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Asset Management
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Supervising Hazardous Materials
Specialist

Alameda County Health Care
Services Agency

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Powell Street Plaza

Dear Susan,

Thank you again for your assistance with the fuel leak site case closure for Powell Street
Plaza. | have received a copy of your letter dated September 27, 2001 confirming the
completion of the investigation and cleanup of the reported release at the subject site.

Under the Site Investigation and Cleanup Summary you indicated that “an approved long
term risk management plan (RMP) should be implemented to address residual soil and
groundwater contamination left at the site during any construction activities at the subject
site.” Please confirm that the Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management Strategy for
Petroleum Product, dated July 1997 and amended on March 22, 2001 prepared and
submitted by Geomatrix, is the approved RMP referenced in your September 27 letter.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Very truly yours,
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Jeffrey D Mills
Directar
Asset Management



LOP - CHANGE RECORD REQUEST FORM printed:
08/30/2001
Mark Out What Needs Changing and Hand to LOP Data Entry
(Name/Address changes go to Annual Programs Data Entry)
Insp:
AGENCY # : 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F SUBSTANCE: 12034
StID : 1184 LOC: -0-
SITE NAME: PIE Freight Terminal Site DATE REPORTED : 08/14/1986
ADDRESS : 5500 Eastshore Hwy DATE CONFIRMED: 08/14/1986
CITY/ZIP : Emeryville 94608 MULTIPLE RPs : Y
SITE STATUS
CASE TYPE: O CONTRACT STATUS: 4 PRIOR CODE:2B3 EMERGENCY RESP: -0-
RP SEARCH: S DATE COMPLETED: 03/15/1992
PRELIMINARY ASMNT: C DATE UNDERWAY: 09/16/1986 DATE COMPLETED: 12/18/1987.
REM INVESTIGATION: C DATE UNDERWAY: 04/28/1988 DATE COMPLETED: 06/03/1988
REMEDIAL ACTION: U DATE UNDERWAY: 05/11/1989 DATE COMPLETED: -0-
POST REMED ACT MON:- DATE UNDERWAY: -0O- DATE COMPLETED: -0-
ENFORCEMENT ACTION TYPE: 1 DATE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 03/15/1992

LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSID: 3HSCAWG

CASE CLOSED: -
DATE EXCAVATION STARTED :

DATE CASE CLOSED: -0-
11/11/1986 REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: ED,ET,IT,GT

RESPONSIBLE PARTY INFORMATION
Ms. Maria Burgi
Aetna Realty Investorg, Inc.
1740 Technoleogy Dbr. #600
San Jose CA 95110

RP#1-CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE:

RP#2-CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE:

Mr. Thomas Gram

Former Eastshore Partners
5800 Shellmound St. #210
Emeryville, C A 94608

INSPECTOR VERIFICATION:

NAME SIGNATURE DATE

DATA ENTRY INPUT:

Name/Address Changes Only Case Progress Changes

ANNPGMS LOP DATE “ LOP DATE




E_L_go, Susan, Env. Health

From: Blair, Mary E.[SMTP:MBlair@mofo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2001 4:27 PM

To: 'shugo@co.alameda.ca.us'’; 'knishiok@co.alameda.ca.us'

Cc: 8andals, Barry S.; ‘jeff.mills@ubs.com’; ‘thomas.enger@ubs.com’; 'anita.hochstein@ubs.com’;
Macera, Kamen (Kay) M.

Subject: Powell Street Covenant

1132776 Aetna COMPARERITEREPO
greement 7-10-01 Covenant  RT-$F-1116079 DOC

Barry Sandals asked that | send you the following:

Here is a new draft that incorporates the points discussed at our July 9
meeting. The first attachment is a clean copy of the new draft. The second
attachment is a redline showing ¢hanges against our June 21 draft. Thank
you for your courtesy and cooperation.

<<1132776 Aetna Agreement 7-10-01 Covenant.doc>>
<<COMPARERITEREPORT-SF-1116079.D0C>>

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged.
Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for the addressee),
you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any information
contained in the message. If you have received the message in error, please
advise the sender by reply e-mail @mofo.com, and delete the message.
Thank you very much.
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Mo, Susan, Env. Health

From: Mills Jeffrey[SMTP:Jeff Mills@ubs.com]

Sent; Tuesday, June 26, 2001 1:04 PM

To: Susan Env. Health Hugo (E-mail)

Ce: Barry Sandals (E-mail); Hochstein Anita; Fraulino Jeffrey; Lee Dodge (E-mail); Erik Skov (E-
mail); Wayne Wendie; Canning Paul; Garrett Delehanty (E-mail)

Subject: Powell Street Plaza

It has been a couple of days since we last spoke and | wanted to ensure that
we are working together to close out the issues with Powell Street Plaza.

Please be informed that we have instructed URS to abandon the monitoring
wells at Powell Street Plaza, They are working with their contractors and
attempting to complete this work early next week.

| have also been informed by URS that they have forwarded to you the final
report from the laboratory that tested the sample pulled from the site for

the presence of MTBE. Please call Lee Dodge at URS immediately if you have
not received this information.

In addition, we still have some unresolved issues with the "Covenant”. Qur
timing with the sale of the property is growing short and we need to come to
a resolution shortly. As we have discussed, the remaining issues are legal
issues that require county counsel's blessing before we proceed. As neither
you nor | are attorney's, we request that our attorney, Mr. Barry Sandals,
speak directly with the county counsel in order to ensure that our concerns
are presented in a clear and concise manner. We welcome your pariicipation
in this call in case there are any business or technical issues that also

need further clarification by the county counsel. However, a call directly
between the aftorneys is the most expeditious manner in which to resolve
this issue.

Please call me if you would like to participate in this call. Otherwise, |

will ask Barry to contact county counsel directly in the next day or so.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Page 1



Hugo, Susan, Env. Health —_—

From: Nishioka, Krisida, County Counsel
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2001 2:41 PM
To: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

Cce: Washington, Brian, County Counsel
Subject: RE: Deed Restrictions

Importance: High

Dear Susan, BRI

| looked at the deed restrictions and they are unacceptable because they give up too
many environmental protections and they fail to give sufficient notice to successor
owners. | would not approve the deed restrictions sent by the attorneys for Mortenson
Development company. They will need to use our normal deed restriction that is
already approved.

Do you need anything further from me?

Krisida
--—Qriginal Message-—-
From: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2001 12:57 PM
To: Nishioka, Krisida, County Counsel
Cc: Levi, Ariu, Env. Health
Subject: Deed Restrictions

Importance: High

Hi Krishida;

Ouir office is working on closing two site remediation cases which required deed restrictions. We have
provided them with the standard deed restriction model which your office approved as to form, The
responsible parties for both sites have submitted deed restrictions that have been modified by their legal
counsel.

