized.  Intakes are averaged over long periods of time are referred to as chronic 
daily intakes.   

The generic equation for estimating the chronic daily intake of a chemical in air, soil, or 
water is as follows (USEPA, 1989):   

AT
1

BW
EDEFCRC

CDI ×
×××

=  (Eq. 4) 

where: 

CDI = chronic daily intake (mg/kg/d);  

C = exposure point concentration of chemical in soil (mg/kg), groundwater 
(mg/L), or air (mg/m3);  

CR = contact rate with soil (kg/d), groundwater (L/d), or air (m3/d);  

EF = exposure frequency (d/yr);  

ED = exposure duration (yr);  

BW = body weight (kg); and  

AT = averaging time (d).   

Chronic daily intakes are specific to the exposure pathway, the receptor, and the type of 
health effect being evaluated (i.e., cancer or noncancer).  The pathway-specific equations 
used to quantify chronic daily intakes are documented in Table 9.  The values assigned to 
the intake parameters are documented in Table 10, with the exception of dermal 
permeability coefficients which are documented in Table 2, and exposure point 
concentrations which are documented in Table 4 (onsite indoor air), Table 6 (onsite 
outdoor air and offsite indoor or outdoor air), Table 7 (onsite soil), and Table 8 (onsite 
groundwater).  As documented in Table 10, the values assigned to the intake parameters 
are standard, conservative default values recommended by USEPA and/or Cal/EPA.   
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In evaluating the potential health impacts to residential populations, both child and adult 
receptors are considered.  For noncancer health hazard, the child receptor experiences the 
largest intakes (due to lower body weight), and thus the noncancer hazard assessment for 
the offsite resident is based on the child receptor.  Per DTSC guidance (Cal/EPA, 1994), 
cancer risks for residential populations are calculated using an age-adjusted approach, to 
account for the higher per-body weight exposures that occur during the childhood years; 
accordingly, the cancer risk assessment for the offsite resident is based on an “age 
adjusted” receptor who is assumed to be a child for the first 6 years of exposure and an 
adult for the remaining 24 years of an assumed 30-year residential exposure duration.   

Chronic daily intakes calculated for all exposure pathways and exposed populations are 
presented in Table 11.  In conjunction with toxicity data (see Section 5.0), these chronic 
daily intakes are used to characterize potential cancer risks and noncancer hazards, as 
discussed in Section 6.0.   

5.0 TOXICITY ASSESSMENT  

Toxicity assessment characterizes the relationship between the magnitude of exposure to 
a chemical and the potential for adverse effects.  More specifically, toxicity assessment 
identifies or derives toxicity values that can be used to estimate the likelihood of adverse 
effects occurring in humans at different exposure levels.  Consistent with regulatory risk 
assessment policy, adverse health effects resulting from chemical exposures are evaluated 
in two categories: carcinogenic effects and noncarcinogenic effects.  The hierarchy of 
sources for the toxicity criteria used for this health risk evaluation generally corresponds 
to DTSC guidelines (Cal/EPA, 1994); all carcinogenic and noncarcinogenic toxicity 
values used to evaluate the potential health effects associated with exposure to COPCs in 
groundwater are presented and documented in Table 13.   

5.1 Toxicity Assessment for Carcinogenic Effects 

Current health risk assessment practice for carcinogens is based on the assumption that, 
for most substances, there is no threshold dose below which carcinogenic effects do not 
occur.  This no-threshold assumption for carcinogenic effects is based on an assumption 
that the carcinogenic processes are the same at high and low doses.  This approach has 
generally been adopted by regulatory agencies as a conservative practice to protect public 
health.  The no-threshold assumption is used in this risk assessment for evaluating 
carcinogenic effects.  Although the magnitude of the risk declines with decreasing 
exposure, the risk is believed to be zero only at zero exposure.   

The response potency of a potential carcinogen is quantified by the cancer slope factor 
(SF).  The slope factor represents the excess lifetime cancer risk due to a continuous, 
constant exposure to a specified level (i.e., unit dose) of a carcinogen.  Slope factors are 
generally reported as excess incremental cancer risk per milligram of chemical per 
kilogram body weight per day (per mg/kg/day).  Separate slope factors are generally 
reported for inhalation and oral exposures; these slope factors are referred to as the 
inhalation slope factor (SFi) and the oral slope factor (SFo), respectively.  Both dermal 
and oral exposures are generally evaluated using the oral slope factor.   
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The inhalation and oral slope factors (SFi and SFo values) used in this risk evaluation are 
taken from the following hierarchy of sources:  

1) Cal/EPA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) on-line 
Toxicity Criteria Database (Cal/EPA, 2008); and  

2) USEPA on-line Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) (USEPA, 2008).   

The slope factors, and their sources, used to evaluate the potential carcinogenic toxicity 
of COPCs are documented in Table 12.   

5.2 Toxicity Assessment for Noncarcinogenic Effects 

The toxicity assessment for noncarcinogenic effects is based on the assumption that there 
exists a threshold level of exposure below which no adverse health effects occur.  This 
threshold level varies from individual to individual.  In developing a toxicity parameter 
for noncarcinogenic effects, the approach is to identify a threshold value that is protective 
of sensitive individuals in the population.  For most chemicals, this level can only be 
estimated, and the developed toxicity value incorporates uncertainty factors indicating the 
degree of extrapolation used to derive the estimated value.  The developed toxicity level 
is generally considered to have uncertainty spanning an order of magnitude or more, and 
should not be viewed as a strict scientific demarcation between what level is toxic and 
nontoxic (USEPA, 1989).   

The toxicity parameter that is typically used to evaluate noncarcinogenic effects is the 
reference dose (RfD).  The reference dose represents an intake level, expressed in 
milligrams of chemical per kilogram of body weight per day (mg/kg/day), that would not 
be expected to cause adverse noncancer health effects in potentially exposed populations, 
including sensitive subpopulations (USEPA, 1989).  Thus, the reference dose is often 
referred to as the “acceptable dose.”  The chronic reference dose specifically represents 
the daily exposure level that is unlikely to produce adverse noncancer health effects in 
potentially exposed populations, including sensitive subpopulations, over a lifetime.  
Analogous to slope factors, chronic reference doses are generally reported for inhalation 
and oral exposures; these chronic reference doses are referred to as the inhalation chronic 
reference dose (RfDi) and the oral chronic reference dose (RfDo), respectively.  Both 
dermal and oral exposures are generally evaluated using the oral chronic reference dose.   

The inhalation and oral chronic reference doses (RfDi and RfDo values) used in this risk 
assessment are taken directly from the following hierarchy of sources:  

1) Cal/EPA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) on-line 
Toxicity Criteria Database (Cal/EPA, 2008);  

2) USEPA on-line Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) (USEPA, 2008); and 

3) USEPA Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) for Chemical Contaminants at 
Superfund Sites (USEPA, 2008).   

The chronic reference doses, and their sources, used to evaluate the potential 
noncarcinogenic toxicity of COPCs are documented in Table 13.  
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6.0 RISK CHARACTERIZATION  

6.1 Cancer Risk  

For carcinogens, risk is estimated as the incremental probability of an individual 
developing cancer over a lifetime as a result of daily exposure to the potential carcinogen.  
The cancer slope factor (SF) (see Section 5.1) converts the estimated daily intake 
averaged over a lifetime of exposure directly to incremental risk of an individual 
developing cancer.  Because relatively low intakes are likely to result from exposure to 
chemicals at contaminated sites (compared to those experienced by laboratory test 
animals), it is assumed the dose-response relationship is linear.  Under this assumption, 
the slope factor is constant and risk is directly related to intake (USEPA, 1989): 

 CDISFRISK ×=  (Eq. 5) 

where: 

 RISK = cancer risk, i.e., the probability of an individual developing cancer over 
a lifetime as a result of daily exposure to a particular carcinogen 
(unitless);  

 SF = cancer slope factor, i.e., the lifetime incremental cancer risk per unit 
dose of the carcinogen (per mg/kg/d); and  

 CDI = chronic daily intake of the carcinogen (mg/kg/d).   

Cancer risks are estimated by Equation 5 for each relevant exposure pathway and 
receptor and each carcinogenic chemical.  As a matter of policy, USEPA (1989b) 
considers the cancer risk for contact with multiple carcinogens to be additive, regardless 
of the carcinogens’ mechanisms of toxicity or sites (organs of the body) of action.  
Therefore, within each exposure pathway (e.g., inhalation of indoor air), the chemical-
specific cancer risks are summed to produce an estimate of the cumulative (multi-
chemical) risk associated with the exposure pathway.  In addition, cancer risk for a given 
receptor across multiple exposure routes is also considered to be additive (USEPA, 
1989b).  Therefore, the pathway-specific risks are summed to produce an estimate of the 
cumulative (multi-chemical and multi-pathway) risk to each specific receptor.  This 
cumulative risk estimate represents the incremental probability of an individual within 
that receptor population (e.g., onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers) developing 
cancer over a lifetime as a result of exposure to site-related carcinogenic COPCs.  
Estimated cancer risks are presented in Table 14.   

The estimated incremental cancer risks presented in Table 14 are compared to the 
“acceptable” cancer risk level, as defined and endorsed by relevant state and federal 
agencies.  The National Contingency Plan (NCP) is cited by USEPA (1989) as the basis 
for defining acceptable incremental risk levels.  According to the NCP, lifetime 
incremental cancer risk levels posed by a site should be within the risk range of one in a 
million (1×10-6) to 100 in a million (1×10-4).  Thus, USEPA and Cal/EPA agencies 
typically consider the 1×10-6 risk level to be an insignificant risk, and consider a 
calculated excess cancer risk between 1×10-6 and 1×10-4 to be within the acceptable risk 
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range.  For commercial exposure scenarios, a typical point of departure is a risk level of 
1×10-5; i.e., if risks are at or below 1×10-5, the agency of record will generally accept no 
further action.   

6.2 Noncancer Hazard  

The reference-dose approach (see Section 5.2) is based on the theory that there exists a 
threshold level of exposure below which it is unlikely for even sensitive subpopulations 
to experience adverse noncancer health effects.  If the actual exposure level (i.e., the 
chronic daily intake) exceeds this threshold value (i.e., the chronic reference dose), there 
may be concern for potential noncancer health effects.  Generally, the larger ratio of 
chronic daily intake to chronic reference dose, the greater the level of concern.  This ratio 
is not to be interpreted as a probability of developing noncancer health effects, however, 
and the level of concern does not increase linearly with this ratio USEPA (1989).   

The ratio of the chronic daily intake of a chemical to the chronic reference dose for that 
chemical is referred to as the noncancer hazard quotient:   

 
RfD
CDIHQ =  (Eq. 6) 

where:  

 HQ = noncancer hazard quotient, i.e., the potential (not probability) for an 
individual to develop adverse noncancer health effects over a lifetime as 
a result of daily exposure to a particular chemical (unitless);  

 CDI = chronic daily intake of the chemical (mg/kg/d); and  

 RfD = chronic reference dose, i.e., the threshold level of exposure that would 
not be expected to cause adverse noncancer health effects in potentially 
exposed populations, including sensitive subpopulations (unitless).   

Noncancer hazard quotients are estimated by Equation 6 for each relevant exposure 
pathway and receptor and each chemical.  Within each exposure pathway (e.g., inhalation 
of indoor air), the chemical-specific noncancer hazard quotients are summed to produce 
an estimate of the cumulative (multi-chemical) “hazard index” associated with the 
exposure pathway.  It should be noted here that the summation of hazard quotients across 
chemicals, independent of the target organ which is affected by each chemical, is 
conservative, as chemicals that impact different target organs (e.g., liver, kidney) are not 
truly additive in their potential to cause the adverse impact.  The pathway-specific hazard 
indices are then summed to produce an estimate of the cumulative (multi-chemical and 
multi-pathway) noncancer hazard index for the specific receptor.  This cumulative hazard 
index estimate represents the incremental potential (not probability) of an individual 
within that receptor population (e.g., onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers) 
developing adverse noncancer health effects as a result of exposure to site-related 
COPCs.  Estimated noncancer hazards are presented in Table 15.   
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The estimated incremental noncancer hazards presented in Table 15 are compared to the 
threshold level of 1.  Chemical exposures that yield hazard indices of less than 1 are not 
expected to result in adverse noncancer health effects (USEPA, 1989).   

7.0 DISCUSSION OF RESULTS  

7.1 Cancer Risk  

A summary of estimated cancer risks, for all potentially exposed populations and 
associated routes of exposure, is presented in Table 14.  These results are discussed in 
this section by receptor population.   

As indicated in Table 14, the total (summed across all COPCs) estimated cancer risk for 
onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers, associated with inhalation of volatile 
COPCs that are present in indoor air as a result of vapor intrusion (the only complete 
exposure pathway for this receptor), is 8.0×10-6.  This estimated risk is below the 1×10-5 
risk level that is the typical point of departure for commercial exposure scenarios.  Nearly 
all of this risk may be attributed to inhalation of benzene (85 percent of total risk) and 
1,3-butadiene (10 percent).   

As indicated in Table 14, the total (summed across all COPCs and four exposure 
pathways) estimated cancer risk for onsite outdoor intrusive construction workers is 
9.8×10-5, which is approximately 10 times greater than the 1×10-5 risk level that is the 
typical point of departure for commercial/industrial exposure scenarios.  This risk level is 
attributable to assumed dermal contact with COPCs in groundwater at the bottom of a 
construction trench – the estimated risks associated with inhalation of volatile COPCs in 
outdoor air, ingestion of COPCs in soil, and dermal contact with COPCs in soil are all 
well below levels of concern.  The groundwater-dermal contact risk may be attributed to 
dermal contact with benzene (77 percent of total risk) and ethylbenzene (23 percent) in 
groundwater.   

It should be noted that dermal exposures to soil and groundwater for the intrusive 
construction worker conservatively assume that the hands and forearms are exposed, i.e., 
that the worker is wearing a short-sleeved shirt and no gloves.  The site Risk 
Management Plan (ETIC, 2001b), however, requires that constructor contractors develop 
a site-specific Environmental Health and Safety Plan that specifies appropriate safety 
equipment to minimize contact between the construction worker and site soil and 
groundwater.  Therefore, actual exposures after implementation of a site-specific 
Environmental Health and Safety Plan are highly likely to much lower than estimated 
here, and actual cancer risks are likely to be below levels of concern.   

As indicated in Table 14, the total (summed across all COPCs) estimated cancer risk for 
offsite residents, associated with inhalation of volatile COPCs in indoor or outdoor air 
that have migrated downwind from the site (the only complete exposure pathway for this 
receptor), is 4.1×10-7.  This estimated risk is below the 1×10-6 risk level that is typically 
considered to be the point of departure for residential exposure scenarios.   
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7.2 Noncancer Hazard  

A summary of estimated noncancer hazard indices, for all potentially exposed 
populations and associated routes of exposure, are presented in Table 15.  These results 
are discussed in this section by receptor population.   

As indicated in Table 15, the total (summed across all COPCs) estimated noncancer 
hazard index for onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers, associated with inhalation 
of volatile COPCs that are present in indoor air as a result of vapor intrusion (the only 
complete exposure pathway for this receptor), is 0.051.  This estimated hazard is well 
below the threshold hazard index of 1, and thus may be considered negligible.   

As indicated in Table 15, the total (summed across all COPCs and four exposure 
pathways) estimated noncancer hazard index for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers is 21, which is 21 times greater than the threshold hazard index of 1.  This 
hazard level is attributable to assumed dermal contact with COPCs in groundwater at the 
bottom of a construction trench – the estimated hazards associated with inhalation of 
volatile COPCs in outdoor air, ingestion of COPCs in soil, and dermal contact with 
COPCs in soil are all well below levels of concern.  The groundwater-dermal contact 
hazard may be attributed primarily to dermal contact with benzene (63 percent of total 
hazard) and xylenes (23 percent) in groundwater.   

As noted above, dermal exposures to soil and groundwater for the intrusive construction 
worker conservatively assume that the hands and forearms are exposed, i.e., that the 
worker is wearing a short-sleeved shirt and no gloves.  The site Risk Management Plan 
(ETIC, 2001b), however, requires that constructor contractors develop a site-specific 
Environmental Health and Safety Plan that specifies appropriate safety equipment to 
minimize contact between the construction worker and site soil and groundwater.  
Therefore, actual exposures after implementation of a site-specific Environmental Health 
and Safety Plan are highly likely to much lower than estimated here, and actual 
noncancer hazards are likely to be below levels of concern. 

As indicated in Table 15, the total (summed across all COPCs) estimated noncancer 
hazard index for offsite residents, associated with inhalation of volatile COPCs in indoor 
or outdoor air that have migrated downwind from the site (the only complete exposure 
pathway for this receptor), is 0.0040.  This estimated hazard is well below the threshold 
hazard index of 1, and may be considered negligible.   

8.0 DEVELOPMENT OF RISK-BASED SOIL GAS CLEANUP GOALS 

Risk-based soil gas cleanup goals are calculated in anticipation of potential site cleanup.  
Following the risk evaluation methodologies of Sections 5.0 and 6.0, risk-based indoor 
air concentrations protective of commercial workers are calculated for both carcinogenic 
and noncarcinogenic endpoints.  These indoor air concentrations are presented in Table 
16.  

Transport of soil gas from 5.0 feet below ground surface into indoor air of the onsite 
commercial building is modeled with the Johnson and Ettinger Model as described in 
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Section 4.5.1. Site-specific soil and building parameters are used.  The output parameter 
of the Johnson and Ettinger model is the attenuation factor (α).  By definition, the 
attenuation factor is the ratio of the COPC concentration in indoor air (resulting from 
vapor intrusion) to the COPC concentration in soil gas beneath the building:   

 
SG

IA

C
C

α ≡  (Eq. 7) 

where: 

α = attenuation factor (unitless);  

CIA = concentration of COPC in indoor air (µg/m3); and  

CSG = concentration of COPC in soil gas (µg/m3).   

An attenuation factor is calculated with the Johnson and Ettinger model for each COPC 
in soil gas (38 total), at a depth of 5.0 feet bgs.  These attenuation factors are presented in 
Table 16. 

Chemical-specific risk-based soil gas cleanup goals at 5.0 feet bgs are calculated from the 
attenuation factors developed using the Johnson and Ettinger model and from the target 
indoor air concentrations estimated using standard USEPA and Cal/EPA inhalation risk-
assessment methodology.  For each chemical, the risk-based soil gas cleanup goal is 
calculated from:  

 
α

CARBCG =  (Eq. 8) 

where: 

RBCG = chemical- and depth-specific risk-based soil gas cleanup goal (µg/m3);  

CA = risk-based target concentration of COPC in indoor air (µg/m3); and  

α = chemical- and depth-specific attenuation factor (unitless).   

Risk-based cleanup goals are presented in Table 16.  By definition, each soil gas cleanup 
goal represents the concentration of that COPC in soil gas at 5.0 feet bgs that would be 
considered safe and acceptable for commercial use of the existing onsite building.  It is 
important to note that exceedances of these soil gas screening levels should not be 
interpreted to mean that conditions in the building are unsafe.  Rather, the soil gas 
screening levels are set sufficiently low, and incorporate many levels of conservatism, in 
order to allow for prudent and proactive additional analyses and actions.  The soil gas 
screening levels developed in this assessment can be used to assess the effectiveness of 
the cleanup activities. 

9.0 UNCERTAINTIES  

Many of the assumptions used in the human health screening evaluation – regarding the 
representativeness of the sampling data, human exposures, fate and transport modeling, 
and chemical toxicity – are conservative, follow agency guidance, and reflect a 90th or 
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95th percentile value rather than a typical or average value.  The use of several 
conservative exposure and toxicity assumptions can introduce considerable uncertainty 
into the human health screening evaluation.  By using conservative exposure or toxicity 
estimates, the evaluation can develop a significant conservative bias that may result in the 
calculation of significantly higher cancer risks or noncancer hazards than are actually 
posed by the chemicals present in soil, soil gas, and groundwater.  The key uncertainties 
in the human health screening evaluation are discussed in Appendix B.  The uncertainty 
analysis focuses on the site-specific assumptions contributing most to uncertainty in the 
risk and hazard calculations, and does not assess the validity of default assumptions used 
in the health screening evaluation.  Assumptions/data evaluated in the uncertainty 
analysis are: representative concentrations in soil gas, soil properties, and building height.   

As noted above and discussed in Appendix B, uncertainties exist in the human health risk 
evaluation regarding representative concentrations of COPCs in soil gas, soil properties, 
and building air exchange rate.  The baseline evaluation, the results of which are 
summarized above in Section 7, is based on a combination of assumptions regarding 
these three parameters, based primarily on DTSC vapor intrusion guidance (Cal/EPA, 
2005b), and represents a relatively conservative estimate of potential risk and hazard.  
Discussed in Appendix B and documented in Appendices C and D are two sensitivity 
analyses which bound the range of potential risks and hazards associated with the 
uncertainties in these three input parameters.  The first sensitivity analysis combines the 
most conservative, but likely least representative, options of the three parameters, to 
produce a high-end estimate of potential risk and hazard.  The second sensitivity analysis 
combines the least conservative, but likely most representative, options of the three 
parameters, to produce a low-end estimate of potential risks and hazards.  The conceptual 
differences between the three evaluations are summarized in the following table.   

Summary of Health Risk Evaluations

Evaluation
Where 
Documented

Soil Gas 
Concentrations Soil Properties

Building 
Ventilation Rate

High-end estimate Appendix C Maxima Default Default

Baseline estimate Main report Maxima Site-specific Default

Low-end estimate Appendix D Averages Site-specific Site-specific

 

Based on the results of these analyses, the following conclusions may be drawn regarding 
the sensitivity of the results of the health risk evaluation to the uncertainties regarding 
representative concentrations of COPCs in soil gas, soil properties, and building air 
exchange rate.   

• Estimated potential risk and hazard for onsite indoor commercial/industrial 
workers range over approximately 2-1/2 orders of magnitude.  The high-end 
estimates are approximately 8 times greater than the baseline estimates presented 
above in Section 7.  The low-end estimates are less than the baseline estimates by 
a factor of approximately 47.   
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• Estimated potential risk and hazard for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers are not sensitive to these uncertainties, as the estimated potential health 
effects for this receptor are driven by dermal contact with groundwater.   

• Estimated potential risk and hazard for offsite residents range over approximately 
2 orders of magnitude.  The high-end estimates are approximately 17 times 
greater than the baseline estimates presented above in Section 7.  The low-end 
estimates are less than the baseline estimates by a factor of approximately 11.   

• The high-end estimates of potential risk are the within the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk 
management range for all three receptors (onsite indoor commercial/industrial 
workers, onsite outdoor intrusive construction workers, and offsite residents).  
The high-end estimates of potential hazard are below the threshold hazard level of 
1 for onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers and offsite residents.  The high-
end estimate of potential hazard exceeds the threshold hazard level of 1 for onsite 
outdoor intrusive construction workers; as noted above, this hazard is driven by 
dermal contact with groundwater.   

• The low-end estimates of potential risk are below the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk 
management range for onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers and offsite 
residents, and within the risk management range for onsite outdoor intrusive 
construction workers.  The low-end estimates of potential hazard are below the 
threshold hazard level of 1 for onsite indoor commercial/industrial workers and 
offsite residents.  The low-end estimate of potential hazard exceeds the threshold 
hazard level of 1 for onsite outdoor intrusive construction workers; as noted 
above, this hazard is driven by dermal contact with groundwater.   

10.0 CONCLUSIONS  

This report describes the methodology and results of a screening level human health risk 
evaluation for the northwestern portion of the commercial property located at 1310 14th 
Street in Oakland, California.  The potential health impacts to onsite and offsite 
populations, associated with exposures to site-related chemicals, have been quantified.  
Of note, the site deed restriction (COFS, 2000) effectively breaks certain transport 
pathways, including transport from site soil to other media via surface water runoff or 
dust emissions, and extraction of groundwater for use as potable water supply; and 
physically prevents direct contact between onsite commercial workers and impacted site 
soils.   

Potentially exposed populations which have been considered in this evaluation are onsite 
indoor commercial/industrial workers who are assumed to work full-time in the onsite 
commercial building for 25 years, onsite outdoor intrusive construction workers who are 
assumed to work onsite for 4 weeks, and offsite residents who are assumed to live near 
the site for 30 years.  Estimated potential cancer risks for residential and commercial 
receptor populations are compared to the typical points of departure, with respect to risk 
management, of 1×10-6 and 1×10-5, respectively.  Estimated potential noncancer hazard 
indices for all receptor populations are compared to the threshold noncancer hazard index 
of 1.   
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The main conclusions of the screening health risk evaluation are as follows.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for onsite indoor commercial workers is 
8.0×10-6.  The estimated potential noncancer hazard index for onsite indoor 
commercial workers is 0.051.  Both the estimated cancer risk and the noncancer 
hazard index are below levels of concern.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers is 9.8×10-5.  The estimated potential noncancer hazard index for onsite 
outdoor intrusive construction workers is 21.  Both the estimated cancer risk and 
the noncancer hazard index are above levels of concern.  However, this cancer 
risk and noncancer hazard are attributable entirely to assumed dermal contact with 
COPCs in groundwater at the bottom of a construction trench, and do not account 
for personal protective equipment that intrusive construction workers would be 
required to use.  Actual exposures after implementation of a site-specific 
Environmental Health and Safety Plan are highly likely to much lower than 
estimated here, and the actual cancer risk and hazard are likely to be below levels 
of concern.   

• The estimated potential cancer risk for offsite residents is 4.1×10-7.  The estimated 
noncancer hazard index for offsite residents is 0.0040.  Both the estimated cancer 
risk and the noncancer hazard index are below levels of concern. 

The human health risk evaluation presented in this report is a screening-level evaluation 
that is based on a combination of conservative assumptions – regarding vapor intrusion 
modeling assumptions, exposure assumptions, toxicological data, summation of health 
effects across chemicals and exposure routes – and therefore it is likely that actual health 
risks to exposed populations could be lower, or significantly lower, than those estimated 
in this analysis.   
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Acetone 620

Benzene 40,000

1,3-Butadiene 310

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 420

Carbon disulfide 440

Chlorobenzene 160

Chloroform 170

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 75

Cyclohexane 480

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2,900

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 210

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 460

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 10,000

1,1-Dichloroethane 140

1,2-Dichloroethane 140

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 140

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 140

1,4-Dioxane 500

Ethanol 2,600

Ethylbenzene 7,700

4-Ethyltoluene 3,700

Heptane 550

Hexane 63,000

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 500

Methylene chloride 1,200

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 550

2-Propanol 350

Styrene 150

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 1,100

Tetrahydrofuran 420

Toluene 32,000

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 190

Table 1.  Representative Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Soil Gas
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Table 1.  Representative Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Soil Gas

Trichloroethene (TCE) 190

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 200

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 270

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 2,900

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 3,600

Xylenes 19,000

Notes:

(1)

(2) Concentration units are micrograms per cubic meter (μg/m3).

(3)

Soil gas samples were collected at depths of 3 and 5 feet below ground surface (bgs) in 1999 and 2008, respectively.

Representative concentration is the maximum of all samples collected in 1999 and 2008.  
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 2.  Physicochemical Properties of Chemicals of Potential Concern

Chemical of Potential Concern

Pure Component 
Water Solubility, 

(S)

Vapor 
Pressure, 

(VP)

Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source Value Source

(cm2/s) (cm2/s) (atm-m3/mol) (oC) (unitless) (cal/mol) (oK) (oK) (cm3/g) (mg/L) (mmHg) (cm/hr) (unitless)

Acetone 1.24E-01 1 1.14E-05 1 3.87E-05 1 2.50E+01 1 1.59E-03 1 6.96E+03 1 3.29E+02 1 5.08E+02 1 5.75E-01 1 1.00E+06 1 5.06E+02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

Benzene 8.80E-02 1 9.80E-06 1 5.54E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 2.27E-01 1 7.34E+03 1 3.53E+02 1 5.62E+02 1 5.89E+01 1 1.79E+03 1 9.64E+01 1 1.49E-02 3 0.1 7

Bromodichloromethane 2.98E-02 1 1.06E-05 1 1.60E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 6.54E-02 1 7.80E+03 1 3.63E+02 1 5.86E+02 1 5.50E+01 1 6.74E+03 1 4.99E+01 1 4.62E-03 3 0.1 7

1,3-Butadiene 2.49E-01 1 1.08E-05 1 7.34E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 3.01E+00 1 5.37E+03 1 2.69E+02 1 4.25E+02 1 1.91E+01 1 7.35E+02 1 7.58E+02 1 1.64E-02 3 0.1 7

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 8.08E-02 1 9.80E-06 1 5.58E-05 1 2.50E+01 1 2.29E-03 1 7.48E+03 1 3.53E+02 1 5.37E+02 1 2.30E+00 1 2.23E+05 1 1.31E+02 1 9.63E-04 3 0.1 7

Carbon disulfide 1.04E-01 1 1.00E-05 1 3.02E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 1.24E+00 1 6.39E+03 1 3.19E+02 1 5.52E+02 1 4.57E+01 1 1.19E+03 1 3.58E+02 1 1.72E-02 3 0.1 7

Chlorobenzene 7.30E-02 1 8.70E-06 1 3.69E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 1.51E-01 1 8.41E+03 1 4.05E+02 1 6.32E+02 1 2.19E+02 1 4.72E+02 1 1.18E+01 1 2.82E-02 3 0.1 7

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) 2.71E-01 1 1.15E-05 1 8.80E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 3.61E-01 1 5.88E+03 1 2.85E+02 1 4.60E+02 1 4.40E+00 1 5.68E+03 1 5.89E+02 1 6.07E-03 3 0.1 7

Chloroform 1.04E-01 1 1.00E-05 1 3.66E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 1.50E-01 1 6.99E+03 1 3.34E+02 1 5.36E+02 1 3.98E+01 1 7.92E+03 1 1.85E+02 1 6.83E-03 3 0.1 7

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.26E-01 1 6.50E-06 1 8.80E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 3.61E-01 1 5.11E+03 1 2.49E+02 1 4.16E+02 1 2.12E+00 1 5.33E+03 1 7.05E+02 1 3.28E-03 3 0.1 7

Cyclohexane 8.00E-02 2 9.10E-06 2 1.50E-01 4 2.50E+01 4 6.10E+00 2 NA NA 3.54E+02 4 NA NA 1.66E+02 2 5.50E+01 2 9.69E+01 4 NA NA 0.1 7

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 6.90E-02 1 7.90E-06 1 1.90E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 7.77E-02 1 9.70E+03 1 4.54E+02 1 7.05E+02 1 6.17E+02 1 1.56E+02 1 1.53E+00 1 4.13E-02 3 0.1 7

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 6.92E-02 1 7.86E-06 1 3.09E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 1.27E-01 1 9.23E+03 1 4.46E+02 1 6.84E+02 1 1.98E+03 1 1.34E+02 1 2.14E+00 1 5.79E-02 3 0.1 7

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 6.90E-02 1 7.90E-06 1 2.39E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 9.82E-02 1 9.27E+03 1 4.47E+02 1 6.85E+02 1 6.17E+02 1 7.90E+01 1 9.78E-01 1 4.20E-02 3 0.1 7

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 6.65E-02 1 9.92E-06 1 3.42E-01 1 2.50E+01 1 1.40E+01 1 9.42E+03 1 2.43E+02 1 3.85E+02 1 4.57E+02 1 2.80E+02 1 6.02E+02 1 8.95E-03 3 0.1 7

1,1-Dichloroethane 7.42E-02 1 1.05E-05 1 5.61E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 2.30E-01 1 6.90E+03 1 3.31E+02 1 5.23E+02 1 3.16E+01 1 5.06E+03 1 2.18E+02 1 6.74E-03 3 0.1 7

1,2-Dichloroethane 1.04E-01 1 9.90E-06 1 9.77E-04 1 2.50E+01 1 4.00E-02 1 7.64E+03 1 3.57E+02 1 5.61E+02 1 1.74E+01 1 8.52E+03 1 6.39E+01 1 4.20E-03 3 0.1 7

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 9.00E-02 1 1.04E-05 1 2.60E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 1.07E+00 1 6.25E+03 1 3.05E+02 1 5.76E+02 1 5.89E+01 1 2.25E+03 1 4.59E+02 1 1.17E-02 3 0.1 7

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 7.36E-02 1 1.13E-05 1 4.07E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 1.67E-01 1 7.19E+03 1 3.34E+02 1 5.44E+02 1 3.55E+01 1 3.50E+03 1 1.12E+02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

1,4-Dioxane 8.70E-02 2 1.10E-05 2 4.80E-06 4 2.50E+01 4 2.00E-04 2 NA NA 3.75E+02 4 NA NA 1.00E+00 2 1.00E+06 2 3.81E+01 4 3.32E-04 3 0.1 7

Ethanol 1.23E-01 4 1.30E-05 6 5.00E-06 4 2.50E+01 4 2.05E-04 4 NA NA 3.51E+02 4 NA NA 1.85E-01 4 1.00E+06 4 5.93E+01 4 5.38E-04 3 0.1 7

Ethylbenzene 7.50E-02 1 7.80E-06 1 7.86E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 3.22E-01 1 8.50E+03 1 4.09E+02 1 6.17E+02 1 3.63E+02 1 1.69E+02 1 9.51E+00 1 4.93E-02 3 0.1 7

4-Ethyltoluene 6.81E-02 4 7.84E-06 6 5.01E-03 4 2.50E+01 4 2.05E-01 4 NA NA 4.33E+02 4 NA NA 1.77E+03 4 9.49E+01 4 3.01E+00 4 NA NA 0.1 7

Heptane 7.04E-02 4 7.59E-06 6 2.00E+00 4 2.50E+01 4 8.20E+01 4 NA NA 3.72E+02 4 NA NA 1.94E+04 4 3.40E+00 4 5.16E+01 4 NA NA 0.1 7

Hexane 2.00E-01 1 7.77E-06 1 1.66E+00 1 2.50E+01 1 6.82E+01 1 6.90E+03 1 3.42E+02 1 5.08E+02 1 4.34E+01 1 1.24E+01 1 1.82E+02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 1.02E-01 1 1.05E-05 1 6.23E-04 1 2.50E+01 1 2.56E-02 1 6.68E+03 1 3.28E+02 1 4.97E+02 1 7.26E+00 1 5.10E+04 1 2.74E+02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

Methylene chloride 1.01E-01 1 1.17E-05 1 2.18E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 8.96E-02 1 6.71E+03 1 3.13E+02 1 5.10E+02 1 1.17E+01 1 1.30E+04 1 2.55E+02 1 3.54E-03 3 0.1 7

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 7.50E-02 1 7.80E-06 1 1.38E-04 1 2.50E+01 1 5.64E-03 1 8.24E+03 1 3.90E+02 1 5.71E+02 1 9.06E+00 1 1.90E+04 1 1.98E+01 1 2.66E-03 3 0.1 7

2-Propanol 1.02E-01 4 1.04E-05 6 8.10E-06 4 2.50E+01 4 3.32E-04 4 NA NA 3.55E+02 4 NA NA 4.28E-01 4 1.00E+06 4 4.54E+01 4 NA NA 0.1 7

Styrene 7.10E-02 1 8.00E-06 1 2.74E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 1.12E-01 1 8.74E+03 1 4.18E+02 1 6.36E+02 1 7.76E+02 1 3.10E+02 1 6.21E+00 1 3.73E-02 3 0.1 7

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 7.10E-02 1 7.90E-06 1 3.44E-04 1 2.50E+01 1 1.41E-02 1 9.00E+03 1 4.20E+02 1 6.61E+02 1 9.33E+01 1 2.96E+03 1 4.62E+00 1 6.94E-03 3 0.1 7

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 7.20E-02 1 8.20E-06 1 1.84E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 7.53E-01 1 8.29E+03 1 3.94E+02 1 6.20E+02 1 1.55E+02 1 2.00E+02 1 1.68E+01 1 3.34E-02 3 0.1 7

Tetrahydrofuran 1.02E-01 4 1.05E-05 6 7.05E-05 4 2.50E+01 4 2.89E-03 4 NA NA 3.38E+02 4 NA NA 1.11E+00 4 1.00E+06 4 7.43E+02 4 NA NA 0.1 7

Toluene 8.70E-02 1 8.60E-06 1 6.62E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 2.72E-01 1 7.93E+03 1 3.84E+02 1 5.92E+02 1 1.82E+02 1 5.26E+02 1 2.87E+01 1 3.11E-02 3 0.1 7

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 7.80E-02 1 8.80E-06 1 1.72E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 7.03E-01 1 7.14E+03 1 3.47E+02 1 5.45E+02 1 1.10E+02 1 1.33E+03 1 1.30E+02 1 1.26E-02 3 0.1 7

Trichloroethene (TCE) 7.90E-02 1 9.10E-06 1 1.03E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 4.21E-01 1 7.51E+03 1 3.60E+02 1 5.44E+02 1 1.66E+02 1 1.47E+03 1 8.75E+01 1 1.16E-02 3 0.1 7

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 8.70E-02 1 9.70E-06 1 9.68E-02 1 2.50E+01 1 3.97E+00 1 6.00E+03 1 2.97E+02 1 4.71E+02 1 4.97E+02 1 1.10E+03 1 5.89E+02 1 1.27E-02 3 0.1 7

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 7.80E-02 1 8.20E-06 1 4.80E-01 1 2.50E+01 1 1.97E+01 1 6.46E+03 1 3.21E+02 1 4.87E+02 1 1.11E+04 1 1.70E+02 1 3.31E+02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 6.06E-02 1 7.92E-06 1 6.14E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 2.52E-01 1 9.37E+03 1 4.42E+02 1 6.49E+02 1 1.35E+03 1 5.70E+01 1 2.21E+00 1 NA NA 0.1 7

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 6.02E-02 1 8.67E-06 1 5.87E-03 1 2.50E+01 1 2.41E-01 1 9.32E+03 1 4.38E+02 1 6.37E+02 1 1.35E+03 1 2.00E+00 1 7.42E-02 1 NA NA 0.1 7

Xylenes 8.50E-02 2 9.90E-06 2 7.30E-03 5 2.50E+01 1,8 2.70E-01 2 8.66E+03 1,8 4.18E+02 1,8 6.30E+02 1,8 4.43E+02 2 1.06E+02 2 6.60E+00 1,8 NA NA 0.1 7

Organic Carbon 
Partition Coefficient, 

(Koc)
Soil Absorption Factor 

(ABS)
  Diffusivity In Water 

(Dw)
Diffusivity in Air 

(Da)

Dermal Permeability
Constant, 

(Kp)

Henry's Law Constant 
Reference 

Temperature 
(TR)

Henry's Law Constant 
Unitless (H')

Henry's Law Constant 
at Reference 
Temperature 

(H)

Enthalpy of 
Vaporization at The 

Normal Boiling Point 
(DHv,b)

 Normal Boiling Point 
(TB)

  Critical Temperature 
(TC)
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
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Table 2.  Physicochemical Properties of Chemicals of Potential Concern

Notes:

(a) Sources of chemical properties are as follows:

1 – USEPA.  2003.  User’s Guide for Evaluating Subsurface Vapor Intrusion into Buildings.  Office of Emergency and Remedial Response.  June 19.  

2 – USEPA.  2008.  Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) for Chemical Contaminants at Superfund Sites.  URL: http://www.epa.gov/region09/waste/sfund/prg/.  September 12.  

3 – USEPA.  2004.  Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund (RAGS), Volume I: Human Health Evaluation Manual (Part E, Supplemental Guidance for Dermal Risk Assessment) Final.  July.

4 – SRC PhysProp Database.  2003.  Found at http://esc.syrres.com/interkow/physdemo.htm.  And methods from Schwarzenback R. P. et al. 1993.  Environmental Organic Chemistry.  John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New York, NY.

5 – Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  2000.  Risked Based Screening Levels.  Table J. Physio-chemical and Toxicity Constants used in Models. August.

6 – USEPA. 2006. Water9, Version 3.   June 29. URL:  http://www.epa.gov/ttn/chief/software/water/water9_3

7 – Cal/EPA. 2004.  Preliminary Endangerment Assessment Guidance Manual.  Department of Toxic Substances Control.  January. 

8 – For xylenes, o-xylene physicochemical properties are used.