Our office is requesting your review of the modified deed restrictions before Mee Ling sign them.

The legal counsels for both parties were instructed not to contact your office directly but one of them
contacted Brian Washington in your office without our approval.

Can | forward these deed restrictions to you ?

The responsible parties would like to know the time frame as both properties are in the middle of property
transfers.

Please let me know.

Thanks

Susan L Huge

Environmentfal Health Depantment
(510) 567-6780

Page 1



Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

From: Nishioka, Krisida, County Counsel
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2001 9:58 AM
To: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

Subject: RE: Deed Restrictions

I would be happy to speak with Stuart Block. Please give him my number 777 2222, |
will also insist they use the standard form.

---—-QOriginal Message-----

From: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

Sent; Tuesday, June 26, 2001 9:38 AM
To: Nishioka, Krisida, County Counssl
Cc: Levi, Ariu, Env. Heaith

Subject: RE: Deed Resfrictions

Importance; High
Thanks Krishida.

I talked to Mortenson's attorney, Stuart Block. He requested if he can discuss the issue with you because they
have a problem with the lender if the standard form deed restriction is to be used. | insisted that they use the
standard form which they claim is very conservative.

Please advise.

From:  Nishioka, Krisida, County Counsel
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2001 2:41 PM
To: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

Cc: Washington, Brian, County Counsel
Subject: RE: Deed Restrictions
Importance: High

Dear Susan,

| looked at the deed restrictions and they are unacceptable because they give up
too many environmental protections and they fail to give sufficient notice to
successor owners. | would not approve the deed restrictions sent by the
attorneys for Mortenson Development company. They will need to use our
normal deed restriction that is already approved.

Do you need anything further from me?

Krisida
--—---Criginal Message-----
From: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2001 12:57 PM

To: Nishicka, Krisida, County Counsel
Cce: Levi, Arlu, Env. Health

Subject: Deed Restrictions
Importance; High
Hi Krishida;

Our office is working on closing two site remediation cases which required deed restrictions. We have
provided them with the standard deed restriction model which your office approved as to form. The
responsible parties for both sites have submitted deed restrictions that have been modified by their
legal counsel.
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Our office is requesting your review of the modified deed restrictions before Mee Ling sign them.

The legal counseis for both parties were instructed not to contact your office directly but one of them
contacted Brian Washington in your office without our approval.

Can | forward these deed restrictions to you ?

The responsibie parties would like to know the time frame as both properties are in the middle of
property transfers.

Please let me know.

Thanks

Susan L. Hugo

Environmenial Health Depariment
{510) 567-6780

Page 2
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JUN 1 5 2001

Environmental Health Services
Alameda County Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94501

Aftention: Ms. Susan L. Hogo
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Dear Ms. Hugo:

Powell Street Plaza
Closure Summary Information

We have finished reviewing documents related to the remediation of impacted soil and
groundwater. My sources included files at the Alameda County Health Care Services Agency as
well as those in our files and those of Tom Graf of Geomatrix. Please note that there are
bracketed numbers scattered throughout the attachment; they refer to source documents related to
that particular question. The e-mail vou received earlier Tuesday said you would be receiving a
hard copy, this is it. Should you have ANY questions or need assistance please call myself or
Erik Skov at (415) 896-5858. We are as familiar as you with respect to the need for promptness
and therefore we're here to assist you should you call. Please don't hesitate to ask.

Very truly yours,

CORPORAT!

,_

Lee Dodge, P.E.
Senior Civil Engineer

R CD 0IMLDO23 doc



Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

From: Hugo, Susan, Env. Health

Sent: Wednesday, June 086, 2001 6:22 PM

To: ‘Jeff Mills’

Cc: Levi, Ariu, Env. Health

Subject: Deed Restrictions for Powell Street Plaza

Importance: High

Hi Jeff:
Attached is the deed restriction you previously forwarded to me. Please note my comments in red.
{ want to confirm that you got my voice mail message this afternoon that the deed restriction should be sent to our

office here and not directly to county counsel. | wiil review your revision and if | don't have any issues | will
forward the deed restriction to county counsel.

Powell Street Plaza
Deed Restrictiondec

Thanks

Susan L Hugo

Environmentai Health Depariment
{510) 567-6780

Page 1



ﬂt_xgo, Susan, Env. Health

To: Jeff Milis
Subject: RE: Powell Street Plaza
Importance: High

Please forward the deed restriction to me and | will review and forward the document to county counsel. | was
advised by our chief that the deed restriction should be reviewed by our office and then we forward the document
to county counsel. | have reviewed your deed restrictions.

From: Mifts Jeffrey[SMTP: Jeff Mills@ubs.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2001 3:44 PM

To: Susan Env. Health Hugo (E-mail)

Ce: Barry Sandals (E-mall); 'bsandals@pacbell net'
Subject: Powell Street Plaza

Importance: High

<<File: PSP redlined comparison to County's form.DOC>>
As promised,

attached is a copy of the redlined version of the latest draft of the deed
restriction for Powell Street Plaza. In order to avoid confusion, we have

not incorporated the changes that were requested during today's conference
call. in this way, this version should be a direct comparison between the
standard Alameda County form and the draft that we presented 1o you. We of
course intend to make those changes discussed today upon completion of the
review and discussion of this document with the County's Attorney's office.

Please forward this electronic copy to Ms. Crisida Nishioka as soon as
possible. Barry Sandais and | are eager to discuss this document with Ms.
Nishioka and will make ourselves available at her earliest convenience. As
we have discussed, we have selected a buyer for this property and obtaining
closure on this issue is paramount to closing our sale with the buyer.

As always, ! appreciate all the effort that you have dedicated towards

assisting us with this process and ensuring that it is and has been
expedited as quickly as reasonably possible. Thank you.

This is the redlined version.

<<P&P redlined comparison to County's form.DOC>>

Page 1



MoRRISON & FOERSTER Lrr

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
PALO ALTO BUENOS AIRES
WALNUT CREEK 425 MARKET STREET LONDON
SACRAMENTO SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-2482 BRUSSELS
ORANGE COUNTY TELEPHONE (415) 263-7000 BEIING

SAN DIEGO TELEFACSIMILE (415} 268-7522 HONG KONG
DENVER SINGAPORE
WASHINGTON, D.C. TOKYO

May 29, 2001

Writer’s Direct Contact

(415) 268-7117
bsandals@mofo.com

O
e

BY HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

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

Re: Powell Street Plaza/Covenant

Dear Susan;

My letter to you of Thursday, May 24, indicated that 1 would follow up with a
“hard copy” of Exhibit A (the property description) for the covenant, and one is
enclosed with this letter.