(b) "NA" indicates not available.
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 3.  Johnson and Ettinger Model Inputs

Parameter Symbol Value Units Reference

Building Properties

Depth below grade to bottom of enclosed space floor  LF 15 cm DTSC/HERD default (Cal/EPA, 2005a; 2005b)

Area of enclosed space below grade Ab,sg 2.05E+07 cm2 Site-specific

Building air exchange rate AXRb 1 hr-1 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Building height Bh 503 cm Site-specific

Building ventilation rate Qb 2.86E+06 cm3/s Calculated:  Ab,sg x AXRb x Bh

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 102 L/min Calculated (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 1707 cm3/s Calculated via units conversion

Soil Properties

Average soil temperature Ts 17 oC Region-specific (USEPA, 2004)

SCS soil type Site-specific Site-specific – Site-specific

Dry bulk density ρb 1.79 g/cm3 Site-specific average

Total porosity n 0.339 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average

Water-filled porosity θw 0.236 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average

Air-filled porosity θa 0.103 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average
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CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

620 91 9.9E-05 6.1E-02

40,000 91 3.5E-05 1.4E+00

310 91 8.8E-05 2.7E-02

420 91 6.7E-05 2.8E-02

440 91 4.0E-05 1.8E-02

160 91 2.9E-05 4.7E-03

170 91 4.1E-05 7.0E-03

75 91 4.8E-05 3.6E-03

480 91 3.2E-05 1.5E-02

2,900 91 2.8E-05 8.3E-02

210 91 2.8E-05 5.9E-03

460 91 2.8E-05 1.3E-02

10,000 91 2.7E-05 2.7E-01

140 91 3.0E-05 4.2E-03

140 91 4.3E-05 6.0E-03

140 91 3.5E-05 5.0E-03

140 91 3.0E-05 4.2E-03

500 91 2.4E-04 1.2E-01

2,600 91 2.6E-04 6.8E-01

7,700 91 3.0E-05 2.3E-01

3,700 91 2.7E-05 1.0E-01

550 91 2.8E-05 1.5E-02

63,000 91 7.3E-05 4.6E+00

500 91 4.3E-05 2.2E-02

1,200 91 4.0E-05 4.8E-02

550 91 4.2E-05 2.3E-02

350 91 1.7E-04 6.1E-02

150 91 2.9E-05 4.3E-03

1,100 91 2.9E-05 3.2E-02

420 91 6.0E-05 2.5E-02

Table 4.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Indoor Air of the Onsite 
Building

Styrene

Tetrachloroethene (PCE)

Tetrahydrofuran

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE)

Methylene chloride

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone)

2-Propanol

Ethylbenzene

4-Ethyltoluene

Heptane

Hexane

1,4-Dichlorobenzene

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12)

Ethanol

1,4-Dioxane

1,1-Dichloroethane

1,2-Dichloroethane

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE)

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE)

Analyte

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling

Acetone

Benzene

1,3-Butadiene

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone)

Carbon disulfide

1,2-Dichlorobenzene

Chlorobenzene

Chloroform

Chloromethane (methyl chloride)

Cyclohexane

1,3-Dichlorobenzene
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1310 14th Street, Oakland, California
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CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

Table 4.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Indoor Air of the Onsite 
Building

Analyte

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling

32,000 91 3.4E-05 1.1E+00

190 91 3.1E-05 5.9E-03

190 91 3.1E-05 6.0E-03

200 91 3.4E-05 6.8E-03

270 91 3.1E-05 8.3E-03

2,900 91 2.5E-05 7.1E-02

3,600 91 2.4E-05 8.8E-02

19,000 91 3.4E-05 6.4E-01

(1)

(2)

(3) Non source-related inputs to the Johnson and Ettinger Model are documented in Table 3.  Shown here are the results of the Johnson 
and Ettinger Model, consisting of, for each chemical of potential concern, the predicted attenuation factor (α) and the predicted 
concentration of the chemical in indoor air (CIA).  

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene

Xylenes

1,1,1-Trichloroethane

Trichloroethene (TCE)

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11)

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113)

Toluene

The shallower sampling depth between the 1999 and 2008 sampling events, 3 feet below ground surface, is used in the model 
because it is a more conservative assumption, i.e., it produces higher indoor air concentrations.

Notes:

This vapor intrusion transport analysis is based on maximum concentrations of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in soil gas from 
the August 1999 and May 2008 site investigations (see Table 1).  Chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) with respect to vapor 
intrusion are those VOCs detected above reporting limits in at least one soil gas sample.  

Page 2 of 2 IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL



Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 5.  Dispersion Factor Calculation

Parameter Name Value Units Reference

Asite Area of site 1.3 acre Area of deed-restricted portion of the site
A Dispersion coefficient 13.81 – Zone 2 / San Francisco (USEPA, 2002)
B Dispersion coefficient 20.16 – Zone 2 / San Francisco (USEPA, 2002)
C Dispersion coefficient 234.29 – Zone 2 / San Francisco (USEPA, 2002)
Q/Cvol Dispersion factor 74.89 g/m2/s per kg/m3 Equation D-1 (USEPA, 2002)
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Acetone 9.6E-04

Benzene 2.3E-02

1,3-Butadiene 5.0E-04

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 4.0E-04

Carbon disulfide 2.9E-04

Chlorobenzene 7.6E-05

Chloroform 1.1E-04

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 6.1E-05

Cyclohexane 2.5E-04

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1.3E-03

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 9.5E-05

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2.1E-04

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 4.3E-03

1,1-Dichloroethane 6.7E-05

1,2-Dichloroethane 9.7E-05

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 8.1E-05

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 6.7E-05

1,4-Dioxane 3.1E-03

Ethanol 1.9E-02

Ethylbenzene 3.7E-03

4-Ethyltoluene 1.6E-03

Heptane 2.5E-04

Hexane 8.1E-02

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 3.5E-04

Methylene chloride 8.0E-04

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 3.4E-04

2-Propanol 1.4E-03

Styrene 7.0E-05

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 5.1E-04

Tetrahydrofuran 4.3E-04

Toluene 1.8E-02

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 9.6E-05

Table 6.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Outdoor Air 
and in Offsite Air 
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Table 6.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Outdoor Air 
and in Offsite Air 

Trichloroethene (TCE) 9.7E-05

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 1.1E-04

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 1.4E-04

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.1E-03

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 1.4E-03

Xylenes 1.0E-02
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Table 7.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Soil

Concentration

(mg/kg)

Benzene 140

Chlorobenzene 0.0017

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3.1

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.038

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.33

1,2-Dichloroethane 0.43

Ethylbenzene 170

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 0.084

Toluene 580

Xylenes 990

Notes:

(1)

(2) Exposure point concentrations (EPCs) in soil are historical maximum detected concentrations.

Concentration units are milligrams per kilograms (mg/kg).

Chemical of Potential Concern
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Table 8.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Groundwater

Concentration

(μg/L)

Benzene 99,000

Bromodichloromethane 0.84

Chlorobenzene 0.90

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) 46

Chloroform 4.7

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 13

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.50

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 3.8

1,1-Dichloroethane 240

1,2-Dichloroethane 2,200

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 31

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 8.9

Ethylbenzene 80,000

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 2,800

Methylene chloride 7.9

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.50

Toluene 110,000

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1.0

Trichloroethene (TCE) 3.8

Xylenes 640,000

Notes:

(1)

(2) Exposure point concentrations (EPCs) in groundwater are historical maximum detected concentrations.

Concentration units are micrograms per liter (μg/L).

Chemical of Potential Concern
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Table 9.  Chronic Daily Intake (CDI) Equations

Inhalation of Vapors
Noncancer

Soil Ingestion
Noncancer

Soil Dermal Contact
Noncancer

Groundwater Dermal Contact
Noncancer

Notes:

(1) Definitions and values of symbols used are given in Tables 2 and 10.

(2) Worker indicates commercial and construction worker scenario; adult and child indicate residential scenario.  

Cancer

Cancer

Cancer

Cancer

workernc,worker

workerworkerworkera
workerinhv, ATBW

EDEFBRCCDI
×

×××
=

childnc,child

childchildchilda
childinhv, ATBW

EDEFBRCCDI
×

×××
=

cworker

workerworkerworkera
workerinhv, ATBW

EDEFBRC
CDI

×
×××

=

cadult

adjusted-age adult,adultadulta

cchild

childchildchilda
adjusted-ageinhv, ATBW

EDEFBRC
ATBW

EDEFBRC
CDI

×

×××
+

×
×××

=

workernc,worker

workerworkerworkers
workering, ATBW

CFEDEFIRCCDI
×

××××
=

cworker

workerworkerworkers
workering, ATBW

CFEDEFIRC
CDI

×
××××

=

workernc,worker

workerworkerworkerworkers
workerderm_s, ATBW

CFEDEFABSAFSACCDI
×

××××××
=

cworker

workerworkerworkerworkers
workerderm_s, ATBW

CFEDEFABSAFSAC
CDI

×
××××××

=

workernc,worker

workerworkerworkerPworkerw
workerderm_gw, ATBW

CFEDEFETKSACCDI
×

××××××
=

cworker

workerworkerworkerPworkerw
workerderm_gw, ATBW

CFEDEFETKSAC
CDI

×
××××××

=
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Table 10.  Exposure Assumptions

Parameter Symbol Units
Offsite 

Resident Adult

Offsite
Resident

Age-Adjusted
Offsite 

Resident Child

Indoor 
Commercial

Worker

Onsite Outdoor 
Intrusive 

Construction 
Worker

Dermal Contact with Soil and Groundwater

Surface area SA cm2/d    NA    NA    NA NA 5,700

Adherence factor (soil only) AF mg/cm2    NA    NA    NA NA 0.8

Conversion Factor CF kg/mg    NA    NA    NA NA 1.0E-06

Ingestion of Soil

Ingestion Rate IR mg/d NA NA NA NA 330

Conversion Factor CF kg/mg NA NA NA NA 0.000001

Inhalation of Volatiles

Breathing Rate BR m3/d 20 20 10 14 20

General Intake Parameters 

Exposure Time hrs/d NA NA NA 8 8

Exposure Frequency EF d/y 350 350 350 250 20

Exposure Duration ED y 30 24 6 25 1

Body Weight BW kg 70 70 15 70 70

Averaging Time-Carcinogens ATc d 25,550 25,550 25,550 25,550 25,550

Averaging Time-Noncarcinogens ATnc d 10,950 NA 2,190 9,125 365

Notes:

(1)

(2)

Exposure assumptions are derived from default values for the commercial scenario established in Cal/EPA's Recommended DTSC Default Exposure 
Factors for Use in Risk Assessment at California Military Facilities  (Cal/EPA, 2005).

For the outdoor instrusive construction worker, it is assumed that the duration of instrusive construction work is 4 weeks (20 work days).  
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Table 11.  Chronic Daily Intakes – Cancer

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone 3.0E-06 2.1E-10 – – – 1.4E-07

Benzene 6.8E-05 5.1E-09 5.2E-07 7.1E-07 7.5E-04 3.4E-06

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 2.0E-09 –

1,3-Butadiene 1.3E-06 1.1E-10 – – – 7.4E-08

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 1.4E-06 9.1E-11 – – – 6.0E-08

Carbon disulfide 8.7E-07 6.6E-11 – – – 4.4E-08

Chlorobenzene 2.3E-07 1.7E-11 6.3E-12 8.7E-12 1.3E-08 1.1E-08

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – 1.4E-07 –

Chloroform 3.4E-07 2.6E-11 – – 1.6E-08 1.7E-08

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.8E-07 1.4E-11 – – 2.2E-08 9.1E-09

Cyclohexane 7.4E-07 5.5E-11 – – – 3.7E-08

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 4.0E-06 2.9E-10 1.1E-08 1.6E-08 1.1E-08 2.0E-07

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2.9E-07 2.1E-11 1.4E-10 1.9E-10 – 1.4E-08

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 6.4E-07 4.7E-11 1.2E-09 1.7E-09 – 3.1E-08

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 1.3E-05 9.6E-10 – – 1.7E-08 6.4E-07

1,1-Dichloroethane 2.0E-07 1.5E-11 – – 8.3E-07 1.0E-08

1,2-Dichloroethane 2.9E-07 2.2E-11 1.6E-09 2.2E-09 4.7E-06 1.4E-08

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 2.4E-07 1.8E-11 – – 1.8E-07 1.2E-08

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 2.0E-07 1.5E-11 – – 2.9E-08 1.0E-08

1,4-Dioxane 5.9E-06 7.0E-10 – – – 4.7E-07

Ethanol 3.3E-05 4.3E-09 – – – 2.8E-06

Ethylbenzene 1.1E-05 8.4E-10 6.3E-07 8.7E-07 2.0E-03 5.6E-07

4-Ethyltoluene 4.9E-06 3.7E-10 – – – 2.4E-07

Heptane 7.5E-07 5.6E-11 – – – 3.7E-08

Hexane 2.3E-04 1.8E-08 – – – 1.2E-05

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker
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Table 11.  Chronic Daily Intakes – Cancer

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 1.1E-06 7.8E-11 3.1E-10 4.3E-10 5.0E-06 5.2E-08

Methylene chloride 2.4E-06 1.8E-10 – – 1.4E-08 1.2E-07

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 1.1E-06 7.7E-11 – – – 5.1E-08

2-Propanol 3.0E-06 3.1E-10 – – – 2.0E-07

Styrene 2.1E-07 1.6E-11 – – – 1.0E-08

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 1.8E-09 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 1.5E-06 1.1E-10 – – – 7.6E-08

Tetrahydrofuran 1.2E-06 9.7E-11 – – – 6.5E-08

Toluene 5.4E-05 4.0E-09 2.1E-06 3.0E-06 1.7E-03 2.7E-06

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 2.9E-07 2.1E-11 – – 6.4E-09 1.4E-08

Trichloroethene (TCE) 2.9E-07 2.2E-11 – – 2.3E-08 1.4E-08

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 3.3E-07 2.5E-11 – – – 1.7E-08

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 4.1E-07 3.0E-11 – – – 2.0E-08

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 3.5E-06 2.5E-10 – – – 1.7E-07

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 4.3E-06 3.1E-10 – – – 2.1E-07

Xylenes 3.1E-05 2.3E-09 3.7E-06 5.0E-06 1.3E-02 1.6E-06

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 
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Table 12.  Chronic Daily Intakes – Noncancer

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone 8.4E-06 1.7E-09 – – – 6.9E-08

Benzene 1.9E-04 4.2E-05 9.0E-03 1.2E-02 1.3E+01 1.7E-03

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 6.9E-06 –

1,3-Butadiene 3.8E-06 1.4E-05 – – – 5.6E-04

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 3.8E-06 4.4E-09 – – – 1.8E-07

Carbon disulfide 2.4E-06 2.3E-08 – – – 9.4E-07

Chlorobenzene 6.5E-07 4.2E-09 2.2E-08 3.0E-08 4.5E-05 1.7E-07

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – 2.5E-05 –

Chloroform 9.5E-07 2.1E-08 – – 1.1E-04 8.6E-07

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 5.0E-07 3.7E-08 – – 5.9E-05 1.5E-06

Cyclohexane 2.1E-06 2.3E-09 – – – 9.2E-08

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1.1E-05 3.6E-07 8.9E-06 1.2E-05 8.2E-06 1.5E-05

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 8.1E-07 4.9E-08 3.3E-07 4.5E-07 – 2.0E-06

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1.8E-06 1.4E-08 2.8E-06 3.9E-06 – 5.8E-07

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 3.6E-05 1.2E-06 – – 6.1E-06 4.8E-05

1,1-Dichloroethane 5.7E-07 7.5E-09 – – 2.9E-04 3.1E-07

1,2-Dichloroethane 8.2E-07 1.3E-08 5.6E-06 7.7E-06 1.6E-02 5.4E-07

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 6.8E-07 6.4E-08 – – 2.6E-04 2.6E-06

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 5.7E-07 1.1E-07 – – 2.0E-04 4.3E-06

1,4-Dioxane 1.6E-05 5.7E-08 – – – 2.3E-06

Ethanol 9.3E-05 1.0E-06 – – – 4.1E-05

Ethylbenzene 3.2E-05 2.0E-07 4.4E-04 6.1E-04 1.4E+00 8.4E-06

4-Ethyltoluene 1.4E-05 9.0E-07 – – – 3.7E-05

Heptane 2.1E-06 1.9E-08 – – – 8.0E-07

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil
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Table 12.  Chronic Daily Intakes – Noncancer

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil

Hexane 6.3E-04 6.3E-06 – – – 2.6E-04

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 3.0E-06 6.4E-09 2.5E-08 3.5E-08 4.1E-04 2.6E-07

Methylene chloride 6.6E-06 1.1E-07 – – 1.7E-05 4.5E-06

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 3.2E-06 6.3E-09 – – – 2.6E-07

2-Propanol 8.4E-06 1.1E-08 – – – 4.4E-07

Styrene 5.9E-07 4.2E-09 – – – 1.7E-07

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 3.1E-05 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 4.3E-06 8.0E-07 – – – 3.3E-05

Tetrahydrofuran 3.4E-06 7.9E-09 – – – 3.2E-07

Toluene 1.5E-04 3.3E-06 1.9E-03 2.6E-03 1.5E+00 1.3E-04

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 8.1E-07 5.2E-09 – – 2.3E-07 2.1E-07

Trichloroethene (TCE) 8.2E-07 8.9E-09 – – 5.3E-03 3.6E-07

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 9.4E-07 8.8E-09 – – – 3.6E-07

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 1.1E-06 2.5E-10 – – – 1.0E-08

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 9.8E-06 8.9E-06 – – – 3.6E-04

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 1.2E-05 1.3E-05 – – – 5.2E-04

Xylenes 8.8E-05 5.7E-06 1.3E-03 1.8E-03 4.7E+00 2.3E-04

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 
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Table 13.  Carcinogenic and Noncarcinogenic Toxicity Values

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Source Oral Source Inhalation Source Oral Source

(per mg/kg/d) (per mg/kg/d) (mg/kg/d) (mg/kg/d)

Acetone NC NA NC NA 8.9E+00 3A 9.0E-01 2

Benzene 1.0E-01 1 1.0E-01 1 8.6E-03 2 4.0E-03 2

Bromodichloromethane 1.3E-01 1 1.3E-01 1 2.0E-02 R 2.0E-02 2

1,3-Butadiene 6.0E-01 1 3.4E+00 1 5.7E-04 2 5.7E-04 R

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) NC NA NC NA 1.4E+00 2 6.0E-01 2

Carbon disulfide NC NA NC NA 2.0E-01 2 1.0E-01 2

Chlorobenzene NC NA NC NA 2.9E-01 1 2.0E-02 2

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) NC NA NC NA 2.9E+00 2 4.0E-01 4N

Chloroform 1.9E-02 1 3.1E-02 1 8.6E-02 1 1.0E-02 2

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 6.3E-03 3H 1.3E-02 3H 2.6E-02 2 2.6E-02 R

Cyclohexane NC NA NC NA 1.7E+00 2 1.7E+00 R

1,2-Dichlorobenzene NC NA NC NA 5.7E-02 3H 9.0E-02 2

1,3-Dichlorobenzene NC NA NC NA 3.0E-02 R 3.0E-02 4N

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 4.0E-02 1 5.4E-03 1 2.3E-01 1 3.0E-02 4N

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) NC NA NC NA 5.7E-02 3H 2.0E-01 2

1,1-Dichloroethane 5.7E-03 1 5.7E-03 1 1.4E-01 4H 2.0E-01 3P

1,2-Dichloroethane 7.2E-02 1 4.7E-02 1 1.1E-01 1 2.0E-02 3P

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NC NA NC NA 2.0E-02 1 5.0E-02 2

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) NC NA NC NA 1.0E-02 R 1.0E-02 3P

1,4-Dioxane 2.7E-02 1 2.7E-02 1 8.6E-01 1 8.6E-01 R

Ethanol NC NA NC NA 3.0E-01 R 3.0E-01 2

Ethylbenzene 8.7E-03 1 1.1E-02 1 2.9E-01 2 1.0E-01 2

4-Ethyltoluene NC NA NC NA 2.9E-02 2 2.0E-01 2

Heptane NC NA NC NA 2.0E-01 2 6.0E-02 3H

Hexane NC NA NC NA 2.0E-01 2 6.0E-02 3H

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 9.1E-04 1 1.8E-03 1 8.6E-01 2 8.6E-01 R

Methylene chloride 3.5E-03 1 1.4E-02 1 1.1E-01 1 6.0E-02 2

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) NC NA NC NA 8.6E-01 2 8.0E-02 3H

2-Propanol NC NA NC NA 2.0E+00 1 2.0E+00 R

Styrene NC NA NC NA 2.6E-01 1 2.0E-01 2

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 2.0E-01 1 2.7E-01 1 4.0E-03 R 4.0E-03 3P

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 2.1E-02 1 5.4E-01 1 1.0E-02 1 1.0E-02 2

Tetrahydrofuran 7.0E-03 N 7.6E-03 4N 8.6E-01 N 3.0E-01 N

Toluene NC NA NC NA 8.6E-02 1 8.0E-02 2

1,1,1-Trichloroethane NC NA NC NA 2.9E-01 1 2.0E+00 2

Trichloroethene (TCE) 7.0E-03 1 1.3E-02 1 1.7E-01 1 3.0E-04 4N

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) NC NA NC NA 2.0E-01 3H 3.0E-01 2

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) NC NA NC NA 8.6E+00 3H 3.0E+00 2

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene NC NA NC NA 2.0E-03 3P 5.0E-02 4P

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene NC NA NC NA 1.7E-03 3P 5.0E-02 3P

Xylenes NC NA NC NA 2.9E-02 2 2.0E-01 2

Cancer Slope Factor (CSF) Chronic Noncancer Reference Dose (RfD)
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Table 13.  Carcinogenic and Noncarcinogenic Toxicity Values

Notes:

(a) Sources of toxicity data are as follows.

1 –

2 –

3 –

4 – USEPA Region 9 PRG Table (2004)

A –

P –

N –

H – USEPA HEAST

R – Route-to-route extrapolation

(b) Isobutanol was used as the surrogate for ethanol's oral and inhalation noncancer reference dose. 

(c) Xylene was used as the surrogate for 4-ethyltoluene's oral and inhalation noncancer reference dose. 

(d) Hexane was used as the surrogate for this heptane's oral and inhalation noncancer reference dose. 

(e) Tetrahydrofuran toxicological values were derived from Draft Toxicological Review of Tetrahydrofuran (USEPA, 2007).

(f) "NC" indicates that the chemical is classified as a noncarcinogen for the inhalation pathway.

(g) "NA" means not-applicable (see note [e]).  

USEPA Region 9 Regional Screening Levels Table (2008)

USEPA Provisional Peer Reviewed Toxicity Values (PPRTVs) Database

USEPA National Center for Environmental Assessment

Agency for Toxic Substances & Disease Registry (ATSDR)

OEHHA Toxicity Criteria Database

USEPA Integrated Risk Information System  (IRIS)
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Table 14.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – Baseline

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone NC NC – – – – NC

Benzene 6.8E-06 5.1E-10 5.2E-08 7.1E-08 7.5E-05 7.5E-05 3.4E-07

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 2.6E-10 2.6E-10 –

1,3-Butadiene 8.0E-07 6.7E-11 – – – 6.7E-11 4.4E-08

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Carbon disulfide NC NC – – – – NC

Chlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – NC – –

Chloroform 6.5E-09 4.9E-13 – – 5.1E-10 5.1E-10 3.2E-10

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.1E-09 8.6E-14 – – 2.8E-10 2.8E-10 5.7E-11

Cyclohexane NC NC – – – – NC

1,2-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,3-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC – – NC

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2.5E-08 1.9E-12 6.6E-12 9.1E-12 – 1.8E-11 1.2E-09

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,1-Dichloroethane 1.2E-09 8.6E-14 – – 4.7E-09 4.7E-09 5.7E-11

1,2-Dichloroethane 2.1E-08 1.6E-12 7.5E-11 1.0E-10 2.2E-07 2.2E-07 1.0E-09

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,4-Dioxane 1.6E-07 1.9E-11 – – – 1.9E-11 1.3E-08

Ethanol NC NC – – – – NC

Ethylbenzene 9.8E-08 7.3E-12 6.9E-09 9.5E-09 2.2E-05 2.2E-05 4.8E-09

4-Ethyltoluene NC NC – – – – NC

Heptane NC NC – – – – NC

Hexane NC NC – – – – NC

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 9.6E-10 7.1E-14 5.6E-13 7.7E-13 9.0E-09 9.0E-09 4.7E-11

Methylene chloride 8.3E-09 6.2E-13 – – 2.0E-10 2.0E-10 4.1E-10

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 14.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – Baseline

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

2-Propanol NC NC – – – – NC

Styrene NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 4.8E-10 4.8E-10 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 3.2E-08 2.4E-12 – – – 2.4E-12 1.6E-09

Tetrahydrofuran 8.6E-09 6.8E-13 – – – 6.8E-13 4.5E-10

Toluene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,1,1-Trichloroethane NC NC – – NC – NC

Trichloroethene (TCE) 2.0E-09 1.5E-13 – – 2.9E-10 2.9E-10 1.0E-10

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) NC NC – – – – NC

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

Xylenes NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Cumulative Risk 8.0E-06 6.1E-10 5.9E-08 8.1E-08 9.7E-05 9.8E-05 4.1E-07

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 

(2) "NC" indicates chemical was determined to be a noncarcinogen.
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 15.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – Baseline

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone 9.5E-07 1.7E-09 – – – 1.7E-09 6.9E-08

Benzene 2.2E-02 4.2E-05 9.0E-03 1.2E-02 1.3E+01 1.3E+01 1.7E-03

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 6.9E-06 6.9E-06 –

1,3-Butadiene 6.6E-03 1.4E-05 – – – 1.4E-05 5.6E-04

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 2.7E-06 4.4E-09 – – – 4.4E-09 1.8E-07

Carbon disulfide 1.2E-05 2.3E-08 – – – 2.3E-08 9.4E-07

Chlorobenzene 2.3E-06 4.2E-09 2.2E-08 3.0E-08 4.5E-05 4.5E-05 1.7E-07

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – 2.5E-05 2.5E-05 –

Chloroform 1.1E-05 2.1E-08 – – 1.1E-04 1.1E-04 8.6E-07

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.9E-05 3.7E-08 – – 5.9E-05 5.9E-05 1.5E-06

Cyclohexane 1.2E-06 2.3E-09 – – – 2.3E-09 9.2E-08

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.0E-04 3.6E-07 8.9E-06 1.2E-05 8.2E-06 3.0E-05 1.5E-05

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2.7E-05 4.9E-08 3.3E-07 4.5E-07 – 8.3E-07 2.0E-06

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 7.8E-06 1.4E-08 2.8E-06 3.9E-06 – 6.8E-06 5.8E-07

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 6.4E-04 1.2E-06 – – 6.1E-06 7.2E-06 4.8E-05

1,1-Dichloroethane 4.1E-06 7.5E-09 – – 2.9E-04 2.9E-04 3.1E-07

1,2-Dichloroethane 7.1E-06 1.3E-08 5.6E-06 7.7E-06 1.6E-02 1.6E-02 5.4E-07

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 3.4E-05 6.4E-08 – – 2.6E-04 2.6E-04 2.6E-06

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 5.7E-05 1.1E-07 – – 2.0E-04 2.0E-04 4.3E-06

1,4-Dioxane 1.9E-05 5.7E-08 – – – 5.7E-08 2.3E-06

Ethanol 3.1E-04 1.0E-06 – – – 1.0E-06 4.1E-05

Ethylbenzene 1.1E-04 2.0E-07 4.4E-04 6.1E-04 1.4E+00 1.4E+00 8.4E-06

4-Ethyltoluene 4.8E-04 9.0E-07 – – – 9.0E-07 3.7E-05

Heptane 1.1E-05 1.9E-08 – – – 1.9E-08 8.0E-07

Hexane 3.2E-03 6.3E-06 – – – 6.3E-06 2.6E-04

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 3.4E-06 6.4E-09 2.5E-08 3.5E-08 4.1E-04 4.1E-04 2.6E-07

Methylene chloride 5.8E-05 1.1E-07 – – 1.7E-05 1.7E-05 4.5E-06

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 3.7E-06 6.3E-09 – – – 6.3E-09 2.6E-07

2-Propanol 4.2E-06 1.1E-08 – – – 1.1E-08 4.4E-07

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 15.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – Baseline

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil

Styrene 2.3E-06 4.2E-09 – – – 4.2E-09 1.7E-07

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 3.1E-05 3.1E-05 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 4.3E-04 8.0E-07 – – – 8.0E-07 3.3E-05

Tetrahydrofuran 4.0E-06 7.9E-09 – – – 7.9E-09 3.2E-07

Toluene 1.8E-03 3.3E-06 1.9E-03 2.6E-03 1.5E+00 1.5E+00 1.3E-04

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 2.8E-06 5.2E-09 – – 2.3E-07 2.3E-07 2.1E-07

Trichloroethene (TCE) 4.8E-06 8.9E-09 – – 5.3E-03 5.3E-03 3.6E-07

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 4.7E-06 8.8E-09 – – – 8.8E-09 3.6E-07

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 1.3E-07 2.5E-10 – – – 2.5E-10 1.0E-08

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 4.9E-03 8.9E-06 – – – 8.9E-06 3.6E-04

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 7.0E-03 1.3E-05 – – – 1.3E-05 5.2E-04

Xylenes 3.1E-03 5.7E-06 1.3E-03 1.8E-03 4.7E+00 4.7E+00 2.3E-04

Cumulative Hazard 5.1E-02 9.7E-05 1.3E-02 1.7E-02 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 4.0E-03

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 16.  Risk-based Soil Gas Cleanup Goals

Chemical of Potential Concern

Cancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAc)

Noncancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAnc)

Controlling 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CA)

Attenuation Factor at 
5.0 feet bgs

Risk-based Cleanup 
Goal at 5.0 ft bgs

(µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3)

NC 6.5E+04 6.5E+04 5.9E-05 1.1E+09

2.0E+00 6.3E+01 2.0E+00 2.0E-05 1.0E+05

3.4E-01 4.2E+00 3.4E-01 5.3E-05 6.5E+03

NC 1.0E+04 1.0E+04 3.9E-05 2.7E+08

NC 1.5E+03 1.5E+03 2.3E-05 6.3E+07

NC 2.1E+03 2.1E+03 1.7E-05 1.2E+08

1.1E+01 6.3E+02 1.1E+01 2.3E-05 4.6E+05

3.2E+01 1.9E+02 3.2E+01 2.8E-05 1.2E+06

NC 1.3E+04 1.3E+04 1.8E-05 7.0E+08

NC 4.2E+02 4.2E+02 1.6E-05 2.6E+07

NC 2.2E+02 2.2E+02 1.6E-05 1.4E+07

5.1E+00 1.7E+03 5.1E+00 1.6E-05 3.2E+05

NC 4.2E+02 4.2E+02 1.5E-05 2.8E+07

3.6E+01 1.0E+03 3.6E+01 1.7E-05 2.1E+06

2.8E+00 8.3E+02 2.8E+00 2.4E-05 1.2E+05

NC 1.5E+02 1.5E+02 2.0E-05 7.2E+06

NC 7.3E+01 7.3E+01 1.7E-05 4.3E+06

7.6E+00 6.3E+03 7.6E+00 1.6E-04 4.7E+04

NC 2.2E+03 2.2E+03 1.8E-04 1.2E+07

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12)

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE)

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE)

1,4-Dioxane

Ethanol

1,3-Dichlorobenzene

1,4-Dichlorobenzene

1,1-Dichloroethane

1,2-Dichloroethane

Chloroform

Chloromethane (methyl chloride)

Cyclohexane

1,2-Dichlorobenzene

1,3-Butadiene

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone)

Carbon disulfide

Chlorobenzene

Acetone

Benzene
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 16.  Risk-based Soil Gas Cleanup Goals

Chemical of Potential Concern

Cancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAc)

Noncancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAnc)

Controlling 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CA)

Attenuation Factor at 
5.0 feet bgs

Risk-based Cleanup 
Goal at 5.0 ft bgs

(µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3)

2.3E+01 2.1E+03 2.3E+01 1.7E-05 1.4E+06

NC 2.1E+02 2.1E+02 1.5E-05 1.3E+07

NC 1.5E+03 1.5E+03 1.6E-05 9.2E+07

NC 1.5E+03 1.5E+03 4.3E-05 3.4E+07

2.2E+02 6.3E+03 2.2E+02 2.5E-05 9.1E+06

5.8E+01 8.3E+02 5.8E+01 2.3E-05 2.5E+06

NC 6.3E+03 6.3E+03 2.4E-05 2.6E+08

NC 1.5E+04 1.5E+04 1.1E-04 1.3E+08

NC 1.9E+03 1.9E+03 1.6E-05 1.1E+08

9.7E+00 7.3E+01 9.7E+00 1.6E-05 6.0E+05

2.9E+01 6.3E+03 2.9E+01 3.5E-05 8.4E+05

NC 6.3E+02 6.3E+02 2.0E-05 3.2E+07

NC 2.1E+03 2.1E+03 1.8E-05 1.2E+08

2.9E+01 1.3E+03 2.9E+01 1.8E-05 1.6E+06

NC 1.5E+03 1.5E+03 2.0E-05 7.5E+07

NC 6.3E+04 6.3E+04 1.8E-05 3.6E+09

NC 1.5E+01 1.5E+01 1.4E-05 1.1E+06

NC 1.3E+01 1.3E+01 1.4E-05 9.0E+05

NC 2.1E+02 2.1E+02 1.9E-05 1.1E+07

Ethylbenzene

4-Ethyltoluene

Heptane

Hexane

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE)

Methylene chloride

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone)

2-Propanol

Styrene

Tetrachloroethene (PCE)

Tetrahydrofuran

Toluene

1,1,1-Trichloroethane

Trichloroethene (TCE)

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11)

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113)

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene

Xylenes
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table 16.  Risk-based Soil Gas Cleanup Goals

Chemical of Potential Concern

Cancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAc)

Noncancer-based 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CAnc)

Controlling 
Indoor Air Target 

Concentration 
(CA)

Attenuation Factor at 
5.0 feet bgs

Risk-based Cleanup 
Goal at 5.0 ft bgs

(µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3) (µg/m3)

Notes:

(1)

(2)

(3) NC = Noncarcinogenic

Cancer-based indoor air target concentrations assume a target risk of 1x10-5.  Noncancer-based indoor air target concentrations assume a target hazard quotient of 1.

CSG = CIA / α

Soil gas screening levels are calculated from the chemical-specific risk-based indoor air target concentration and attenuation factor:  
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Job No: Project No.: 720-17784-1
Client: TestAmerica Date: 2/17/09

Project Name: By: PJ
Boring: GT-A-4.5 GT-A-5.0 GT-B-4.5 GT-B-5.0 GT-C-4.5 GT-C-5.0 GT-D-4.5 GT-D-5.0
Sample: 720-17784-1 720-17784-2 720-17784-3 720-17784-4 720-17784-5 720-17784-6 720-17784-7 720-17784-8
Depth, ft:
Visual
Description:

Total  Porosity, 
% 33.5 25.7 36.4 36.5 38.3 32.4 32.5 35.7
Effective 
Porosity,   % 12.9 7.0 7.3 16.1 23.7 4.2 4.9 10.3
Air-filled 
Porosity,  % 9.9 5.8 5.5 14.1 21.8 13.7 3.0 8.4
Water-filled 
Porosity,  % 23.7 19.9 31.0 22.4 16.5 18.7 29.5 27.3
Saturation,  % 70.6 77.3 85.0 61.5 43.1 57.7 90.9 76.4
Moisture,  % 13.2 9.9 18.0 13.1 9.9 10.3 16.2 15.7
Wet Unit wt, pcf 126.9 138.2 127.0 121.1 114.1 124.9 132.3 125.9
Dry Unit wt,  pcf 112.1 125.7 107.6 107.1 103.7 113.2 113.9 108.8
Series 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Drafted by: DT Date: 2009-03-18

Total and Effective Porosity Report (Cooper, 2009)
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California 

Figure

2
IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL
1438 Webster Street, Suite 302
Oakland, California 94612
(510) 834-4747

Brown SAND 
w/ Clay*

Note: All reported values above are for the "as received" condition except for the effective porosity which is measured at a tension of 1/3 Bar. Both GT-A samples required 
significant patching due to gravel.  This could have a significant impact on the reported values. * The material tested for effective porosity was slightly more coarsely grained than 
the portion tested for sieve analysis.
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IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL
1438 Webster Street, Suite 302 

Oakland, California

Conceptual Site Model
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

Figure

3

Spills / Leaks
Underground 

Storage Tanks / 
Piping

Soil

Groundwater

Soil Gas Indoor Air

Outdoor Air

Soil

Groundwater 

Diffusion 
and/or 

Advection
Volatilization

Dust Emissions

EXPOSURE 
MEDIA

SECONDARY 
IMPACTED 

MEDIA

TRANSPORT 
MECHANISMS

RELEASE   
MECHANISMS

PRIMARY 
SOURCES

PRIMARY 
IMPACTED 

MEDIA

TRANSPORT 
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EXPOSURE 
ROUTES

Inhalation

Inhalation

Dermal Contact

Dermal Contact

Onsite 
Commercial 

Worker

Onsite Intrusive 
Construction 

Worker
Offsite Resident

RECEPTOR

● ●

●

●

Complete transport pathway

Incomplete transport pathway for reason(s) 
noted below 

See Note (1)

KEY:

●

Ingestion ●

Ingestion

Complete exposure pathway for  receptor ●

See Note (2)

NOTES:

There are no non-volatile COPCs that could 
be adhered to emitted dust 

(1) 

(2) Offsite residents are potentially exposed via 
inhalation to COPCs in outdoor or indoor air 
that have been transported by advection 
(i.e. , wind) from the site to offsite residential 
land uses
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Figure

4
IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL
1438 Webster Street, Suite 302
Oakland, California 94612
(510) 834-4747

07-557-A2008-12-05GSN

Modeled Soil Lithology and Building Geometry
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

SINGLE SOIL LAYER IS DTSC/HERD 
DEFAULT SOIL

INDOOR AIR

SLAB  LF = 13 cm

IMPACTED SOIL GAS IS ASSUMED PRESENT AT 
91 CENTIMETERS (3.0 FEET) BGS

OUTDOOR AIR

GROUND SURFACE

NOT TO SCALE

91 cm

EXISTING
ON-SITE 
COMMERCIAL 
BUILDING WITH 
SLAB-ON-GRADE 
CONSTRUCTION

503 cm (16.5 ft)
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Figure
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Building Dimensions and Area
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

Area:  
22,046 ft2 

(2.05 x 107 cm2)



Screening Health Risk Evaluation    
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California    
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APPENDIX A 
 

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS SITE INVESTIGATIONS



Revised Site Conceptual Model 
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility-Oakland, CA
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

Concentration (ppbv)
1,2-Di- 1,3-Di- 1,4-Di- 1,1-Di- 1,2-Di- 1,1-Di- cis-1,2- 4-Methyl- Methyl Tetra- Tetra- 1,1,1-Tri- Tri- 1,2,4-Tri- 1,3,5-Tri-

Sample Ethyl- Total 1,3-Bu- 2-Bu- Carbon Chloro- Chloro- Chloro- Cyclo- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- chloro- Dichloro- 1,4-Di- 4-Ethyl- Freon Freon Freon Hep- Hex- 2-penta- Methylene t-butyl 2-Pro- Sty- chloro- hydro- chloro- chloro- methyl- methyl-

ID Benzene Toluene benzene Xylenes TPH-g TPH-d Acetone tadiene tanone Disulfide benzene form methane hexane benzene benzene benzene ethane ethane ethene ethene oxane Ethanol toluene 11 12 113 tane ane none Chloride ether panol rene ethene furan ethane ethene benzene benzene

SB1, 3' 4.3 3.1 <0.65 2.74 800 NA 77 a 2.8 13 6.2 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <2.6 <0.65 <0.65 0.77 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <0.65 <2.6 63 <2.6 0.74 0.93 27 <2.6 4.4 3.8 3.7 <2.6 5.6 <0.65 1.2 <2.6 <0.65 <0.65 1.1 <0.65

SB2, 3' 7.5 12 3.6 17.6 1,100 NA 260 a <2.7 24 9.0 <0.67 3.9 <0.67 12 <0.67 <0.67 1.8 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <2.7 110 <2.7 1.2 200 <0.67 3.3 5.3 8.1 2.2 <2.7 <2.7 3.0 <0.67 <2.7 <0.67 <0.67 2.0 0.77

SB3, 3' 9,900 230 68 67 36,000 NA <190 <190 <190 <190 <48 <48 <48 <190 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <48 <190 <190 <190 <48 180 <48 <190 590 <190 <48 <190 <190 <48 <48 <190 <48 <48 <48 <48
SB3, 3' dup 9,500 240 <140 <140 40,000 NA <580 <580 <580 <580 <140 <140 <140 <580 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <140 <580 <580 <580 <140 160 <140 <580 580 <580 <140 <580 <580 <140 <140 <580 <140 <140 <140 <140

SB4, 3' 1,200 76 8.1 18.7 4,600 NA 200 a 19 <14 <14 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 32 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5 <14 1,400 <14 <3.5 100 <3.5 <14 19 15 340 <14 22 <3.5 160 <14 21 <3.5 <3.5 <3.5

SB5, 3' 7.6 5.6 0.80 1.9 1,900 NA 45 a 61 12 18 <0.71 <0.71 0.77 8.2 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 3.3 55 <2.8 4.4 1.2 3.4 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <0.71 <2.8 <2.8 <0.71 <0.71 <2.8 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71 <0.71

SB6, 3' 3.0 4.2 <0.68 2.52 560 NA 11 a <2.7 4.0 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 35 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 1.1 <0.68

SB7, 3' 5.9 6.2 0.87 4.3 780 NA 43 a 3.4 7.9 3.3 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 5.1 <0.73 <0.73 2.0 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 <0.73 8.2 94 <2.9 0.74 1.1 <0.73 <2.9 6.8 4.4 <0.73 <2.9 3.8 1.0 2.0 <2.9 <0.73 <0.73 1.8 <0.73

SB8, 3' 10 12 3.8 15.7 1,300 NA 42 a <11 <11 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <2.8 <11 62 <11 6.5 630 <2.8 <11 <11 <11 <2.8 <11 <11 <2.8 <2.8 <11 <2.8 <2.8 5.3 <2.8

SB9, 3' 12 18 1.7 9.9 690 NA 19 a <2.7 6.0 <2.7 <0.68 1.1 <0.68 4.9 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 47 <2.7 1.5 20 <0.68 <2.7 4.3 <2.7 <0.68 <2.7 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 <2.7 <0.68 <0.68 2.3 0.77

SB10, 3' 3.5 2.8 <0.80 1.7 610 NA 39 a <3.2 9.7 <3.2 <0.80 1.6 <0.80 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <0.80 <3.2 40 <3.2 <0.80 1.4 <0.80 <3.2 3.9 <3.2 <0.80 <3.2 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 <3.2 <0.80 <0.80 1.2 <0.80

SB11, 3' 2.7 1.9 <0.82 0.91 520 NA 38 a <3.3 9.9 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 3.7 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 22 23 <3.3 4.6 <0.82 <0.82 <3.3 <3.3 <3.3 1.2 <3.3 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 <3.3 <0.82 <0.82 0.85 <0.82

SB12, 3' 250 <70 <70 610 750,000 NA <280 <280 <280 <280 <70 <70 <70 <280 480 <70 76 <70 <70 <70 <70 <280 <280 760 <70 <70 <70 <280 18,000 <280 <70 <280 <280 <70 <70 <280 <70 <70 580 740

SB13, 3' 0.91 8.5 <0.67 1.3 550 NA 49 a <2.7 5.5 6.4 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <2.7 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 4.3 410 b <2.7 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 3.4 <2.7 <2.7 5.6 <2.7 26 <0.67 <0.67 58 <0.67 <0.67 1.1 <0.67

SB14, 3' 2.7 5.3 0.87 4.7 620 NA 10 a <2.8 3.5 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 1.6 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 67 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 <0.70 <2.8 <2.8 2.8 1.3 2.9 <2.8 0.82 <0.70 <2.8 <0.70 <0.70 2.0 0.81

SB15, 3' 42 12 1.6 6.7 2,100 NA 51 a 13 13 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <1.4 <5.8 190 <5.8 <1.4 46 <1.4 <5.8 50 <5.8 4.8 <5.8 <5.8 <1.4 2.1 <5.8 <1.4 <1.4 1.8 <1.4

Notes:

ppbv Parts per billion volumetric.

a Compound present in laboratory blank greater than reporting limit (background subtraction not performed).
b Exceeds instrument calibration range.