Enclosure

yours,

é
/
Barlfy S. Sandals

cc w/encl.(by fax): Paul Canning

sf-1106772

Garrett Delehanty
Lee Dodge
Jeffrey Fraulino
Anita Hochstein
Jeff Mulls



LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Portion of Parcel B as shown on Map No. 4223, Filed January 17, 1984, in Book 141 of Parcel
Maps, at Pages 91 and 92, Alameda County Records.

Southerly 350 feet of said Parcel B, more particularly described as:

Beginning at the southeast corner of Parce]l B as shown on said map; said point also lying on the
westerly right-of-way line of Shellmound Street; THENCE along the southerly line of said
Parcel B South 75°44°45” West 557.35 feet to the easterly right-of-way line of the Eastshore
Freeway as shown on said map; THENCE along said right-of-way line North 17°26733” West
350.54 feet; THENCE North 75°44°45” East 638.46 feet to the westerly right-of-way line of
Shellmound Street; THENCE along said right-of-way line South 04°16°15” East 355.38 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING.

See Exhibit ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.




p)
m -

Ao =

— T F

— 2

=

,oSERR G O

RR75425 O

= 'Z

o )

o N

NG

'_-14\—“ ":‘

- 0

\ =

ey

—~

100 0 100 200
s }
Scale 17 = 100
EXHIBIT 'A' - Cullen Engineering Associates, Inc. SCALE: _ AS NOTED
SOUTHERLY 350 FEET et Clvil Engineering - Surveying gﬁ;ﬁN — 4"2:3:;'
OF PARCEL B 1060 Adumma Sirset, dutie A - F.0, Hox 691 L . CHECKED BY:  DWC
APPROVED 1Y (T07) 746-9219  Fax (707) 7458430 piot ime: 55 o Kt e B0 Sou 1524, o1 2] * | PROVECT NOi 01122




MOoRRISON & FOERSTER iie

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
PALO ALTO BUENOS AIRES
WALNUT CREEK 425 MARKET STREET LONDON
SACRAMENTO SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-2482 BRUSSELS
ORANGE COUNTY TELEPHONE (415) 268-7000 BEIING

SAN DIEGO TELEEACSIMILE (415) 268-7522 HONG KONG
DENVER SINGAPORE
WASHINGTON, D.C. TOKYO

May 24, 2001

‘Writer’s Direct Contact

(415) 268-7117
bsandals@mofo.com

By Telecopier

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Powell Street Plaza/Covenant
Dear Susan:

My e-mail to you of Friday, May 18, indicated that I would follow up with the
referenced Exhibit A (the property description) for the covenant. The enclosed is a fax

version of Exhibit A, but I will send you a “hard” copy tomorrow.

Veryt urs,

Enclosure

cc w/encl. (by fax): Paul Canning
Lee Dodge
Jeffrey Fraulino
Anita Hochstein
Jeff Mills

s-1106772



LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Portion of Parcel B as shown on Map No. 4223, Filed January 17, 1984, in Book 141 of Parce}
Maps, at Pages 91 and 92, Alameda County Records.

Southerly 350 feet of said Parcel B, more particularly described as:

Beginning at the southeast corner of Parcel B as shown on said map; said point also lying on the
westerly right-of-way line of Shellmound Street: THENCE along the southerly line of said
Parcel B South 75°44°45™ West §57.35 feet to the easterly right-of-way line of the Eastshore
Freeway as shown on said map; THENCE along said right-of-way line North 17°26733” West o

Bk

350.54 feet: THENCE. North 75°44°45” Bast £38.45 £zt 4o the westerly right-of-way line of
Shellmound Street; THENCE along said right-of-way line South 04°16°15™ East 355.38 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING. )

See Exhibit ‘A’ attached hereto and made a part hereof,
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MAY 24 'B1 12:25PM MOFO FAX CTR 415-2687522

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLF

Attorneys at Law
425 Market Street

San Francisco, California 94105-2482
Telephone: (415) 268-7000

Facstmile: (415) 268-7522

P.1-4

To: Ms. Susan L. Hago Facsimile: (510) 337-9335
Alameda County Environmental Health Services Telephone: (510) 567-6700
To: Paul Canning Facsimile: (860) 275-2109
UBS Brinson Realty Investors, LLC Telephone: (860) 275-2564
To: Lee Dodge Facsimile: (415) 882-926]
UBS Brinson Realty Investors, LLC Telephone: (415) 243-3752
To: Jeffrey Fraulino Facsimile: (860) 275-3634
UBS Brinson Realty Investors, LLC Telephone: (860) 275-3227
To: Anita Hochstein Esq. Facsimile: (860) 275-2559
UBS Brinson Realty Investors, LLC Telephone: (860) 275-2196
To: Jeff Mills Facsimile: (415) 538-8141
UBS Brinson Realty Investors, LLC Telephone: (415) 538-4800
—
From: Bamry S. Sandals Date: May 24, 2001
Time: 12:17 PM

We ate transmitting a total of 4 pages (including this pag
Original or hard copy to follow if this box is checked [X].

€).

If you do not receive all pages, please call (415) 268-7117 as soon as possible.

Preparer of this slip has confiomed that facsimile number given is correct: 6233/KMM2

This facsimile contains confidential information which may also be privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not copy, use, ot distribute it. I you have received it in error,

please adviss Morrison & Foerster LLP immediately by teleplione or faesimile and retumn it promptly by mail.

Comments:

W

(32847100)




MAY 24 ‘81 12:25PM MOFQ FAX CTR 415-26B7S22 P.274

MoxrRriSON & FOERSTER iir

L3 ANGELES ATTORNEYS ATLAW NEW YORK
PALO ALTO BUENOS ATRES
WALNUT CREEK 425 MARKET STREET LONDON
SACRAMENTD SAN ERANCISCO, CALIFORNIA $4105:2482 BRUSSELS
ORANGE COUNTY TELEPHONE (425) 268-7000 BENING
SAN DIEGO TELBEACSIMILE (415) 268-7522 HONG KONG
DENVER SINGAPORB
WASHINGTON, DC. TOKYO

May 24, 2001

Writer’s Direct Contact

(415)268-7117
bsandals@mofo.com

By Telecopier

Ms, Susan L. Hugo

Sr. Hazardous Materials Spesialist

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Poweli Street Plaza/Covenant
Dear Susan:

My e-mail to you of Friday, May 18, indicated that I would follow up with the
referenced Exhibit A (the property description) for the covenant. The enclosed is a fax
version of Exhibit A, but [ will send you a “hard” copy tomorrow.