NA Not analyzed.
TPH-g Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline.
TPH-d Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as diesel.

Table 1a:  Soil Gas Sampling Results 
Vapors in Soil - August 99
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Revised Site Conceptual Model 
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility-Oakland, CA
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

TPH g TPH d Benzene Ethylbenzene Toluene Xylenes, Tot 1,2-DCA Others
SB-16 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-17 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-18 5 19-May-08 630 <50 2.2 <0.10 0.44 <0.30 <0.10
SB-19 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-20/ PCB-7 5 19-May-08 19 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-21/ PCB-8 5 19-May-08 25 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-22 5 19-May-08 2,600 <50 40 7.7 32 19.1 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 0.39

SB-23 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-24/ PCB-1 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 0.22 <0.30 <0.10
SB-25/ PCB-2 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-26 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 10
SB-27/ PCB-3 5 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10
SB-22 dup 5 19-May-08 2,600 <50 40 7.5 32 18.0 <0.10 Dichlorodifluoromethane: 0.38

Probe Blank NA 19-May-08 <10 <50 <0.10 <0.10 <0.20 <0.30 <0.10

Notes:

EPA Method 8260B for VOC Analyses of soil vapor
EPA Mentod 8015m for TPH-g and TPH-d analyses of soil vapor 

Table 1b:  Soil Gas Sampling Results 
Vapors in Soil - May 08

Boring 
Location

Sample 
Depth (feet 

bgs)

Date of 
Sample 

Collection

Analytical results (ug/L) of Vapor
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Revised Site Conceptual Model 
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility-Oakland, CA
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

TPH g TPH d TPH mo Benzene Toluene Ethylbenzene Xylenes, Tot 1,2-DCA Others
SB-1 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.13 1,200 NA <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0011
SB-1 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.9 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-2 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.001
SB-2 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.9 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001
SB-3 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.6 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.0007
SB-3 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 6,160 <5.7 NA 11 190 100 460 0.0018 MTBE: 0.073
SB-4 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0007
SB-4 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 1 94 NA 0.082 0.0085 0.0073 0.013 0.001
SB-5 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.09 <5.5 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 0.0006
SB-5 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.08 <5.9 NA <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 0.0009
SB-6 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-6 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 10,100 1,100 NA 76 490 170 990 0.43
SB-7 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.4 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0008
SB-7 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.11 <5.8 NA <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0009
SB-8 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.6 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0007
SB-8 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 13 <5.8 NA 0.43 0.36 0.12 0.83 0.0012 MTBE: 0.022
SB-9 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.001
SB-9 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.61 <5.8 NA 0.024 <0.0061 <0.0061 <0.0061 <0.0011
SB-10 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.09 <5.6 NA <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0009 <0.0008
SB-10 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.13 <6.4 NA <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.0013 <0.001
SB-11 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 <0.20 <5.5 NA <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.0011
SB-11 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 <0.11 <5.7 NA <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.001
SB-12 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.10 <5.5 NA <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0006

SB-12 4.5-5.0 08/12/99 496 2,900 NA 0.07 0.032 4 6.7 <0.0009 Chlorobenzene: 0.0017  1,2-DCB: 3.1 
1,3-DCB: 0.038  1,4-DCB: 0.33  MTBE: 

SB-12 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 2 60 <0.001 <0.001 0.023 0.0098 <0.0011 MTBE: 0.001
SB-13 3.5-4.0 08/13/99 1 390 NA <0.0012 0.002 0.0027 0.0027 0.0025
SB-13 6.5-7.0 08/13/99 12 65 NA 0.25 0.048 0.15 0.49 0.0014
SB-14 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.08 <5.5 NA <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 <0.0008 MTBE: 0.084
SB-14 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 29 450 NA 0.56 0.29 0.33 1.7 0.0097
SB-15 3.5-4.0 08/12/99 <0.51 140 NA <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0091
SB-15 6.5-7.0 08/12/99 <0.57 81 NA <0.0061 0.012 <0.0061 0.0085 <0.0098
SB-16 6-6.5 05/19/08 <0.22 30 <50 <0.0043 <0.0043 <0.0043 <0.0087 <0.0043
SB-17 8-8.5 05/22/08 2,500 3,600 2,900 30 130 27 120 ND
SB-17 10-10.5 05/22/08 12,000 17,000 13,000 140 580 120 620 <8.3
SB-17 15-15.5 05/22/08 64 1,400 1,300 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <1.8 <0.89
SB-17 20-20.5 05/22/08 <0.21 <0.99 <49 <0.0042 <0.0042 <0.0042 <0.0084 <0.0042
SB-18 8-8.5 05/21/08 1,900 67 <49 41 110 28 130 <19
SB-19 8-8.5 05/21/08 <0.25 <0.99 <49 <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.010 <0.0050
SB-20/ PCB-7 8-8.5 05/22/08 5,600 390 51 86 280 54 280 <8.3
SB-21/ PCB-8 8-8.5 05/21/08 3,800 2,500 <49 40 210 69 360 <19
SB-22 8-8.5 05/21/08 3,200 1,100 <500 <47 140 <47 190 <47
SB-23 11.5-12 05/22/08 <0.21 1.2 <49 <0.0041 <0.0041 <0.0041 <0.0082 <0.0041
SB-24/ PCB-1 9-9.5 05/20/08 <0.19 1.6 <50 <0.0039 <0.0039 <0.0039 <0.0078 <0.0039
SB-25/ PCB-2 8-8.5 05/20/08 <0.19 1.1 <50 <0.0037 <0.0037 <0.0037 <0.0075 <0.0037
SB-26 8.5-9 05/21/08 <0.23 10 <50 <0.0047 <0.0047 <0.0047 <0.0093 <0.0047
SB-27/ PCB-3 8.5-9 05/20/08 <0.27 <0.99 <49 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.0054 <0.011 <0.0054
SB-20/ PCB-7 Dup 8-8.5 05/22/08 4,900 610 <250 99 300 64 340 <21
SB-25/ PCB-2 Dup 8-8.5 05/20/08 NA <1.0 <50 NA NA NA NA NA

Notes:

NA = Not Analyzed 
EPA Method 8260 for BTEX and 1,2-DCA analyses of soil
EPA Mentod 8015m for TPH-g, TPH-d, and TPM-mo analyses of soil

Table 2: Historical Soil Sample Results (1999 - 2008)

Sample 
Depth 

(feet bgs)

Date of 
Sample 

Collection

Boring 
Location

Analytical results (mg/Kg)
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Revised Site Conceptual Model 
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility-Oakland, CA
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

MW-2 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-3 03/23/93 35 2.9 2 3.2 300 ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 97 1 4 1.1 220 ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 4.9 ND ND 1.2 170 ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 42 <1 <1 <1 100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 120 8.2 8.4 4.5 320 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 83 1.1 5.3 2.9 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 1,460 18 100 50 3,800 270 -- -- -- -- --
03/13/95 3,600 260 270 280 14,000 1,700 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 4,700 58 140 71 3,700 120 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 9,800 58 600 95 14,000 300 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 330 2.1 47 5.3 700 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 350 4.6 23 8.7 600 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 940 76 98 57 1,900 <50 -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 420 29 44 28 900 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 1,600 270 120 194 3,600 700 <0.5 9.2 <0.5 <0.5 --
04/15/97 1,300 300 180 160 4,300 800 <0.5 16 <0.5 1.1 6.9
07/07/97 100 84 100 67 1,900 350 -- -- -- -- 3.8
10/27/97 1,030 60 54 40 2,200 -- <0.5 2.4 <0.5 <0.5 3.1
01/27/98 1,070 98 73 69 3,200 -- -- -- -- -- 3.9
04/22/98 610 56 49 54 1,800 -- <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 1.1
07/22/98 1,800 230 160 180 3,600 370 -- -- -- -- 5.0
10/21/98 78 1.0 3.8 0.6 110 <250 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/23/99 1,500 140 76.0 260 4,000 790 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 5.60
10/28/99 1,100 43 58 102 3,000 600 <0.5 0.9 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 690 22 36 49 1,400 520 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 2.20
04/27/00 1,100 140 73 163 2,400 250 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 520 7.7 21 27 1,100 750 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 2,000 16 22 46 3,800 760 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 360 8.6 14 28 860 300 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 808 60.6 46.8 115 1,530 280 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 788 23.3 44.6 80.7 1,400 350 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 852 14.3 24.5 38.6 1,730 500 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 1,250 85.3 64.7 95.7 4,240 490 <0.5 1.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 1,120 51.5 84.4 117 5,710 700 <0.5 1.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-5 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-6 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 3.5 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 2.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 69 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 8.7 1.6 3.5 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 5.5 16 2.9 16 140 220 <0.5 6.3 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
10/24/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 7.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 6.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MTBE  
µg/L Notes

1,1-
DCA   
µg/L

1,2-
DCA   
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA   
µg/L

TCE   
µg/L

Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L
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Revised Site Conceptual Model 
Former Nestlé USA, Inc. Facility-Oakland, CA
1310 14th Street, Oakland, CA

MTBE  
µg/L Notes

1,1-
DCA   
µg/L

1,2-
DCA   
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA   
µg/L

TCE   
µg/L

Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

MW-6 04/27/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 6.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
(cont.) 07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 9.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 0.54 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 10 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/30/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 14 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-11 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-12 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-13 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5

MW-15 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 430 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

MW-25 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 4.2 4.4 2.5 20 170 ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 2.1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 2.4 14 <0.5 3.4 97 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 0.5 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.58 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 150 950 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 60 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 90 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <150 25 41 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 140 <150 -- -- -- -- 11
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 -- -- -- -- -- 10
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- 24
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 340 28 59 <0.5 <0.5 28 1,1-DCE detected, 0.9 µg/L.  
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 27 72 <0.5 <0.5 27 1,1-DCE detected, 1.6 µg/L.  
07/23/99 1.80 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 30 58 <0.5 <0.5 23.0
10/27/99 <0.5 1.4 <0.5 1.0 <100 <200 35 47 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <250 39 41 <0.5 <0.5 29.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.1 µg/L.  
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 51 38 <0.5 <0.5 18 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 4.2 µg/L.  
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 40 57 <0.5 <0.5 27 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.6 µg/L.  
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 54 68 <0.5 <0.5 38 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.5 µg/L.  
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 90 <250 52 46 <0.5 <0.5 22 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.5 µg/L.
04/26/01 <0.5 0.62 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 49 37 <0.5 <0.5 15.8  1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 33 36 <0.5 <0.5 10.9 Chloromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L; 

1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 4.6 µg/L.
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 22 38 <0.5 <0.5 10.5 Chloromethane detected at 0.5 µg/L; 

1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.8 µg/L.
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 25 56 <0.5 <0.5 8.90 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.8 µg/L.
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 14 44 <0.5 <0.5 6.92 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.7 µg/L;                

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane detected at 0.5 µg/L.

10/22/02 7.64 248 133 843 4,790 1,240 9.6 34 <0.5 <0.5 1,410 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.9 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 11 35 <0.5 <0.5 7.3 Chloroethane detected at 22 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 8.5 34 <0.5 <0.5 5.7 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 7.6 27 <0.5 <0.5 6.3
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 5.1 18 <0.5 <0.5 5.2
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 190 6.7 25 <0.50 <0.50 6.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 0.51 µg/L.  

MW-26 03/23/93 180 190 55 330 7,000 1,300 ND ND ND ND --
07/27/93 470 96 30 80 1,800 ND ND 140 ND ND --
11/05/93 4,700 1,300 9 1,400 19,000 ND ND 120 ND ND --
02/25/94 4,800 570 200 860 14,000 <1,000 <1 28 <1 <1 --
06/03/94 4,100 300 120 230 12,000 <20,000 1.7 140 <0.5 <0.5 -- Bromodichloromethane detected, 0.84 µg/L.
08/31/94 4,100 360 170 450 93,000 1,400 <4.0 <4.0 <4.0 <4.0 --
12/22/94 1,030 170 85 290 5,000 560 <2.0 <2.0 <2.0 <2.0 -- 8 other volatiles detected by 8260.
03/13/95 320 19 23 66 3,000 810 53 5.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/09/95 14,000 64 31 230 10,800 310 240 3.1 1 <0.5 --
09/21/95 1,900 160 160 330 8,000 200 1.3 120 <0.5 <0.5 --

12/12/95 13,000 38 36 120 25,000 0.6 1.4 180 <0.5 <0.5 --
No diesel pattern detected; result due to high gasoline 
concentration.

03/12/96 9,000 33 30 65 4,400 <50 <0.5 180 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/21/96 14,000 27 16 66 5,400 <50 3.2 170 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/29/96 8,500 26 28 74 19,000 <150 <0.5 160 <0.5 <0.5 --
01/16/97 6,500 21 31 47 4,600 -- 4.3 >50 <0.5 <0.5 26
04/15/97 16,000 33 40 160 26,000 2,200 3.5 97 <0.5 2.4 40 cis-1,2-DCE detected, 0.7 µg/L.
07/07/97 22,000 44 170 200 28,000 1,100 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 95
10/27/97 16,000 26 100 37 30,000 -- 3.6 92 <0.5 <0.5 38
01/27/98 23,600 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 26,000 420 8.3 100 <0.5 <0.5 100
04/22/98 5,000 4.3 9.2 16 14,000 -- 13 130 <0.5 <0.5 27
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

MW-26 07/22/98 3,800 5.7 6.9 11 5,200 750 10 110 -- <1.0 33
(cont.) 10/21/98 420 <0.5 2.1 2.7 820 <250 24 82 <0.5 <0.5 31

02/05/99 20 <0.5 0.60 0.80 230 230 10 51 <0.5 <0.5 29
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <250 15 54 <0.5 <0.5 25
07/23/99 7.10 <0.5 <0.5 0.80 180 <200 12 32 <0.5 <0.5 12.0
10/27/99 14 1.4 2.9 7.8 400 <200 13 30 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 80 <250 13 32 <0.5 <0.5 28.0
04/26/00 0.7 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 200 340 7.5 39 <0.5 <0.5 22
08/03/00 6.8 <0.5 0.6 1.4 <50 <250 7.4 19 <0.5 <0.5 19
10/23/00 10 0.8 1.7 1.7 80 <250 5.1 37 <0.5 <0.5 26
01/31/01 26 0.70 2.4 2.2 390 320 5.7 51 <0.5 <0.5 33
04/26/01 10.6 <0.5 0.70 1.04 400 350 16 39 <0.5 <0.5 28.5
07/30/01 107 <0.5 1.42 1.06 1,920 380 22 44 <0.5 <0.5 31.4
10/29/01 31.6 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 2,020 500 26 25 <0.5 <0.5 27
01/28/02 30.0 <0.5 0.70 <1.0 450 380 43 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 14.5 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.8 µg/L.
04/29/02 394 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 1,870 550 50 23 <0.5 <0.5 8.62 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.5 µg/L.
10/22/02 1,440 25.7 6.60 20.4 4,440 890 53 26 <0.5 <0.5 168 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.7 µg/L.
11/15/02 1,630 0.56 3.22 3.86 5,590 780 18 33 <0.5 <0.5 49.2 1,1-dichloroethene detected at 1.0 µg/L.
05/06/03 1,250 <0.5 2.42 <1.0 3,730 380 46 24 <0.5 <0.5 13.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.1 µg/L.  
10/14/03 51 <0.5 1.38 <1.0 3,100 <250 83 28 <0.5 <0.5 23.8 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 3.3 µg/L.  
04/27/04 467 <0.5 1.24 <1.0 1,380 <250 82 33 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.2 µg/L.  
11/17/04 120 <1.0 2.50 1.3 740 820 31 44 <0.50 <0.50 120 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 1.1 µg/L.  

MW-27 06/21/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 <0.5 6.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/29/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 12 5.0 <0.5 2.6 70 <150 <0.5 5.7 <0.5 <0.5 --
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <1.0 1.4 -- <1.0 <0.5
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/27/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/16/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 8.56 56.2 9.37 59.3 650 600 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 331
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 64 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-28 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND 110 ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND 2.1 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 3.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 1.4 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.91 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 18 20 2.2 13 220 <150 5.1 85 <0.5 <0.5 8.2
04/15/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <150 1.1 150 <0.5 <0.5 7.1
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 110 <150 <5.0 170 <5.0 <5.0 7.2
10/27/97 3.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 300 -- 6.2 120 <0.5 <0.5 36
01/27/98 7.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 500 <150 -- -- -- -- 56
04/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- 1.0 89 <0.5 <0.5 8.6
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <1.0 85 -- <1.0 18
10/21/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 0.5 80 <0.5 <0.5 12
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 32 29 <0.5 <0.5 5.0 1,1-DCE detected, 0.9 µg/L.  
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 62 <0.5 <0.5 4.5
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 50 <0.5 <0.5 1.80
10/27/99 -- -- -- -- -- <200 -- -- -- -- --
11/02/99 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 -- <0.5 32 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 39 <0.5 <0.5 4.30
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 50 <0.5 <0.5 1.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 47 <0.5 <0.5 3.7
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

MW-28 10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 57 <0.5 <0.5 4.7
(cont.) 01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 46 <0.5 <0.5 4.4

04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 26 <0.5 <0.5 1.98
07/30/01 0.5 <0.5 0.64 2.58 <200 <250 <0.5 38 <0.5 <0.5 3.0 Chloromethane detected at 3.3 µg/L.  
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 29 <0.5 <0.5 3.74
01/28/02 6.20 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 2.8 50 <0.5 <0.5 6.00
04/29/02 1.64 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 3.7 44 <0.5 <0.5 4.81
10/22/02 25.0 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 750 <250 2.0 59 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/15/02 13.4 <0.5 1.29 <1.0 610 <250 1.3 54 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.0 µg/L.
05/06/03 3.1 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 390 <250 0.8 70 <0.5 <0.5 9.29 Chloroethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 38 <0.5 <0.5 6.44
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 9.29
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 4.7 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-29 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND 2.1 11 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 <1 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.59 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 6.6 8.9 0.6 9.3 120 <150 47 24 <0.5 <0.5 1.8
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 52 21 <5.0 <5.0 1.2
01/27/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 <150 -- -- -- -- 8.0
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 12 29 -- <1.0 7.8
02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 68 <0.5 <0.5 8.5
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 30 38 <0.5 <0.5 4.9 1,1-DCE detected, 1.4 µg/L.  
07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 44 33 <0.5 1.9 4.70 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 2.3 µg/L;   

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 2.3 µg/L.  
10/27/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 36 23 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 87 25 <0.5 <0.5 18.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 9.6 µg/L.  
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 61 38 <0.5 <0.5 12 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.2 µg/L.  
08/16/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- 49 21 <0.5 <0.5 17 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 94 40 <0.5 <0.5 34 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 14 µg/L.  
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 60 <250 100 35 <0.5 <0.5 26 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 13 µg/L.
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 270 87 38 <0.5 <0.5 39.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 12 µg/L.  
07/30/01 1.25 1.28 1.1 5.99 220 <250 120 42 <0.5 <0.5 42.3 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 13 µg/L.  
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 120 34 <0.5 <0.5 28.0 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 14 µg/L.  
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 120 44 <0.5 <0.5 28.9 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 26 µg/L.
04/29/02 4.95 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 130 29 <0.5 <0.5 20.9 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 23 µg/L.
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 140 26 <0.5 <0.5 18.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 19 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 120 26 <0.5 <0.5 13.9 1,1-dichloroethene detected at 15 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 140 31 <0.5 <0.5 13.1 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 24 µg/L.  
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 110 22 <0.5 <0.5 11.9 Chloromethane detected at 0.9 µg/L.  
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 160 28 <0.5 <0.5 15.3 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 31 µg/L.  
11/17/04 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 120 <50 33 6.5 <0.50 <0.50 120 1,1-Dichloroethene detected at 5.5 µg/L.  