Very urs,
—
Banﬂ S. Sandals
Enclosure
cc w/encl. (by fax); Paul Canning
Lee Dodge
Jeffrey Fraulino
Anita Hochstein
Jeff Malls

sf-1106772
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Portion of Parcel B g8 showa on Map No. 4223, Filed Japuary 17, 1984, in Book 141 of Parcel
Maps, at Pages 91 and 92, Alameda County Records.

Southerly 350 feet of said Parcel B, more particularly deseribed as:

Beginning at the southeast comer of Parcel B as shown on said map; said point also lying on the
westecrly right-of-way line of Shellmound Street; THENCE along the southerly line of said
Parcel B South 75°44°45" West 557.35 fect to the casterly right-of-way line of the Eastshore
Freeway as shown on said map; THENCE along said right-of~way line North 17°26733" West
350.54 feet: THENCE North 75°44°45” East 638.46 feet to the westerly right-of-way line of
Shellmound Street; TRENCE along said right-of-way line South 04°16°15” Bast 355.38 feet to
the POINT OF BEGINNING. ‘

See Bxhibit *A” attached hereto and made a part hereof.
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L-I_u_go, Susan, Env. Health

From: Mills Jeffrey[SMTP:Jeff. Mills@ubs.com]

Sent: Friday, May 18, 2001 2:56 PM

To: Susan Env. Health Hugo {E-mail)

Cc: Barry Sandals {E-mail); Hochstein Anita; Canning Paul; Fraulino Jeffrey; Wayne Wendie; Lee
Dodge (E-mail); Erik Skov (E-mail)

Subject: Powell Street Plaza - Street Addresses

Importance: High

5700 - 5795 Christie Ave., Emeryville, CA 94608 is the range of street
addresses found at Powell Street Plaza. Unfortunately, the assessor's roll
does not use specific street addresses, but rather, major street locations.

| therefore thought it would be more prudent to refer to the property by its
range of street addresses.

I will be out of the office until Wednesday, if there is any problem with
this, feel free to call me at (415) 538-4812 and leave me a voice-mail
message. | will get back to you as soon as possible.

In the meantime, our attorney, Mr. Barry Sandals, is revising the deed
notification using the Alameda County Health Agency's format that you
previously forwarded to me. He agreed to have this new form forwarded to
you ne [ater than Monday and hopefully, will get it to you today.

Pliease review the form and call either Barry (at 415 238-7117) or me with
any questions or comments you may have. Again, you can leave me a message
on my phone and [ will return your call when [ am abie.

Thank you for your continuing attention to and assistance with this matter.

We truly appreciate the efforts you are making to expedite the approval
process. Thank you.

Page 1



MORRISON & FOERSTER 1ir

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK

PALO ALTO BUENOS AIRES

WALNUT CREEK 425 MARKET STREET LONDON

SACRAMENTO SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNILA 94105-2482 BRUSSELS

ORANGE COUNTY TELEPHONE (415) 268-7000 BEDING

SAN DIEGO TELEFACSIMILE (415) 268-7522 HONG KONG

DENVER SINGAPORE
TOKYO

WASHINGTON, D.C.

January 8, 2001

Writer’s Direct Contact

. (415) 268-7117
BSandals@mofo.com

BY OVERNIGHT COURIER

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health Services

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

Re: Powell Street Plaza/Our Client £Lina Real Estate Associates, L. P.

ST:00Y 6~ NYr op

Dear Ms. Hugo:

I'have tried unsuccessfully to reach you by telephone several times over the last
month to ask you two questions about the Powell Street Plaza matter. As you may
know, Atna Real Estate Associates, L.P. (“£tna™) is quite far along in its effort to
market the property, and time is therefore of the essence on the environmental issue.

First, your letter to Mr. Thomas Gram dated October 15, 1997 stated that
regulatory closure would be approved upon receipt of a letter from him providing
“[a]ssurance that the [July 1997 Long-Term Management Strategy] will be maintained
in the future, including a letter from you outlining the process of deed notification and

financial responsibilities.” Regarding deed notification, Aina understands that this
condition will be satisfied by a recitation in the deed that land use must be consistent
with the LTMS. In addition, if the former Eastshore partners commit to perform LTMS
work themselves rather than paying money to have it performed by the landowner, the
deed must provide the Eastshore partners reasonable access to the property for that
purpose. Please let me know as soon as possible if you envision anything different or

will require any specific wording.

Second. AEtna is aware that Mr. Gram may have shared with you a draft letter
dated July 14. 2000 from Eastshore’s consultants {Geomatrix) to him proposing
additional detail regarding L. TMS implementation. AEtna is not satisfied that the work
proposed in the letter would in fact be adequate to meet the objectives of the LTMS.
Please confirm that your agency has not approved the draft July 14, 2000 letter and that
the LTMS itself remains the governing document. Otherwise. £ina requests an



MORRISON & FOERSTER rrr

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
January 8, 2001
Page Two

opportunity to meet with you as soon as possible to explain its concerns about the draft
Geomatrix letter.

r

Very truly yours,

f
B S. Sandals
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo 415 882 9261 Fax

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

Dear Ms. Hugo,

Status of Case Closure

Powell Street Plaza (STID# 1184)
5500 Eastshore Highway
Emeryville, California

For Allegis Realty Investors, LLC

This letter confirms the message 1 left on your voice mail on October 23, 1998 regarding
the status of Case Closure activities at the above referenced site. According to the Case
Closure letter issued by your agency on October 15, 1997, the case closure was partially
confingent on, “A reasonable agreement between the property owners (of Powell Street
Plaza and Shellmound II sites) and East Shore Partners concurring with the
implementation of the long term management plan” (Condition 3 of the October 15, 1997
letter).

In my message I stated that Allegis Realty Investors, LLC. (Allegis), the current owner of
Powell Street Plaza, and East Shore Partners have not yet reached an agreement but are
working toward that end. We will notify you when an agreement has been reached, thus
satisfying this condition of the case closure.

If you have any questions regarding this issue, please contact Mr. Jeff Barry of Allegis at
860-273-1372 or Mr. Berry Sandals of Morrison & Foerster at 415-268-7000,

Very truly youts,
Dames & Moore, Inc.

Randolph C. Brandt, R.G.
Principal

ce: Jeff Berry, Esq. — Allegis
Jeff Fraulino — Allegis
Jeft Mills — Allegis
Barry Sandals, Esq. — Morrison & Feerster

Clients'allegis' 14707159 acehs |
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epartment of
oxic Substances
ontrol

00 Heinz Avenue
Suite 200

erkeley, California
4710-2737

Pete Wilson
Governor

April 21, 1998
Peter M, Rooney
Secretary for
Environmental
Protection

Mr. Ron Gerber

City of Emeryville

Redevelopment Agency

1200 Powell Street, 12th Floor
Suite 1200

Emeryville, California 94608-1806

Dear Mr. Gerber:

WELL DECOMMISSIONING REPORT, SHELLMOUND PARCELS I, II
AND III, EMERYVILLE

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) received the revised
Well Decommissioning Report for the Shellmound Parcels I, II and I, prepared
by SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc. on behalf of the Redevelopment
Agency. The revisions were made in response to comments found in our
April 6, 1998 letter. DTSC has reviewed the revised report and finds that all
comments were adequately addressed; therefore, the report is approved.
Documentation of the monitoring wells and piezometers decommissionin
completes the remedial requirements contained in the Removal Action Workplan
(RAW). Pleasé note however, that a soil management plan must be submitted to
DTSC for review and approval prior to disturbing the site.

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code (HSC) section 33459.3(¢), DTSC has
determined that the remedial actions contained in the RAW have been properly
completed and the immunity provided by HSC section 33459.3 shall apply to the
City of Emervville Redevelopment Agency. However. in the event of the failure
of the courts to uphold this determination. this determination shail not create any
additional rights against DTSC by the City of Emersville Redevelopment Agency
or by any third part.



Mr. Ron Gerber
April 21, 1998
Page 2

DTSC appreciates your cooperation on this site and looks forward to working
with the Redevelopment Agency on future projects. If you have any questions,
please contact Lynn Nakashima at (510) 540-3839.

Sincerely,
Bato O

Barbara J. Cook, P.E., Chief
Northern California - Coastal Cleanup
Operations Branch

ce: Mr. Steve Morse
San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board
2101 Webster Street, Suite 500
Qakland, California 94612

Ms. Susan Hugo

Alameda County Health Agency
Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94502

Mr. Mansour Sepehr

SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc.
2680 Bishop Drive, Suite 203

San Ramon, California 94583



COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

951 Turner Court, Room 300
Hayward, CA 94545-2651
(510) 670-5543

April 9, 1998

Mr. Mansour Sepehr, Ph.D., P.E.
SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc.
2680 Bishop Drive, Suite 203

San Ramon, CA 94583

RE: Well Decommissioning Report - Shelimound Parcels I, II, I1l, Emeryville,
California, March 27, 1998

The Alameda County Public Works Agency has reviewed and approved the method of
decommissioning of the six groundwater monitoring wells/piezometers (P1,P2,P3, MG-1
MG-2, and MG-7) that were located on the property.

3

As stated in your report, any hidden wells (MG-3, MW-4, MW-17, and MW-18) found
during construction will be the financial responsibility of the City of Emeryville
Redevelopment Agency to abandon these wells. (Pg. 13)

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (510) 670-5575.

Sincerely,

(rchin, Gl finn

Andreas Godfrey
Assistant Engineer-Scientist

cc:  Mr. Alvin Kan, Alameda County Public Works Agency
Ms. Susan Hugo, Environmental Health



Engineering & Environmental Services

/‘\/Q//’ PES Environmental, Inc.

March 20, 1998

241.0102.008

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Hazardous Materials Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94502

Attention; Ms, Susan Hugo

NOTIFICATION OF WELL DESTRUCTION
MONITORING WELL W-19

POWELL STREET PLAZA

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

In accordance with our telephone conversation on March 18, 1998, we have prepared this
letter to notify you of the status of monitoring well MW-19, previously located on the unpaved
shoulder of the west-bound Powell Street on-ramp in Emeryville, California. This monitoring
well was part of the groundwater monitoring program for the former P.I.E. Trucking site,
which is currently Powell Street Plaza. As part of the reconstruction of the Powell Street
Interchange during 1996 and 1997, the State of California, Department of Transportation
(Calirans) expanded the width of the asphalt-paved freeway. During the grading and paving
activities, monitoring well MW-19 was destroyed and covered by backfill material and asphalt.

PES contacted David Pang, project engineer at Caltrans, and confirmed that the well has been
destroyed. Based on the current drawings, well MW-19 may be present beneath the center of
the west-bound on-ramp to Interstate 80. Due to the traffic on the on-ramp, Caltrans will not
permit access to the area. Because the well remnants are beneath the pavement, it wiil not
present a threat to water quality or to public health. Therefore, no additional well destruction
activities will be conducted for this monitoring well.

Very truly yours,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.
/
SNV _
), rr’//“f— ’ :"f ! ;/:‘ L
Andrew A. Briefer, P.E. A

Associate Engineer

cer Tom Gram

1682 Novato Bou'svard « Suite 100 - MNova'o Catfornia 94947 - TEL (4151898-1600 - FAX (41558385-1607
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
October 15’ 1997 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

510) 567-6700
Mr. Thomas Gram E:AX (510) 337-9335
Eastshore Partners :
5800 Shellmound, Suite 210
Emeryvilie, California 94608

Subject: Case Closure - Powell Street Plaza - 5500 Eastshore Highway ( STID # 1184) and
Shellmound ITT Sites in Emeryville, California 94608

Dear Mr. Gram:

This agency has received the following reports on the subject sites .

* Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management Strategy for Petroleum Product (July 1997)
prepared by Geomatrix Consultants, Inc.

* Geomatrix 's Response to Aetna's Concerns Regarding the Proposed Long-Term Site
Management Plan for Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III Sites (July 28, 1997)

* Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report for Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound I Sites
(July 28, 1997) prepared and submitted by PES Environmental, Inc,

This agency and the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board have evaluated the
petroleum hydrocarbon contamination found at the above referenced sites for closure. Both
agencies agreed that the sites are low risk sites and can be closed with an approved Long-Term
Site Management Plan. This Site Management Plan must be maintained for implementation at the
above referenced sites.

The long-term management plan for the sites as detailed in Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. July 1997
"Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management Strategy for petroleum Product” report is
acceptable provided the following conditions are met:

1) Assurance that the site management plan will be maintained in the future, including a letter
from you outlining the process of deed notification and financial responsibilities

2) Sealing of the existing subsurface vaults to prevent petroleum hydrocarbon intrusion on the
Powell Street Plaza site and your plan to facilitate adequate sealing of vaults during future
construction on the Shellmound HI site The vault's integrity must also be maintained 10
prevent any future intrusion of petroleum product Please provide this office with an
acceptable plan to evaluate that the vaults are properly sealed



Mr. Thomas Gram

RE: Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound 1T, Emeryville, CA.
October 15, 1997

Page 2 of 2

3) A reasonable agreement between the property owners (of Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound
III sites) and East Shore Partners concurring with the implementation of the long term
management plan,

It is my understanding that discussions between representanves of Powell Street Plaza and East
Shore Partners are on-going at this time,

If you have any questions regarding this letter of the subject sites, please contact me at
(510) 567-6780.