MW-30 03/23/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND -- -- -- -- --
11/05/93 ND ND ND 2.8 ND ND -- -- -- -- --
02/25/94 1.3 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 -- -- -- -- --
06/03/94 1.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <20,000 -- -- -- -- --
08/31/94 0.8 <0.3 <0.3 <0.6 <500 <500 -- -- -- -- --
12/22/94 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 0.98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <400 -- -- -- -- --
06/09/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
09/21/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 -- -- -- -- --
12/12/95 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
03/12/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <50 -- -- -- -- --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- --
01/16/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.6 80 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.9 --
07/07/97 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 -- -- -- -- <0.5
01/27/98 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 100 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/98 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- -- -- -- -- <0.5
04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
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MTBE  
µg/L Notes

1,1-
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

MW-30 08/04/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
(cont.) 10/24/00 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 1.3 µg/L.  
01/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/30/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 140 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-32 03/23/93 391 6.2 3.1 9 440 ND ND 60 ND ND --
07/27/93 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 14 ND ND --
11/05/93 20 ND 1.8 2.1 170 ND ND 7.9 ND ND --
02/25/94 5.6 <1 <1 <1 <100 <1,000 <1 <1 <1 <1 --
06/03/94 120 1.3 <0.5 1.4 350 <20,000 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 --
08/31/94 39 0.5 2.2 1.2 <500 <500 <4.0 10 <4.0 <4.0 --
12/22/94 4.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <50 <2.0 4.6 <2.0 <2.0 -- Non-diesel peak reported.
03/13/95 220 3.6 6.5 5.8 1,100 <400 <0.5 16 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/09/95 1,500 7.9 43 14 2,200 180 0.7 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 --
09/21/95 1,200 2.4 72 4.5 2,300 60 <0.5 6.7 <0.5 1.4 --
12/12/95 230 <0.5 8.9 <1.0 500 <50 <0.5 28 <0.5 <0.5 --
03/12/96 40 <0.5 1.7 <0.5 110 <50 <0.5 6.8 <0.5 <0.5 --
06/21/96 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
08/29/96 150 <0.5 49 <0.5 700 <150 <0.5 27 <0.5 <0.5 --
01/16/97 14 <0.5 1.9 <0.5 150 <150 <0.5 10 <0.5 0.7 -- cis-1,2-DCE detected, 0.8 µg/L.
07/07/97 370 11 110 21 1,600 190 -- -- -- -- 11
01/27/98 13 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 300 -- <0.5 7.5 <0.5 <0.5 2.5
07/22/98 700 55 88 66 2,300 -- -- -- -- -- 14
07/22/99 59.0 0.80 1.80 <0.5 900 220 <0.5 5.9 <0.5 <0.5 8.70
10/28/99 95 2.5 2.1 1.6 500 <200 <0.5 12 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 7.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <250 <0.5 4.3 <0.5 <0.5 1.10
04/27/00 240 7.0 12 18.8 800 250 <0.5 9.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 620 3.0 14 4.1 1,300 <250 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 430 4.30 5.50 8.80 1,200 260 <0.5 7.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 42 1.5 0.90 2.8 280 <250 <0.5 5.7 <0.5 <0.5 3.6
04/26/01 268 13.0 22.1 22.0 780 <250 <0.5 6.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 29.4 <0.5 0.52 0.51 320 <250 <0.5 6.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/29/01 16.1 2.01 1.14 3.96 <200 <500 <0.5 5.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 12.0 <0.5 0.70 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 4.9 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 cis 1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 1.3 µg/L.
04/29/02 188 5.52 9.70 13.0 680 <250 <0.5 6.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 4.84 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 4.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 20.72 0.76 0.86 2.08 <200 <250 <0.5 5.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 6.02 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 3.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 23.60 1.68 0.67 3.91 <200 <250 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 2.0 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 2.1 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

MW-33 04/07/99 0.60 <0.5 0.90 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 8.90 <0.5 1.00 <0.5 <50 <200 0.6 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 40 0.9 21 3.8 200 <200 0.8 1.3 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 20 0.7 12 10.0 380 <250 0.9 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 1.30
04/27/00 6.9 <0.5 6.4 <0.5 <100 250 4.3 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 31 0.5 20 1.0 150 550 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 89 1.5 36 3.9 350 <250 <0.5 2.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 6.8 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 <50 <250 1.9 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 0.7
04/26/01 6.61 0.56 1.63 0.61 <200 <250 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 4.43 2.61 1.34 6.6 <200 <250 2.2 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L.
10/29/01 14.2 <0.5 0.63 <1.0 <200 <500 1.3 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 1.1 0.5 <0.5 3.8 <0.5 Dichlorodiflouromethane detected at 1.9 µg/L.;  

cis 1,2-Dichloroethene detected at 8.9 µg/L.
04/29/02 14.6 <0.5 1.41 <1.0 <200 <250 0.8 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodiflouromethane detected at 1.9 µg/L.

MW-100 07/06/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.
10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0
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Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

MW-? 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 430 -- -- -- -- <0.5

PR-26 07/26/99 20,000 15,000 1,100 7,250 82,500 11,000 -- -- -- -- 33.0
10/26/99 28,000 25,000 2,300 8,400 110,000 60,000 <0.5 24 -- <0.5 --

PR-45 07/26/99 13,200 8,200 2,600 15,600 82,500 39,000 -- -- -- -- 35.0
10/28/99 12,000 8,200 1,700 8,500 45,000 25,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 24,000 25,000 10,000 53,000 360,000 82,000 <0.5 4.0 <0.5 <0.5 1,000
04/27/00 17,000 9,500 16,000 92,000 1,300,000 20,300 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/04/00 20,000 8,800 2,600 16,000 73,000 54,500 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 26,000 12,000 4,000 20,000 96,000 36,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0 Chloroethane detected at 6.0 µg/L.  
04/27/01 16,200 8,600 3,220 19,000 178,000 22,700 <0.5 14 <0.5 <0.5 <25 Chloroethane detected at 4.6 µg/L.
07/30/01 14,500 8,900 4,400 24,700 132,000 29,700 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 <50 Chloromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L;  

Chloroethane detected at 11 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.5 µg/L.

10/29/01 12,600 6,650 2,260 12,400 86,100 50,000 <0.5 7.8 <0.5 <0.5 <25 Chloroethane detected at 6.0 µg/L.
01/29/02 8,930 4,860 2,640 12,700 114,000 19,400 <0.5 30 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 7.5 µg/L.
05/16/02 14,300 2,630 1,580 7,780 125,000 15,600 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 7.3  µg/L.

PR-52 07/26/99 12,000 1,720 750 12,400 172,000 40,000 <0.5 1.8 <0.5 <0.5 217 Methylene chloride detected at 7.9 µg/L.
10/28/99 19,000 530 1,800 5,800 40,000 450,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 22,000 1,600 4,100 15,800 200,000 140,000 <0.5 1.3 <0.5 <0.5 430
04/28/00 20,000 2,200 4,700 18,600 270,000 88,000 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <5.0
08/04/00 26,000 1,600 2,900 15,000 150,000 110,000 <0.5 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 52,000 13,000 41,000 180,000 650,000 280,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
01/31/01 81,000 840 57,000 210,000 5,300,000 276,000 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 500 Chloroethane detected at 2.4 µg/L;  

Methylene chloride detected at 0.6 µg/L. 
04/27/01 25,000 16,300 14,700 55,000 886,000 134,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,040 Chloroethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
07/30/01 31,100 2,480 13,500 51,700 340,000 185,000 <0.5 1.3 <0.5 <0.5 2,510  Chloromethane detected at 13 µg/L;    

Chloroethane detected at 46 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.6 µg/L.

10/29/01 22,700 1,630 3,070 11,500 126,000 140,000 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <50 Chloromethane detected at 0.6 µg/L;    
Chloroethane detected at 4.0 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 0.7 µg/L.

01/29/02 21,500 1,840 4,540 16,800 517,000 272,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 44.1 Chloroethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
05/16/02 31,600 53,600 43,800 216,000 2,020,000 75,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 63.5 Chloroethane detected at 8.3 µg/L.

PR-53 07/26/99 31,000 12,000 1,900 8,800 110,000 98,000 <0.5 43 <0.5 <0.5 43.0 Methylene chloride detected at 6.2 µg/L.
10/27/99 17,000 3,900 890 3,320 54,000 16,000 <0.5 18 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 21,000 5,000 1,200 5,300 65,000 9,400 0.6 20 <0.5 <0.5 67.0  Methylene chloride detected at 0.8 µg/L.
04/28/00 34,000 30,000 9,300 51,000 730,000 104,000 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 340
08/04/00 35,000 17,000 3,800 24,000 180,000 69,500 <0.5 1.7 <0.5 <0.5 110
10/24/00 99,000 110,000 80,000 640,000 580,000 380,000 <5.0 5.0 <5.0 <5.0 380
01/31/01 66,000 15,000 28,000 140,000 2,400,000 960,000 <0.5 1.5 <0.5 <0.5 660 Chloroethane detected at 1.7 µg/L;  

Methylene chloride detected at 0.9 µg/L.
04/27/01 55,500 10,000 23,700 137,000 4,240,000 806,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5,000 Chloroethane detected at 1.7 µg/L; 

Methylene chloride detected at 1.1 µg/L.  
10/29/01 46,500 9,520 12,900 74,000 1,630,000 130,000 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <500 Chloroethane detected at 3.0 µg/L;                        

Methylene chloride detected at 0.9 µg/L.
01/29/02 33,000 7,340 10,300 41,800 495,000 462,000 <0.5 1.8 <0.5 <0.5 122 Chloroethane detected at 3.2 µg/L.
05/16/02 35,800 10,500 18,700 130,000 3,280,000 113,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 242

PR-54 07/26/99 32,000 22,000 1,500 21,800 170,000 28,000 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 56.0 Methylene chloride detected at 2.5 µg/L.
10/26/99 27,000 10,000 3,700 19,500 190,000 350,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 27,000 23,000 9,900 50,000 960,000 110,000 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 1,000
04/28/00 24,000 14,000 1,200 9,000 76,000 80,000 <1.0 1.6 <1.0 <1.0 300
08/04/00 27,000 7,600 1,400 11,000 120,000 54,500 <0.5 2.0 <0.5 <0.5 200
10/24/00 23,000 4,400 2,000 13,000 140,000 96,000 <0.5 2.3 <0.5 <0.5 <100 Chloroethane detected at 5.3 µg/L;    

Methylene chloride detected at 2.3 µg/L.
01/31/01 30,000 8,300 3,300 21,000 220,000 236,000 <0.5 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 480 Chloroethane detected at 2.8 µg/L;

Methylene chloride detected at 1.7 µg/L.        
04/27/01 26,100 8,650 2,120 15,900 51,300 108,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <500 Chloroethane detected at 3.0 µg/L.
07/30/01 31,700 18,000 9,880 58,400 320,000 71,200 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 2,750 Chloromethane detected at 2.2 µg/L;

Chloroethane detected at 22 µg/L;              
Methylene chloride detected at 2.6 µg/L.  

10/30/01 25,400 11,300 3,500 18,800 222,000 530,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 276 Chloroethane detected at 7.4 µg/L;  
Methylene chloride detected at 2.0 µg/L.

01/29/02 13,300 9,850 4,240 33,100 108,000 48,000 <0.5 7.5 <0.5 <0.5 51.3 Chloroethane detected at 6.2 µg/L.
05/16/02 27,900 34,500 5,630 36,400 324,000 172,000 <5.0 43 <5.0 <5.0 251 Chloroethane detected at 9.8 µg/L.

PR-64 07/26/99 22,000 18,000 1,700 10,300 110,000 -- <0.5 130 <0.5 <0.5 35.0 Methylene chloride detected at 1.4 µg/L.
10/27/99 11,000 7,400 1,200 3,900 66,000 50,000 <0.5 110 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 22,000 20,000 6,000 17,000 120,000 40,000 <0.5 >50 <0.5 <0.5 110
04/28/00 19,000 16,000 1,800 13,900 130,000 78,000 <1.0 67 <1.0 <1.0 300
05/16/02 18,300 40,100 10,400 104,000 30,600,000 419,000 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <500

PR-65 07/26/99 12,000 1,400 1,300 13,000 68,000 16,500 <0.5 2.6 <0.5 <0.5 20.0
10/26/99 14,000 2,300 1,800 11,000 65,000 50,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --

PR-68 07/26/99 1,900 24.0 27.0 62.0 4,900 11,000 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 4.40
10/26/99 2,800 36 86 62 8,000 2,800 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
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PR-76 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5
10/22/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/04 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 85 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

V-24 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 120 <250 -- -- -- -- 0.5

V-31 07/26/99 7,000 600 550 1,370 17,500 5,350 -- -- -- -- 19.0
10/26/99 7,000 120 850 950 18,000 3,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --

V-46 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 270 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

V-55 07/22/99 8,000 480 740 2,880 30,000 2,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 13.0
10/28/99 11,000 59 1,200 317 28,000 38,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 2,200 59 760 350 7,900 10,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 9.70
04/28/00 2,900 510 440 2,340 14,000 26,500 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/03/00 9,400 380 720 2,200 28,000 70,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 11,000 140 900 1,300 30,000 51,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <12
01/31/01 4,600 57 550 1,200 34,000 88,500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 44
04/26/01 6,400 61.5 250 336 34,200 227,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
10/30/01 5,360 70.0 1,090 1,450 32,700 78,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
01/29/02 1,660 140 492 818 12,000 4,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 5,170 95.1 572 523 30,600 35,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1.06

V-72 07/26/99 13,500 6.80 1.10 3.90 3,900 12,900 <0.5 11 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 2,900 58 21 47.7 6,000 48,000 <0.5 3.4 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 670 8.2 <0.5 17.8 890 6,100 <0.5 3.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/28/00 130 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 200 5,950 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/04/00 460 0.8 <0.5 0.6 440 4,120 <0.5 2.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 2,700 3.2 0.5 2.3 3,500 17,000 <0.5 4.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/01 1,240 2.05 <0.5 2.78 1,310 6,290 <0.5 5.1 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
07/30/01 1,790 69.8 1.22 2.50 1,490 4,290 <0.5 6.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.5 µg/L.
10/29/01 1,330 4.38 0.55 3.32 1,960 -- <0.5 5.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.1 µg/L.
01/29/02 655 6.40 <0.5 8.00 1,840 2,250 <0.5 3.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.
05/16/02 43.8 1.09 <0.5 4.36 230 5,120 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 1.8 µg/L.

V-84 07/26/99 2,400 440 80.0 340 8,700 2,350 <0.5 2.4 <0.5 <0.5 6.40
10/26/99 1,100 130 46 108 4,000 700 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/09/00 300 30 8.9 53 2,300 1,100 <0.5 1.2 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/28/00 30 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 100 550 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <0.5
08/04/00 900 110 34 120 2,700 1,380 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 2,000 480 24 110 48,000 1,900 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 68 1.3 5.3 8.2 970 1,820 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 925 97.0 45.4 59.7 2,360 1,180 <0.5 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 1,720 282 50 359 8,100 7,040 <0.5 1.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 870 250 27.6 167 8,960 -- <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/29/02 197 4.90 1.70 3.60 640 500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 318 34.4 15.4 18.4 1,070 400 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

29 (CC-1) 07/23/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 1.4 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 1.12 0.56 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

10/22/02 1.38 14.6 2.44 16.4 220 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 92.0
Chloromethane detected at 1.3 µg/L,    Chloroform 
detected at 4.7 µg/L.

11/15/02 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 2.6 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/14/03 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.7 µg/L.
04/27/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
11/17/04 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <50 <50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 <5.0

30 (CC-2) 07/22/99 0.90 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/28/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/08/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <250 <0.5 0.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 340 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <2.5
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/30/01 <0.5 1.43 <0.5 1.63 <200 <250 <0.5 1.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 2.8 µg/L.
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MTBE  
µg/L Notes

1,1-
DCA   
µg/L

1,2-
DCA   
µg/L

1,1,1-
TCA   
µg/L

TCE   
µg/L

Table 3: Historical Groundwater Sample Results (1993 - 2008)

Well Number Date 
Sampled

Benzene   
µg/L

Toluene    
µg/L

Ethyl-
Benzene  

µg/L

Xylenes   
µg/L

TPH-G      
µg/L

TPH-D     
µg/L

30 (CC-2) 10/29/01 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <0.5 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
(cont.) 01/28/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 1.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 3.8 µg/L.

04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 2.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.86 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 3.6 µg/L.
10/10/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.6 µg/L.
11/15/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroform detected at 0.5 µg/L.
05/06/03 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

81 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <150 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
07/22/99 0.70 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

94 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 170 -- -- -- -- <0.5
07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

210 02/05/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 960 -- -- -- -- <0.5

223 10/26/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 <200 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 640 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/27/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <100 250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
08/03/00 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 680 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/23/00 1.30 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chlorobenzene detected at 0.9 µg/L.
01/31/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 390 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1,2-Dichlorobenzene detected at 0.5 µg/L.
07/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Dichlorodifluoromethane detected at 0.5 µg/L.  
10/30/01 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <500 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloromethane detected at 0.8 µg/L.  
01/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/29/02 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <1.0 <200 <250 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

224 07/26/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 640 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

239 07/26/99 55,000 85.0 1,500 190 30,000 -- <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 5.30
10/26/99 23,000 53 1,500 103.2 28,000 10,000 <0.5 <0.5 -- <0.5 --
02/10/00 40,000 48 1,900 52 44,000 21,000 <0.5 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 14.0
04/28/00 25,000 540 2,000 710 36,000 12,500 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0 <5.0
08/04/00 25,000 220 1,900 920 45,000 32,500 <0.5 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/24/00 24,000 100 1,500 390 50,000 50,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
01/31/01 23,000 84 1,900 200 52,000 112,000 <0.5 0.9 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
04/26/01 23,900 113 1,990 590 298,000 143,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
07/30/01 30,200 384 2,000 966 66,500 19,100 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
10/30/01 41,200 273 1,470 215 54,300 120,000 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50
01/28/02 24,500 228 1,670 352 112,000 6,900 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 Chloroethane detected at 0.6 µg/L.
04/29/02 25,900 280 1,380 491 71,600 9,400 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

241 04/07/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <250 -- -- -- -- <0.5

249 07/22/99 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <200 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
SB-16 05/20/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 530 <50 530 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-17 05/22/08 12,000 3,200 17,000 560,000 120,000 560,000 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-18 05/22/08 50,000 2,300 46,000 23,000 190,000 23,000 NA 2,200 NA NA NA
SB-19 05/22/08 <12 220 <12 1,600 8,200 1,600 NA <12 NA NA NA
SB-20/ PCB-7 05/22/08 41,000 3,000 30,000 47,000 170,000 47,000 NA 930 NA NA NA
SB-21/ PCB-8 05/23/08 12,000 2,600 20,000 3,500 110,000 3,500 NA <250 NA NA NA
SB-22 05/22/08 27,000 13,000 39,000 73,000 870,000 73,000 NA <2,500 NA NA NA
SB-24/ PCB-1 05/21/08 1.1 <0.50 <0.50 360 <50 360 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-25/ PCB-2 05/21/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 140 <50 140 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-26 05/22/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 270 <50 270 NA <0.50 NA NA NA
SB-27/ PCB-3 05/20/08 <0.50 <0.50 <0.50 NA NA NA NA <0.50 NA NA NA

Notes:
ND Not detected.
NA Not analyzed or not sampled.
µg/L Micrograms per liter.
TPH-G Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline.
TPH-D Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as diesel.
1,1-DCA 1,1-Dichloroethane.
1,1-DCA 1,2-Dichloroethane.
cis-1,1-DCE 1,1-Dichloroethene.
1,1,1-TCA 1,1,1-Trichloroethane.
1,2-DCE cis 1,2-Dichloroethylene.
TCE Trichloroethene.
MTBE Methyl tertiary butyl ether.