Smcerely,

SusanL Hugo /4470 v

Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Gordon Coleman, Chief, Solid and Hazardous Waste Division / SH / files
Steve Morse, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Rawvi Arunalantham, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Kevin Graves, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Ron Gerber, Emeryville Redevelopment Agency, 2200 Powell street, 12¢h Floor, Emeryville, CA 94608
Barry Sandals, Morrison & Foerster, 425 Market Strost, San Francisco, CA 94105-2482
Tom Graf, Geomatrix Consultants, 100 Pice Street, 10th Fioor, San Francisco, CA94111



ALAMEDA COUNTY HAZARDQUS MATERIALS DIVISION

09/30/97
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE
AGENCY#: 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F-FEDERAL INSPECTOR: SH
StID: 1184 SUBSTANCE: 12034 -Diesel
SITE NAME: PIE Freight Terminal Site DATE REPORTED : 08/14/86
ADDRESS : 5500 Eastshore Hwy DATE CONFIRMED: 08/14/86
CITY/ZIP : Emeryville, CA 94608 MULTIPLE RP's : Y
CASE TYPE: O CONTRACT STATUS: 4 PRIOR:2B3 EMERGEMNCY RESPONSE:
RP SEARCH S DATE END: 03/15/92
PRELIM ASSESSMENT C DATE BEGIN: 09/16/86 DATE END: 12/18/87
REMEDIAL INVESTIG : C DATE BEGIN: 04/28/88 DATE END: 06/03/88
REMEDIAL, ACTION U DATE BEGIN: 05/11/89 DATE END:
POST REMED MONITOR: DATE BEGIN: DATE END:
TYPE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 1 DATE OF ENFORC. ACTION: 03/15/92

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE - SCREEN #2

LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSIDERATION: 3HSCAWG CASE CLOSED: on:

DT EXC START: 11/11/86 REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: BD,ET,IT,GT
RP #1: CONTACT: Ms. Maria Burgi RP COST:
RP COMPANY NAME: Aetna Realty Investors, Inc. Ph:

ADDRESS: 1740 Technology Dr. #600
CITY/STATE: San Jose CA $5110

OMaMENT :
SITE ID#: 1184 ADDITIONAL RP'S
RD #2
CONTACT NAME: Mr. Thomas Gram
COMPBANY NAME: Former Pastshore Partners RP Ph:
ADDRESS: 5800 Shellmound St. #210

| CITY/ST/ZIP: Emeryville, T A 94608 J




MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

Attomeys at Law
425 Market Strect
San Franciseo, California 94105-24382
Telephons: (415) 268-7000
Facsimile: (415)263-7522

To: Ms. Susan L. Hugo Facyimile: (510) 337-9333
Alameda County Environmental Health Services Phone: (510) 567-6750
To: David D Cooke Eaq. Facsimile: 415/397-42%3
Beveridge & Diamond Phone: 415/397-0100
From: Barry S. Sandals Date: September 23, 19597

We are wansmitting a total of 2 pages (including tis page).
Original or hard copy to follow if this box is checked D1,

If you do ot receive all pages, please call as socx as possible .

Pregarer of this slip has conﬁi'med that facsimile rumber given is correct: 3461/RCE2

This facsimile contzins confidential infoymation which may also be privileged. Unless you are the
addressee (or authorized to receive for the addresses), you may not copy, use, or distribute it If you have
received it in error, please advise Morrison & Foerster immediately by telephone or facsimile and return it
promptly by mail. '

Comments: 03284/100

2/1°d 22562822 HLD ¥ 7
2252822 ¥l wod 040W WaPl:Sp 26, £2 d3S
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MorRrISON & FOERSTER Lie

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, DC.
ORANGE COUNTY 425 MARKET STREET LONDON

PALO ALIO : SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-24872 BRUSSELS
WALNUT CREEK TELEPHONE (415) 268-70G0 HONG KONG
DENVER TELEFACSIMILE (415) 268-7522 TOKYO

September 23, 1997

Writer’s Dirzer Disl Number
(415) 263-7117
BY TELECOPIER

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Powell Street Plaza, Emeryville, CA
Dear Ms. Hugo:

As you know, we represent Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P, (“Aetna™) with respect
to environmental issues at the Powe]] Street Plaza, Through discussions between Aetna
representatives and representatives of the former Eastshore Partners (“Eastshore™), we
understand that the regulatory agencies intend to condition “closure” of the site upon the
submission of an acceptable Long Term Management Plan (“LTMP”).

As the owner of the property, Aetna assumes that the agencies are interested in
obtaining its concurrence that Eastshore’s LTMP proposals are satisfactory. Discussions are
ongoing now between representatives of Aetna and Eastshore about the contents of the LTMP.
We trust that the agencies will defer action until those discusstons conclude. We also assume
that, if Aetna and Eastshore are unable to reach agreement, the agencies will consider Aetna’s
views before accepting any LTMP that Eastshore may submit without Aetna’s concurrence.

If my understanding of the agencies’ intentions is incerrect in any way, I would
appreoiate it if you would let me know at your earliest convenience.

ce' David Cooke, Esq (by telecopler)

5£-384354
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September 19, 1997 . ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
. 2680 Bishop Driva, Suile 203, San Ramon, CA §4583
TEL (510) 244-5500 » FAX [510) 244-8601 *

v. Ms. Susan Hugo
Alameda County Health Agency ?
1131 Harpor Bay Parkway :

Alameda, California 94502

Subject: Request for Decommissioning of Groundwater Monitoring Wells
and Piezometers at Shellmound Parcels 1, 1l and 1ll Emeryville,
California

Dear Susan: '

As you are aware, California Environmental Protection Agency, Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) has recently approved SOMA Environmental Engineering,
Inc. (SOMA) repart entitied * Human Health Risk Assessment, Shellmound Parcels |, 11,
II* dated July 30, 1997. The human health risk assessment (HHRA) study concluded
that the levels of chemicals in soit and groundwater pose no health threat to humans or
water quality condition of the Temescal Creek. Based on the recommendation of HHRA
and DTSC’s concurrence, no groundwater monitaring is required at the present time.
However, groundwater monitoring may be necessary based on the results of Brownfield
Pilot Project which is curmently being conducted by the City of Emeryville,
Redevelopment Agency. )

Currently there are seven groundwaier monitoring wells and one plezometer at the
Shellmound Parcel }I, two piezometers on Parcel If and one piezometer on Parcel L. As
a part of site preparation plan for the near future construction activities, the City of
Emeryville, Redevelopment Agency Is planning to decommission the existing

' - groundwater monitoring wells and piezometers at the site, SOMA is in progess of filing
decommissioning permit's applications with the County of Alameda, Public Works
Agency (CAPWA). Based on our communication with CAPWA, in order to obtain the
necessary permits for decommissioning of the groundwater monitoring wells and
piezometars, a site closure letter signed by the Alameda County Health Agency (ACHA)
is required, Therefore, we respectiully request a closure letter from ACHA for the
subjact property in order to proceed with the site preparation plan as scheduled.