10/22/02 Data was confirmed anomalous by resampling on 11/15/02.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION   

Many of the assumptions used in the screening level human health risk evaluation – 
regarding the representativeness of the sampling data, human exposures, fate and 
transport modeling, and chemical toxicity – are conservative, follow agency guidance, 
and reflect a 90th or 95th percentile value rather than a typical or average value.  The use 
of several conservative exposure and toxicity assumptions can introduce considerable 
uncertainty into the human health screening evaluation.  By using conservative exposure 
or toxicity estimates, the evaluation can develop a significant conservative bias that may 
result in the calculation of significantly higher cancer risks or noncancer hazards than are 
actually posed by the chemicals present in soil, soil gas, and groundwater.  The key 
uncertainties in the human health screening evaluation are discussed below.  This 
uncertainty analysis focuses on the site-specific assumptions contributing most to 
uncertainty in the risk and hazard calculations, and does not assess the validity of default 
assumptions used in the health screening evaluation.  The parameters evaluated in the 
uncertainty analysis are: representative concentrations in soil gas, soil properties, and 
building air exchange rate.   

The uncertainties associated with representative concentrations in soil gas, soil properties, 
and building air exchange rate are discussed below.  Two sensitivity analyses have been 
performed, to bound the range of potential risks and hazards associated with the 
uncertainties in these three input parameters.  The first sensitivity analysis combines the 
most conservative options of the three parameters, to produce a high-end estimate of 
potential risk and hazard.  The second sensitivity analysis combines the least conservative 
options of the three parameters, to produce a low-end estimate of potential risks and 
hazards.  The baseline health risk evaluation, the results of which are presented in 
Section 7 of the main report, is based on a combination of assumptions regarding these 
three parameters, based primarily on DTSC vapor intrusion guidance (Cal/EPA, 2005b), 
and represents a relatively conservative estimate of potential risk and hazard.  The 
conceptual differences between the three evaluations are summarized in the following 
table.   

Summary of Health Risk Evaluations

Evaluation
Where 
Documented

Soil Gas 
Concentrations Soil Properties

Building 
Ventilation Rate

High-end estimate Appendix C Maxima Default Default

Baseline estimate Main report Maxima Site-specific Default

Low-end estimate Appendix D Averages Site-specific Site-specific
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2.0 Uncertainty in Representative Concentrations in Soil Gas  

As discussed in Sections 4.5.1, and 4.5.2 of the main report, the baseline analyses of 
vapor transport from soil gas to indoor air and outdoor air are based on the historical 
maximum detected concentration of each COPC in soil gas, from the combined 1999 and 
2008 datasets.  This assumption is consistent with current DTSC vapor intrusion 
guidance (Cal/EPA, 2005b), which recommends the use of maximum detected soil gas 
concentrations in vapor intrusion screening risk evaluations.  It should be noted that this 
recommendation is based on an assumed scenario of residential development on quarter-
acre lots, with soil gas data collected at this same density (quarter-acre density is 
equivalent to 100-foot spacing between sampling locations), so that the worst-case 
residence is evaluated.  At this site, however, soil gas sampling has been performed at a 
much greater density, including numerous samples collected beneath the one on-site 
commercial building (see ECM Figures 2 and 9 in Appendix A).  Furthermore, the 1999 
results are generally higher than the 2008 results and so provide most of the maximum 
concentrations, but are likely to be less representative of current site conditions than the 
2008 data.  Therefore, the use of average, rather than historical maximum, soil gas 
concentrations is arguably more appropriate for estimating the long-term average indoor 
air concentrations associated with vapor intrusion into the onsite commercial building.  
The sensitivity of the results of the health risk evaluation to the use of maximum versus 
average concentrations of COPCs in soil gas is discussed below in Section 5.0.   

3.0 Uncertainty in Soil Properties   

As discussed in Sections 4.5.1, and 4.5.2 of the main report, the baseline analyses of 
vapor transport from soil gas to indoor air and outdoor air are based on site-specific soil 
properties (total porosity, water-filled porosity, and bulk density) as recommended in the 
DTSC vapor intrusion guidance (Cal/EPA, 2005b).  These properties were measured 
during the January 2009 site investigation.  While measured site-specific soil properties 
are likely to be most representative of actual site soil conditions, these site-specific 
properties are less conservative than the DTSC/HERD default soil properties (Cal/EPA, 
2005a).  The sensitivity of the results of the health risk evaluation to the use of default 
versus site-specific soil properties is discussed below in Section 5.0.   

4.0 Uncertainty in Building Air Exchange Rate   

The predicted vapor intrusion transport of COPCs from soil gas into the onsite building is 
dependent upon the building air exchange rate; specifically, predicted concentrations of 
COPCs in indoor air are inversely proportional to the air exchange rate.  As noted in 
Section 4.5.1 of the main report, the baseline vapor intrusion transport analysis assumes 
the DTSC/HERD default air exchange rate of 1 building volume per hour (Cal/EPA, 
2005a).  This default air exchange rate is conservative and very likely underestimates the 
actual air exchange rate of the existing onsite commercial building.  The existing onsite 
building is an old, warehouse-type structure with several rollup doors; a reasonable 
estimate of the actual air exchange rate of this structure, based on engineering judgment, 
is 4 building volumes per hour.  The sensitivity of the results of the health risk evaluation 
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to the use of a default versus site-specific building air exchange rate is discussed below in 
Section 5.0.   

5.0 High-end and Low-end Estimates of Potential Risk and Hazard  

As discussed above, uncertainties exist in the human health risk evaluation regarding 
representative concentrations of COPCs in soil gas, soil properties, and building air 
exchange rate.  The baseline health risk evaluation, the results of which are summarized 
in Section 7 of the main report, is based on a combination of assumptions regarding these 
three parameters; these assumptions are consistent with DTSC vapor intrusion guidance 
(Cal/EPA, 2005b) and produce a reasonably conservative estimate of potential risk and 
hazard.   

Discussed here are two sensitivity analyses which bound the range of potential risks and 
hazards associated with the uncertainties in these three input parameters.  The first 
sensitivity analysis combines the most conservative, but likely least representative, 
options of the three parameters, to produce a high-end estimate of potential risk and 
hazard.  The second sensitivity analysis combines the least conservative, but likely most 
representative, options of the three parameters, to produce a low-end estimate of potential 
risks and hazards.   

The high-end estimate of potential risk and hazard is based on a combination of historical 
maximum concentrations of COPCs in soil gas, DTSC/HERD default soil properties, and 
the DTSC/HERD default building air exchange rate.  This worst-case estimate is likely 
the least representative of actual exposures and associated health effects, of the three 
evaluations.  This analysis is documented in Tables C-1 through C-5 of Appendix C.  The 
results of this high-end estimate may be summarized as follows.   

• Using default soil properties, the estimated cancer risk for onsite indoor 
commercial/industrial workers, associated with vapor intrusion (the only complete 
exposure pathway for this receptor), is 6.7×10-5, which is within the 1×10-6 to 
1×10-4 risk management range (see Table C-4).  The estimated noncancer hazard 
index is 0.44, which is below the threshold hazard index of 1 (see Table C-5).   

• Using default soil properties, the estimated cancer risk for onsite outdoor intrusive 
construction workers, summed across the four complete exposure pathways, is 
9.8×10-5, which is within the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk management range (see 
Table C-4).  The estimated noncancer hazard index is 21, which is above the 
threshold hazard index of 1 (see Table C-5).   

• Using default soil properties, the estimated cancer risk for offsite residents, 
associated with inhalation of volatile COPCs in indoor or outdoor air that have 
migrated downwind from the site (the only complete exposure pathway for this 
receptor), is 6.9×10-6, which is within the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk management range 
(see Table C-4).  The estimated noncancer hazard index is 0.069, which is below 
the threshold hazard index of 1 (see Table C-5).   
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The low-end estimate of potential risk and hazard is based on a combination of average 
concentrations of COPCs in soil gas, site-specific soil properties, and site-specific 
building air exchange rate.  This estimate is likely the most representative of actual 
exposures and associated health effects, of the three evaluations.  This analysis is 
documented in Tables D-1 through D-6 of Appendix C.  The results of this low-end 
estimate may be summarized as follows.   

• Using average concentrations of COPCs in soil gas and a site-specific building air 
exchange rate, the estimated cancer risk for onsite indoor commercial/industrial 
workers, associated with vapor intrusion (the only complete exposure pathway for 
this receptor), is 1.7×10-7, which is below the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk management 
range (see Table D-5).  The estimated noncancer hazard index is 0.0011, which is 
below the threshold hazard index of 1 (see Table D-6).   

• Using average concentrations of COPCs in soil gas and a site-specific building air 
exchange rate, the estimated cancer risk for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers, summed across the four complete exposure pathways, is 9.8×10-5, which 
is within the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk management range (see Table D-5).  The 
estimated noncancer hazard index is 21, which is above the threshold hazard 
index of 1 (see Table D-6).   

• Using average concentrations of COPCs in soil gas and a site-specific building air 
exchange rate, the estimated cancer risk for offsite residents, associated with 
inhalation of volatile COPCs in indoor or outdoor air that have migrated 
downwind from the site (the only complete exposure pathway for this receptor), is 
3.5×10-8, which is below the 1×10-6 to 1×10-4 risk management range (see 
Table D-5).  The estimated noncancer hazard index is 0.00033, which is below the 
threshold hazard index of 1 (see Table D-6).   

The following conclusions may be drawn regarding the sensitivity of the results of the 
human health risk evaluation to the uncertainties regarding representative concentrations 
of COPCs in soil gas, soil properties, and building air exchange rate.   

• Estimated potential risk and hazard for onsite indoor commercial/industrial 
workers range over approximately 2-1/2 orders of magnitude.  The high-end 
estimates are approximately 8 times greater than the baseline estimates presented 
in Section 7 of the main report.  The low-end estimates are less than the baseline 
estimates by a factor of approximately 47.   

• Estimated potential risk and hazard for onsite outdoor intrusive construction 
workers are not sensitive to these uncertainties, as the estimated potential health 
effects for this receptor are driven by dermal contact with groundwater.   

• Estimated potential risk and hazard for offsite residents range over approximately 
2 orders of magnitude.  The high-end estimates are approximately 17 times 
greater than the baseline estimates presented above in Section 7 of the main 
report.  The low-end estimates are less than the baseline estimates by a factor of 
approximately 11.   
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Table C-1.  Johnson and Ettinger Model Inputs – High-end Estimate

Parameter Symbol Value Units Reference

Building Properties

Depth below grade to bottom of enclosed space floor  LF 15 cm DTSC/HERD default (Cal/EPA, 2005a; 2005b)

Area of enclosed space below grade Ab,sg 2.05E+07 cm2 Site-specific

Building air exchange rate AXRb 1 hr-1 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Building height Bh 503 cm Site-specific

Building ventilation rate Qb 2.86E+06 cm3/s Calculated:  Ab,sg x AXRb x Bh

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 102 L/min Calculated (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 1707 cm3/s Calculated via units conversion

Soil Properties

Average soil temperature Ts 17 oC Site-specific (USEPA, 2004)

SCS soil type – Herd Default – Site-specific

Dry bulk density ρb 1.50 g/cm3 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Total porosity n 0.430 cm3/cm3 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Water-filled porosity θw 0.150 cm3/cm3 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Air-filled porosity θa 0.280 cm3/cm3 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)
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CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

620 91 3.6E-04 2.2E-01

40,000 91 3.1E-04 1.2E+01

310 91 4.5E-04 1.4E-01

420 91 3.0E-04 1.3E-01

440 91 3.3E-04 1.5E-01

160 91 2.8E-04 4.5E-02

170 91 3.3E-04 5.7E-02

75 91 3.6E-04 2.7E-02

480 91 3.0E-04 1.4E-01

2,900 91 2.7E-04 7.9E-01

210 91 2.7E-04 5.8E-02

460 91 2.7E-04 1.3E-01

10,000 91 2.7E-04 2.7E+00

140 91 2.8E-04 4.0E-02

140 91 3.3E-04 4.7E-02

140 91 3.1E-04 4.4E-02

140 91 2.8E-04 4.0E-02

500 91 3.2E-04 1.6E-01

2,600 91 3.7E-04 9.6E-01

7,700 91 2.9E-04 2.2E+00

3,700 91 2.7E-04 1.0E+00

550 91 2.8E-04 1.5E-01

63,000 91 4.2E-04 2.7E+01

500 91 3.3E-04 1.7E-01

1,200 91 3.3E-04 4.0E-01

550 91 2.9E-04 1.6E-01

350 91 3.4E-04 1.2E-01

150 91 2.8E-04 4.2E-02

1,100 91 2.8E-04 3.1E-01

420 91 3.3E-04 1.4E-01

Styrene

Tetrachloroethene (PCE)

Tetrahydrofuran

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE)

Methylene chloride

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone)

2-Propanol

Ethylbenzene

4-Ethyltoluene

Heptane

Hexane

1,4-Dichlorobenzene

Carbon disulfide

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12)

Ethanol

1,4-Dioxane

1,1-Dichloroethane

1,2-Dichloroethane

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE)

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE)

Chloromethane (methyl chloride)

Cyclohexane

Benzene

1,3-Dichlorobenzene

Chemical of Potential Concern

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone)

1,2-Dichlorobenzene

Chlorobenzene

Table C-2. Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in the Indoor Air of the 
Onsite Building – High-end Estimate

Chloroform

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Acetone

1,3-Butadiene

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling
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CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

Chemical of Potential Concern

Table C-2. Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in the Indoor Air of the 
Onsite Building – High-end Estimate

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling

32,000 91 3.1E-04 9.9E+00

190 91 2.9E-04 5.5E-02

190 91 2.9E-04 5.6E-02

200 91 3.1E-04 6.2E-02

270 91 2.9E-04 7.9E-02

2,900 91 2.5E-04 7.4E-01

3,600 91 2.5E-04 9.1E-01

19,000 91 3.0E-04 5.8E+00

(1)

(2)

(3)

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene

Toluene

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene

Xylenes

1,1,1-Trichloroethane

Trichloroethene (TCE)

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11)

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113)

Non source-related inputs to the Johnson and Ettinger Model are documented in Table C-1.  Shown here are the results of the 
Johnson and Ettinger Model, consisting of, for each chemical of potential concern, the predicted attenuation factor (α) and the 
predicted concentration of the chemical in indoor air (CIA).  

This vapor intrusion transport analysis is based on maximum concentrations of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in soil gas from 
the August 1999 and May 2008 site investigations (see Table 1).  Chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) with respect to vapor 
intrusion are those VOCs detected above reporting limits in at least one soil gas sample.   

Notes:

The shallower sampling depth between the 1999 and 2008 sampling events, 3 feet below ground surface, is used in the model 
because it is a more conservative assumption, i.e. , it produces higher indoor air concentrations.
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Acetone 8.8E-03

Benzene 4.0E-01

1,3-Butadiene 8.8E-03

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 3.9E-03

Carbon disulfide 5.2E-03

Chlorobenzene 1.3E-03

Chloroform 2.0E-03

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.1E-03

Cyclohexane 4.4E-03

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3E-02

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 1.6E-03

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.6E-03

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 7.5E-02

1,1-Dichloroethane 1.2E-03

1,2-Dichloroethane 1.7E-03

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 1.4E-03

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 1.2E-03

1,4-Dioxane 5.3E-03

Ethanol 3.9E-02

Ethylbenzene 6.6E-02

4-Ethyltoluene 2.9E-02

Heptane 4.4E-03

Hexane 1.4E+00

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 5.8E-03

Methylene chloride 1.4E-02

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 4.7E-03

2-Propanol 4.2E-03

Styrene 1.2E-03

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 9.0E-03

Tetrahydrofuran 4.9E-03

Toluene 3.2E-01

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1.7E-03

Table C-3.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Outdoor 
Air and in Offsite Air – High-end Estimate
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Table C-3.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite Outdoor 
Air and in Offsite Air – High-end Estimate

Trichloroethene (TCE) 1.7E-03

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 2.0E-03

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 2.4E-03

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 2.0E-02

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 2.5E-02

Xylenes 1.8E-01
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Table C-4.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – High-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone NC NC – – – – NC

Benzene 6.1E-05 8.9E-09 5.2E-08 7.1E-08 7.5E-05 7.5E-05 5.9E-06

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 2.6E-10 2.6E-10 –

1,3-Butadiene 4.1E-06 1.2E-09 – – – 1.2E-09 7.8E-07

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Carbon disulfide NC NC – – – – NC

Chlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – NC – –

Chloroform 5.3E-08 8.5E-12 – – 5.1E-10 5.2E-10 5.7E-09

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 8.4E-09 1.5E-12 – – 2.8E-10 2.8E-10 1.0E-09

Cyclohexane NC NC – – – – NC

1,2-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,3-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC – – NC

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2.5E-07 3.2E-11 6.6E-12 9.1E-12 – 4.8E-11 2.1E-08

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,1-Dichloroethane 1.1E-08 1.5E-12 – – 4.7E-09 4.7E-09 1.0E-09

1,2-Dichloroethane 1.7E-07 2.7E-11 7.5E-11 1.0E-10 2.2E-07 2.2E-07 1.8E-08

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,4-Dioxane 2.1E-07 3.2E-11 – – – 3.2E-11 2.1E-08

Ethanol NC NC – – – – NC

Ethylbenzene 9.4E-07 1.3E-10 6.9E-09 9.5E-09 2.2E-05 2.2E-05 8.5E-08

4-Ethyltoluene NC NC – – – – NC

Heptane NC NC – – – – NC

Hexane NC NC – – – – NC

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 7.4E-09 1.2E-12 5.6E-13 7.7E-13 9.0E-09 9.0E-09 7.9E-10

Methylene chloride 6.8E-08 1.1E-11 – – 2.0E-10 2.1E-10 7.2E-09

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker
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Table C-4.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – High-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker

2-Propanol NC NC – – – – NC

Styrene NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 4.8E-10 4.8E-10 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 3.2E-07 4.2E-11 – – – 4.2E-11 2.8E-08

Tetrahydrofuran 4.8E-08 7.6E-12 – – – 7.6E-12 5.1E-09

Toluene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,1,1-Trichloroethane NC NC – – NC – NC

Trichloroethene (TCE) 1.9E-08 2.7E-12 – – 2.9E-10 3.0E-10 1.8E-09

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) NC NC – – – – NC

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

Xylenes NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Cumulative Risk 6.7E-05 1.0E-08 5.9E-08 8.1E-08 9.7E-05 9.8E-05 6.9E-06

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 

(2) "NC" indicates chemical is classified as a noncarcinogen.
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Table C-5.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – High-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone 3.5E-06 1.6E-08 – – – 1.6E-08 6.3E-07

Benzene 2.0E-01 7.3E-04 9.0E-03 1.2E-02 1.3E+01 1.3E+01 3.0E-02

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 6.9E-06 6.9E-06 –

1,3-Butadiene 3.3E-02 2.4E-04 – – – 2.4E-04 9.8E-03

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 1.2E-05 4.2E-08 – – – 4.2E-08 1.7E-06

Carbon disulfide 1.0E-04 4.1E-07 – – – 4.1E-07 1.7E-05

Chlorobenzene 2.2E-05 7.3E-08 2.2E-08 3.0E-08 4.5E-05 4.5E-05 3.0E-06

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – 2.5E-05 2.5E-05 –

Chloroform 9.1E-05 3.7E-07 – – 1.1E-04 1.1E-04 1.5E-05

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 1.4E-04 6.5E-07 – – 5.9E-05 6.0E-05 2.7E-05

Cyclohexane 1.1E-05 4.0E-08 – – – 4.0E-08 1.6E-06

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1.9E-03 6.2E-06 8.9E-06 1.2E-05 8.2E-06 3.6E-05 2.5E-04

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2.6E-04 8.6E-07 3.3E-07 4.5E-07 – 1.6E-06 3.5E-05

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 7.5E-05 2.5E-07 2.8E-06 3.9E-06 – 7.0E-06 1.0E-05

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 6.4E-03 2.1E-05 – – 6.1E-06 2.7E-05 8.4E-04

1,1-Dichloroethane 3.9E-05 1.3E-07 – – 2.9E-04 2.9E-04 5.4E-06

1,2-Dichloroethane 5.6E-05 2.3E-07 5.6E-06 7.7E-06 1.6E-02 1.6E-02 9.2E-06

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 3.0E-04 1.1E-06 – – 2.6E-04 2.6E-04 4.6E-05

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 5.4E-04 1.8E-06 – – 2.0E-04 2.0E-04 7.5E-05

1,4-Dioxane 2.6E-05 9.7E-08 – – – 9.7E-08 4.0E-06

Ethanol 4.4E-04 2.0E-06 – – – 2.0E-06 8.2E-05

Ethylbenzene 1.1E-03 3.6E-06 4.4E-04 6.1E-04 1.4E+00 1.4E+00 1.5E-04

4-Ethyltoluene 4.8E-03 1.6E-05 – – – 1.6E-05 6.4E-04

Heptane 1.0E-04 3.4E-07 – – – 3.4E-07 1.4E-05

Hexane 1.8E-02 1.1E-04 – – – 1.1E-04 4.6E-03

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 2.7E-05 1.1E-07 2.5E-08 3.5E-08 4.1E-04 4.1E-04 4.3E-06

Methylene chloride 4.8E-04 1.9E-06 – – 1.7E-05 1.9E-05 7.7E-05

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil
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Table C-5.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – High-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 2.5E-05 8.6E-08 – – – 8.6E-08 3.5E-06

2-Propanol 8.1E-06 3.3E-08 – – – 3.3E-08 1.4E-06

Styrene 2.2E-05 7.4E-08 – – – 7.4E-08 3.0E-06

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 3.1E-05 3.1E-05 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 4.2E-03 1.4E-05 – – – 1.4E-05 5.7E-04

Tetrahydrofuran 2.2E-05 8.9E-08 – – – 8.9E-08 3.6E-06

Toluene 1.6E-02 5.8E-05 1.9E-03 2.6E-03 1.5E+00 1.5E+00 2.4E-03

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 2.7E-05 9.2E-08 – – 2.3E-07 3.2E-07 3.8E-06

Trichloroethene (TCE) 4.5E-05 1.6E-07 – – 5.3E-03 5.3E-03 6.3E-06

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 4.2E-05 1.5E-07 – – – 1.5E-07 6.3E-06

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 1.3E-06 4.4E-09 – – – 4.4E-09 1.8E-07

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 5.1E-02 1.6E-04 – – – 1.6E-04 6.4E-03

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 7.3E-02 2.2E-04 – – – 2.2E-04 9.2E-03

Xylenes 2.8E-02 1.0E-04 1.3E-03 1.8E-03 4.7E+00 4.7E+00 4.1E-03

Cumulative Hazard 4.4E-01 1.7E-03 1.3E-02 1.7E-02 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 6.9E-02

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Acetone 180

Benzene 2,900

1,3-Butadiene 51

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 70

Carbon disulfide 62

Chlorobenzene 20

Chloroform 35

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 9.9

Cyclohexane 72

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 210

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 27

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 45

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 940

1,1-Dichloroethane 32

1,2-Dichloroethane 32

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 32

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 32

1,4-Dioxane 71

Ethanol 350

Ethylbenzene 330

4-Ethyltoluene 290

Heptane 72

Hexane 4,400

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 64

Methylene chloride 77

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 77

2-Propanol 52

Styrene 20

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 80

Tetrahydrofuran 63

Toluene 1,300

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 39

Trichloroethene (TCE) 36

Table D-1.  Average Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Soil Gas
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Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Table D-1.  Average Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Soil Gas

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 39

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 50

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 210

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 250

Xylenes 890

Notes:

(1)

(2) Concentration units are micrograms per cubic meter (μg/m 3).