Your prompt and kindly action in issuing the site closure letter is highly appreciated.
Meanwhile please do not hesitate to calf me at (510) 244-6600 if you have any questions
or comments.

Sincerely,

Principal Hydrogeologist

cC: Mr. Ron Gerber, City of Emeryville, Redeveiopment Agency



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID.J. KEARS, Agency Director
September 19, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
STID # 1184 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)

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

Mz. Ron Gerber ,(:5;\13 )(:551}3 g) 537307?9335
City of Emeryville Redevelopment Agency

2200 Powell Street, 12th Floor

Emeryville, California 94608

RE: Case Closure - Shellmound Parcels IIT, Emeryville, California 94608

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Environmental Protection Division
has received a letter of request from Soma Environmental Engineering, Inc. for the
decommissioning of seven groundwater monitoring wells and one piezometer at the above
referenced site. As you know, this office and the Regional Water Quality Costrol Bgard have
evaluated the petroleum hydrocarbons found at the subject property for closure. Both agencies
agreed that the site can be closed with an approved risk management plan and no groundwater
monitoring is required.

The wells and piezometer at the site must be properly decommissioned prior to future
construction activities. A report must be submitted documenting the abandonment of the
monitoring wells and piezometer. Additionally, you will need to notify this office 72 hours in
advance of the well abandonment field activities.

LA 4 slITme

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (510) 567-6780.

Sincerely,

by £y

" SusanL. Hugo
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Gordon Coleman, Chief, Environmental Protection Division
Ravi Arunalantham, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Mansour Sepehr, Soma Environmental Engineering, Tnc 268C Bishop Drive, Suite 203
San Ramon, CA 94583
SH / files



Alameda County Deé)artment of Environmental Health
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIV.

1131 HARBOR BAY PKWY., #250
ALAMEDA CA 94502—6577
(51015676700
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GEOMATRIX

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS

100 Pine Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111
Tel: (415)434-9400  Fax: (415)434-1365
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18 August 1997
M. Tom Gram DRAFT
Eastshore Partners
5800 Shellmound, Suite 210
Emeryville, CA 94608
Subject: Qite Closure at Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III Sites, Emeryville, CA

Dear Mr. Gram:
We have received the following reports on the subject sites:

e Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. July 1997: “Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management
Strategy for Petroleum Product”;
» -»  Geornatrix Consultants, Inc. 28 July 1997: “Response to Aetna’s Concemns ....”
PES Quagtgrly Groundwater Monitoring Reports dated ...

Based on our review of these reports, the subject sites meet the criteria for closure under the
San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board’s (Regional Board) Guidance on Low
Risk Fuel Sites dated January 5, 1996.. In summary the reports indicate that:

e The ongoing sowurces of petroleum have been removed and remediated to the extent
practicable.

e The residual petroleum coumpounds in site soil and groundwater are stable in their curzent
configuration. The petroleurn is relatively insoluble and immoble and is likely degrading
naturaily in situ.

e The extent of migration of petroleumn compounds has been adequately characterized and the
dissolved plume is not migrating,

» No water wells, deeper drinking water aquifers, surface water, or other sensitive receptors
are likely to be impacted.

s The site does not present a significant risk 1o haman health or the environment.

Based upon the available information and with the provision that the information provided to
this agency is accurate and representative of site conditions, no further action is required at the
subject sites to comply with Regional Board Guidelines. This no further action status is
contingent upon maintenance of the long-ferm management plan for the sites as detailed in the
Geomatrix Consultants. Inc. July 1997 “Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management
Strategy for Petroleum Product™

In addition to the details set forth in the above-mentioned report, we require the following for
long-term site management:
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¢ Assurance that the site management plan will be maintained into the future, including a
letter from you outlining the process of deed notification and financial responsibilities; and

s Scaling of the existing subsurface vaults to prevent petroleum intrusion on the Powell Street
Plaza site and your plan to facilitate adequate sealing of vaults during future construction on
the Shellmound III site. If it can be shown that the vaults are properly sealed to prevent
future intrusion of petroleum product, fiture monitoring of the vaults will not be a
requirement of long-term site management.

Upon our acceptance of your completion of the above requirements for long-term site
management for the residual petroleum hydrocarbons, the wells may be destroyed per Alameda
County guidelines. Thank you for your cooperation during this process.

7‘fz‘f"nwﬂww »4%"”6
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MoRrRri1sON & FOERSTER vrre

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, D .
ORANGE COUNTY 425 MARKET STREET LONDON

PALO ALTOQ SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94105-2482 BRUSSELS

WALNUT CREEK TELEPHONE (415) 268-7000 HONG KONG
DENVER TELEFACSIMILE (415) 268-7522 TOKYO

April 7, 1997

Writer’s Direct Dial Namber

(415) 268-7117
BY OVERNIGHT COURIER

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

¢V o HY 8- ud¥ L

Re: Powell Sireet Plaza, Emeryville, CA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

As you know, our client Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P. (“Aetna”) is the
present owner of the Powell Street Plaza property, having purchased it from Eastshore
Partners in 1990. That Eastshore partnership has since disbanded, but its constituents
(including The Martin Group) still exist. Pursuant to provisions in the 1990 Purchase
and Sale Agreement, the former Eastshore Partners (hereafter, “Eastshore™) have been
investigating the Plaza property and responding to the concerns of your agency and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, which were the subject of the March 15, 1992
“Notice of Requirement to Reimburse” sent to Aetna and The Martin Group. Aetna has
received and reviewed the Risk Assessment and Long-Term Management Strategy for
Petroleurn Hydrocarbons, Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound ITI, Emeryville,
California, Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. (January 1997) (the “Risk Assessment”), which
was prepared on behalf of Eastshore.