(3)

Soil gas samples were collected at depths of 3 and 5 feet below ground surface (bgs) in 1999 and 2008, respectively.

Representative concentration is the mean of all samples collected in 1999 and 2008.  For purposes of this averaging, non-detect results are 
assumed equal to one-half the reporting limit.
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Table D-2.  Johnson and Ettinger Model Inputs – Low-end Estimate

Parameter Symbol Value Units Reference

Building Properties

Depth below grade to bottom of enclosed space floor  LF 15 cm DTSC/HERD default (Cal/EPA, 2005a; 2005b)

Area of enclosed space below grade Ab,sg 1.00E+06 cm2 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Building air exchange rate AXRb 4 hr-1 DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Building height Bh 503 cm DTSC default (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Building ventilation rate Qb 5.59E+05 cm3/s Calculated:  Ab,sg x AXRb x Bh

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 5 L/min Calculated (Cal/EPA, 2005b)

Vapor flow rate into building Qsoil 83 cm3/s Calculated via units conversion

Soil Properties

Average soil temperature Ts 17 oC Site-specific (USEPA, 2004)

SCS soil type – Site-specific – Site-specific

Dry bulk density ρb 1.79 g/cm3 Site-specific average

Total porosity n 0.339 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average

Water-filled porosity θw 0.236 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average

Air-filled porosity θa 0.103 cm3/cm3 Site-specific average
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CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

180 91 2.5E-05 4.4E-03

2,900 91 8.7E-06 2.5E-02

51 91 2.2E-05 1.1E-03

70 91 1.7E-05 1.2E-03

62 91 1.0E-05 6.3E-04

20 91 7.4E-06 1.5E-04

35 91 1.0E-05 3.6E-04

9.9 91 1.2E-05 1.2E-04

72 91 7.9E-06 5.7E-04

210 91 7.1E-06 1.5E-03

27 91 7.0E-06 1.9E-04

45 91 7.1E-06 3.2E-04

940 91 6.6E-06 6.2E-03

32 91 7.4E-06 2.4E-04

32 91 1.1E-05 3.4E-04

32 91 8.8E-06 2.8E-04

32 91 7.4E-06 2.4E-04

71 91 6.0E-05 4.3E-03

350 91 6.5E-05 2.3E-02

330 91 7.5E-06 2.5E-03

290 91 6.8E-06 2.0E-03

72 91 7.0E-06 5.0E-04

4,400 91 1.8E-05 8.0E-02

64 91 1.1E-05 6.9E-04

77 91 1.0E-05 7.8E-04

77 91 1.1E-05 8.1E-04

52 91 4.4E-05 2.3E-03

20 91 7.2E-06 1.4E-04

80 91 7.2E-06 5.7E-04

63 91 1.5E-05 9.4E-04

Styrene

Tetrachloroethene (PCE)

Tetrahydrofuran

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE)

Methylene chloride

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone)

2-Propanol

Ethylbenzene

4-Ethyltoluene

Heptane

Hexane

1,4-Dichlorobenzene

Carbon disulfide

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12)

Ethanol

1,4-Dioxane

1,1-Dichloroethane

1,2-Dichloroethane

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE)

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE)

Chloromethane (methyl chloride)

Cyclohexane

Benzene

1,3-Dichlorobenzene

Chemical of Potential Concern

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone)

1,2-Dichlorobenzene

Chlorobenzene

Table D-3. Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in the Indoor Air of the 
Onsite Building – Low-end Estimate

Chloroform

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Acetone

1,3-Butadiene

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

CSG Depth α CIA

(µg/m3) (cm) (µg/m3)

Chemical of Potential Concern

Table D-3. Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in the Indoor Air of the 
Onsite Building – Low-end Estimate

Modeled Soil Gas 
Source

Results of Vapor Intrusion 
Modeling

1,300 91 8.6E-06 1.1E-02

39 91 7.7E-06 3.0E-04

36 91 7.9E-06 2.8E-04

39 91 8.6E-06 3.3E-04

50 91 7.7E-06 3.9E-04

210 91 6.1E-06 1.3E-03

250 91 6.1E-06 1.5E-03

890 91 8.4E-06 7.5E-03

(1)

(2)

(3)

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene

Toluene

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene

Xylenes

1,1,1-Trichloroethane

Trichloroethene (TCE)

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11)

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113)

Non source-related inputs to the Johnson and Ettinger Model are documented in Table D-1.  Shown here are the results of the 
Johnson and Ettinger Model, consisting of, for each chemical of potential concern, the predicted attenuation factor (α) and the 
predicted concentration of the chemical in indoor air (CIA).  

This vapor intrusion transport analysis is based on average concentrations of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in soil gas from 
the August 1999 and May 2008 site investigations (see Table 1).  Chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) with respect to vapor 
intrusion are those VOCs detected above reporting limits in at least one soil gas sample.   For the purpose of calculating average 
concentrations, non-detect results are assumed equal to one-half the laboratory reporting limit. 

Notes:

The shallower sampling depth between the 1999 and 2008 sampling events, 3 feet below ground surface, is used in the model 
because it is a more conservative assumption, i.e. , it produces higher indoor air concentrations.
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Acetone 2.8E-04

Benzene 1.7E-03

1,3-Butadiene 8.2E-05

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 6.7E-05

Carbon disulfide 4.2E-05

Chlorobenzene 9.5E-06

Chloroform 2.4E-05

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 8.0E-06

Cyclohexane 3.7E-05

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 9.5E-05

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 1.2E-05

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2.0E-05

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 4.0E-04

1,1-Dichloroethane 1.5E-05

1,2-Dichloroethane 2.2E-05

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 1.9E-05

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 1.5E-05

1,4-Dioxane 4.4E-04

Ethanol 2.6E-03

Ethylbenzene 1.6E-04

4-Ethyltoluene 1.3E-04

Heptane 3.3E-05

Hexane 5.7E-03

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 4.5E-05

Methylene chloride 5.1E-05

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 4.8E-05

2-Propanol 2.0E-04

Styrene 9.3E-06

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 3.7E-05

Tetrahydrofuran 6.5E-05

Toluene 7.3E-04

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 2.0E-05

Table D-4.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite 
Outdoor Air and in Offsite Air – Low-end Estimate
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Chemical of Potential Concern Concentration

(μg/m3)

Table D-4.  Exposure Point Concentrations of Chemicals of Potential Concern in Onsite 
Outdoor Air and in Offsite Air – Low-end Estimate

Trichloroethene (TCE) 1.8E-05

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 2.2E-05

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 2.5E-05

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 8.3E-05

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 9.8E-05

Xylenes 4.9E-04
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table D-5.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – Low-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone NC NC – – – – NC

Benzene 1.2E-07 3.7E-11 5.2E-08 7.1E-08 7.5E-05 7.5E-05 2.5E-08

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 2.6E-10 2.6E-10 –

1,3-Butadiene 3.3E-08 1.1E-11 – – – 1.1E-11 7.3E-09

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Carbon disulfide NC NC – – – – NC

Chlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – NC – –

Chloroform 3.3E-10 1.0E-13 – – 5.1E-10 5.1E-10 6.7E-11

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 3.7E-11 1.1E-14 – – 2.8E-10 2.8E-10 7.5E-12

Cyclohexane NC NC – – – – NC

1,2-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,3-Dichlorobenzene NC NC NC NC – – NC

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 6.2E-10 1.8E-13 6.6E-12 9.1E-12 – 1.6E-11 1.2E-10

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,1-Dichloroethane 6.6E-11 2.0E-14 – – 4.7E-09 4.7E-09 1.3E-11

1,2-Dichloroethane 1.2E-09 3.6E-13 7.5E-11 1.0E-10 2.2E-07 2.2E-07 2.4E-10

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) NC NC – – NC – NC

1,4-Dioxane 5.6E-09 2.7E-12 – – – 2.7E-12 1.8E-09

Ethanol NC NC – – – – NC

Ethylbenzene 1.1E-09 3.1E-13 6.9E-09 9.5E-09 2.2E-05 2.2E-05 2.1E-10

4-Ethyltoluene NC NC – – – – NC

Heptane NC NC – – – – NC

Hexane NC NC – – – – NC

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 3.1E-11 9.1E-15 5.6E-13 7.7E-13 9.0E-09 9.0E-09 6.1E-12

Methylene chloride 1.3E-10 4.0E-14 – – 2.0E-10 2.0E-10 2.7E-11

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) NC NC – – – – NC

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table D-5.  Summary of Estimated Cancer Risks – Low-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Commercial Worker Age-adjusted Offsite Resident

Soil

Onsite Intrusive Construction Worker

2-Propanol NC NC – – – – NC

Styrene NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 4.8E-10 4.8E-10 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 5.9E-10 1.7E-13 – – – 1.7E-13 1.2E-10

Tetrahydrofuran 3.2E-10 1.0E-13 – – – 1.0E-13 6.8E-11

Toluene NC NC NC NC NC – NC

1,1,1-Trichloroethane NC NC – – NC – NC

Trichloroethene (TCE) 9.7E-11 2.9E-14 – – 2.9E-10 2.9E-10 1.9E-11

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) NC NC – – – – NC

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) NC NC – – – – NC

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene NC NC – – – – NC

Xylenes NC NC NC NC NC – NC

Cumulative Risk 1.7E-07 5.2E-11 5.9E-08 8.1E-08 9.7E-05 9.8E-05 3.5E-08

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 

(2) "NC" indicates chemical is classified as a noncarcinogen.
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Table D-6.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – Low-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Acetone 6.9E-08 4.9E-10 – – – 4.9E-10 2.0E-08

Benzene 4.0E-04 3.0E-06 9.0E-03 1.2E-02 1.3E+01 1.3E+01 1.2E-04

Bromodichloromethane – – – – 6.9E-06 6.9E-06 –

1,3-Butadiene 2.7E-04 2.2E-06 – – – 2.2E-06 9.1E-05

2-Butanone (methyl ethyl ketone) 1.1E-07 7.4E-10 – – – 7.4E-10 3.0E-08

Carbon disulfide 4.3E-07 3.3E-09 – – – 3.3E-09 1.3E-07

Chlorobenzene 7.1E-08 5.2E-10 2.2E-08 3.0E-08 4.5E-05 4.5E-05 2.1E-08

Chloroethane (ethyl chloride) – – – – 2.5E-05 2.5E-05 –

Chloroform 5.7E-07 4.3E-09 – – 1.1E-04 1.1E-04 1.8E-07

Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 6.4E-07 4.9E-09 – – 5.9E-05 5.9E-05 2.0E-07

Cyclohexane 4.5E-08 3.4E-10 – – – 3.4E-10 1.4E-08

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3.6E-06 2.6E-08 8.9E-06 1.2E-05 8.2E-06 2.9E-05 1.1E-06

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 8.7E-07 6.4E-09 3.3E-07 4.5E-07 – 7.9E-07 2.6E-07

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1.9E-07 1.4E-09 2.8E-06 3.9E-06 – 6.8E-06 5.7E-08

Dichlorodifluoromethane (Freon 12) 1.5E-05 1.1E-07 – – 6.1E-06 6.2E-06 4.5E-06

1,1-Dichloroethane 2.3E-07 1.7E-09 – – 2.9E-04 2.9E-04 7.0E-08

1,2-Dichloroethane 4.1E-07 3.0E-09 5.6E-06 7.7E-06 1.6E-02 1.6E-02 1.2E-07

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) 1.9E-06 1.5E-08 – – 2.6E-04 2.6E-04 5.9E-07

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) 3.3E-06 2.4E-08 – – 2.0E-04 2.0E-04 9.8E-07

1,4-Dioxane 6.8E-07 8.1E-09 – – – 8.1E-09 3.3E-07

Ethanol 1.0E-05 1.3E-07 – – – 1.3E-07 5.5E-06

Ethylbenzene 1.2E-06 8.8E-09 4.4E-04 6.1E-04 1.4E+00 1.4E+00 3.6E-07

4-Ethyltoluene 9.5E-06 7.0E-08 – – – 7.0E-08 2.9E-06

Heptane 3.4E-07 2.6E-09 – – – 2.6E-09 1.0E-07

Hexane 5.5E-05 4.4E-07 – – – 4.4E-07 1.8E-05

Methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) 1.1E-07 8.2E-10 2.5E-08 3.5E-08 4.1E-04 4.1E-04 3.3E-08

Methylene chloride 9.3E-07 7.0E-09 – – 1.7E-05 1.7E-05 2.9E-07

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil
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Screening Health Risk Evaluation
1310 14th Street, Oakland, California

May 18, 2009

Table D-6.  Summary of Estimated Noncancer Hazard Indices – Low-end Estimate

Indoor Air Outdoor Air Total Indoor/Outdoor Air

Chemical of Potential Concern Inhalation Inhalation Ingestion Dermal Contact Dermal Contact Inhalation

Groundwater

Onsite Intrusive Construction WorkerOnsite Commercial Worker Child Offsite Resident

Soil

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (methyl isobutyl ketone) 1.3E-07 8.8E-10 – – – 8.8E-10 3.6E-08

2-Propanol 1.6E-07 1.6E-09 – – – 1.6E-09 6.5E-08

Styrene 7.7E-08 5.7E-10 – – – 5.7E-10 2.3E-08

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane – – – – 3.1E-05 3.1E-05 –

Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 7.9E-06 5.8E-08 – – – 5.8E-08 2.4E-06

Tetrahydrofuran 1.5E-07 1.2E-09 – – – 1.2E-09 4.9E-08

Toluene 1.8E-05 1.3E-07 1.9E-03 2.6E-03 1.5E+00 1.5E+00 5.5E-06

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1.4E-07 1.1E-09 – – 2.3E-07 2.3E-07 4.4E-08

Trichloroethene (TCE) 2.3E-07 1.7E-09 – – 5.3E-03 5.3E-03 6.9E-08

Trichlorofluoromethane (Freon 11) 2.3E-07 1.7E-09 – – – 1.7E-09 7.0E-08

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 6.2E-09 4.6E-11 – – – 4.6E-11 1.9E-09

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 8.8E-05 6.5E-07 – – – 6.5E-07 2.6E-05

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 1.2E-04 8.9E-07 – – – 8.9E-07 3.6E-05

Xylenes 3.6E-05 2.7E-07 1.3E-03 1.8E-03 4.7E+00 4.7E+00 1.1E-05

Cumulative Hazard 1.1E-03 8.1E-06 1.3E-02 1.7E-02 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 3.3E-04

Notes:

(1) "–" indicates chemical was not determined to be a COPC for the respective pathway. 
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Appendix B: Site Conceptual Model Figures 
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Revised Site Conceptual Model –
Nov. 2008
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Figure

6

Revised Site Conceptual Model –
Nov. 2008

N-S Cross Section
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Figure

16

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

TPHg Soil Sample Results
> 500 mg/kg – Plan View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

17

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

TPHg Soil Sample Results
> 500 mg/kg – South View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

18

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
E-W Cross Section

TPHg Soil Sample Results
(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

19

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
N-S Cross Section

TPHg Soil Sample Results
(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

20

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

TPHd Soil Sample Results
> 500 mg/kg - Plan View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure
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Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

TPHd Soil Sample Results
> 500 mg/kg – South View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

22

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
E-W Cross Section

TPHd Soil Sample Results 
(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

23

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
N-S Cross Section

TPHd Soil Sample Results (August 1999 and 
May 2008 Data)
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Figure

24

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

Benzene Soil Sample Results
> 0.5 mg/kg – Plan View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

25

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
3D Interpolation of

Benzene Soil Sample Results
> 0.5 mg/kg – South View

(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

26

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
E-W Cross Section

Benzene Soil Sample Results
(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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Figure

27

Revised Site Conceptual Model – Nov. 2008
N-S Cross Section

Benzene Soil Sample Results  
(August 1999 and May 2008 Data)
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NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM APRIL 26-28, 2000 SAMPLING 
EVENT.
3.  TPHg = TOTAL PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS AS GASOLINE
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Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations,TPHg (April 2000)
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SB23

SB24/PCB-1

NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM MAY 20-23, 2008 SAMPLING 
EVENT.
3.  TPHg = TOTAL PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS AS GASOLINE
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Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations,TPHg (May 2008)
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NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM APRIL 26-28, 2000 SAMPLING 
EVENT.
3.  TPHd = TOTAL PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS AS DIESEL
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Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations, TPHd (April 2000)
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SB23

SB24/PCB-1

NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM MAY 20-23, 2008 SAMPLING 
EVENT.
3.  TPHd = TOTAL PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS AS DIESEL
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Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations, TPHd (May 2008)
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NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM APRIL 26-28, 2000 SAMPLING 
EVENT.

<250

1 µg/L

100 µg/L

1,000 µg/L

10,000 µg/L

25,000 µg/L

50,000 µg/L

CONCENTRATION

1,100

<0.5

0.7

<0.5

<0.5

<0.5

<0.5

240

6.9

17,000

20,000

34,000

24,000

19,000

2,900

130

30

<0.5

<0.5

25,000

                            

N

Former Nestlé Oakland Facility
1310 14th Street  
Oakland, California - 94607

SCALE (FEET)
0 20 40

FigureENVIRONMENTAL COST MANAGEMENT, INC.
Managing Cost and Liability

660 Baker Street, Suite 253 l Costa Mesa, CA 92626
Tel: (714) 662-2759 l Fax: (714) 662-2758

P
ro

j. 
M

an
ag

er
P

ro
je

ct
:

e

D
ra

fte
r: 

C
hk

d 
by

: 
Fi

le
 P

at
h:

D
at

e 
dr

af
te

d:

32

Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations, Benzene (April 2000)
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SB23

SB24/PCB-1

NOTES:
1.  CONCENTRATIONS REPORTED IN MICROGRAMS PER LITER (µg/L) 
FOR WATER.  
2.  SAMPLE RESULTS ARE TAKEN FROM MAY 20-23, 2008 SAMPLING 
EVENT.
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Revised Site Conceptual Model - Nov. 2008

Groundwater Isoconcentrations, Benzene (May 2008)
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Former Nestle USA, Inc. Facility
1310 14th Street
Oakland, California 94607

Figure

34

Revised Site Conceptual Model
November 2008

Historical LPH Thickness at 6 wells
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Appendix C: Covenant and Environmental Restriction (Deed Restriction) 
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Appendix D: Risk Management Plan 
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