Technical concerns with the Risk Assessment are identified in the enclosed letter
from Dames & Moore (Aetna’s consultant) and are being discussed directly between
Dames & Moore and Geomatrix; we understand they will be considered by Geomatrix
in the context of possible revisions to the Risk Assessment. The purpose of this letter is
to call your atiention to several legal concerns.

Eirst. Aetna is concerned that Eastshore is asking vou to waive Eastshore’s
obligation to recover free product at the property  Although it is not clear from the Risk
Assessment whether Eastshore intends to seek closure of the site pursuant to the

Sf-2805G3
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MoRrRriSON & FOERSTER wuir

Ms. Susan Hugo
April 7, 1997
Page Two

Containment Zone Policy or not, free product recovery is mandatory in either event.
This is a real concern to Aetna because free product has from time to time been observed
in certain below-grade utility boxes at the property.

If Eastshore is not proceeding under the Policy, it is instead governed by the
State Water Resources Control Board’s Chapter 16 Underground Storage Tank
Regulations, Cal. Code Regs. § 2610 et seq. (Contamination at the Plaza originated
from underground storage tanks operated before Aetna’s acquisition of the property by
Pacific Intermountain Express, a trucking concern that has since gone bankrupt.)
Section 2655(a) of the regulations provide as follows:

(a) At sites where investigations made pursuant to section 2652 indicate ..
the presence of free product, the owner or operator shall comply with
requirements of this section. The owner or operator shall remove free
product to the maximum extent practicable, as determined by the local
agency, while continuing to take any actions required under sections
2652 through 2654.

(Emphasis added.) Similarly, Section H.2.b of State Board Resolution No. 92-49 (as
amended Oct. 2, 1996) establishes as one of the prerequisites for any containment zone
designation that: “[f]loating free product must be removed to the extent practicable.”

Although Section 5.0 of the Risk Assessment discusses free product, there is no
evaluation of the practicability of removing the free product that apparently remains at
the Site.

Second, the Risk Assessment assumes that there will be new construction at the
Shellmound III property, but that there will be no land use changes at the Powell Street
Plaza, and acknowledges that “[i]f the proposed current uses for the Sites change in the
future, further evaluation of potential risk to exposure to chemicals in the separate-phase
material or dissolved in groundwater may be warranted.” (Risk Assessment at p. 44).
As you know, for the many reasons stated there, we wrote you on June 26, 1995 that
“Aetna strongly disagrees that a deed restriction should be placed on the Property.” (A
copy of the June 26, 1995 letter is enclosed for your ready reference as Ex. 1.) Aetna’s
opposition 0 a deed restriction was reiterated in a January 16, 1996 letter to the State
Board by way of comments on the draft Containment Zone Policy (copy enclosed as Ex,
2). Inarebuual leticr dated January 31, 1996 from Fastshore’s attorneys (copy enclosed
as Ex. 3). they argued that the consent of the property owner (here, Aetna) should not be
required as a condition of imposing a use restriction, and confirmed that Fastshore’s risk

5{-280593
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assessment approach to the property will necessarily require limitations upon Aetna’s
property-owner rights.

Apparently, the State Board agreed with Aetna’s position (also taken by other
commentors), because Section I11.H.6 of Resolution No. 92-49 (as amended Oct. 2
1996) provides:

A containment zone shall be implemented only with the written
agreement of all fee interest owners of the parcel(s) of property
containing the containment zone. Exceptions may be allowed by the
Regional Water Board where opposition is found to be unreasonable. In
such cases, the Regional Water Board may use the anthority of WC
Section 13267 to assure access to property overlying the containment
Zone.

-

Because Section 13267 of the Water Code merely authorizes the regional boards to
require access to property, it is difficult to see how that provision could form the legal
Jbasis for an involuntary deed restriction. In any event, as explained in our June 26, 1995
letter to you, Aetna’s opposition to a deed restriction in this instance is far from
unreasonable. In addition, when the property is ultimately redeveloped (as it inevitably
will someday), residual contamination at the site will necessitate incremental
expenditures (for disposal of excavated soil, worker health and safety and the like)
which should not fairly be borne by Aetna.

We hope you will consider these views in evaluating the Risk Assessment and in
responding to Eastshore and Geomatrix about it.

Barrév‘S. Sandals

Enclosure

cc (w/encl.): Stephen Morse, RWQCB
Diane Mims, RWQCRB
Sam Arigala, RWQCB
Ravi Arulanantham, RWQCB
David Cooke, Esq.

sf-280593
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bec (wiencl.): Jeffery R. Berry, Esq.
Kathleen Burgi-Sandell
Mr. Jeffrey M. Fraulino, P.E.
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2001 Gateway Place
) Suite 270 West
April 7, 1997 San Jose, California 95110

14707-159-179 408 451 1125 Tel
408 451 1137 Fax
Mr. Barry S. Sandals
Morrison & Foerster, LLP
425 Markat Street
San Francisco, California 94105-2482

Subject: Final Comments to Draft Report
Risk Assessment and Long Term Management
Strategy for Petroleum Hydrocarbons
Powell Street Plaza
Emeryville, California

Dear Mr. Sandals,

As you are aware, on March 21, 1997, Dames & Moore transmitted comments on the Draft
Report, Risk Assessment and Long Term Management Strategy for Petroleum Hydrocarbons,
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III, Emeryville, California (Geomatrix Consultants, January
1997) (the “Risk Assessment”™) to Geomatrix. On March 31, 1997, we discussed our comments
with Mr. Jamie Tull and Ms. Ann Holbrow of Geomatrix by telephone. As a result of our
discussion, we understand that Geomatrix will address the following in the next revision of the
report:

a. Clarify their understanding of the extent of the free phase.

b. Clarify the role of MW-3 in estimating the extent and volume of free phase.

c. Consider alternatives to calculating free phase volume based on information sent by
Dé&M.

Clarify their understanding of the free phase removal efforts completed to date and their
effectiveness. However, Geomatrix has declined our request that they evaluate the
feasibility of recovering the remaining free product. They presumed the RWQCB would
make that judgement. .

They would clarify that the exposed worker scenario is addressed in Section 7.0.

fu

e.

f. They would make a statement that free product from MG-1 is representative of that on
the Powell Street Plaza site.

g. They will not address residential scenarios unless directed by the agencies.

H. They will clarify that groundwater beneath the site is not a drinking water source and has

no other beneficial uses other than recharge to the Bay.

14147071 50MSANDALS] LET
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Mr. Barry S. Sandals
Morrison & Foerster, LLP
April 7, 1997

Page 2

Based on our review of the Risk Assessment and our subsequent discussions, our final comments
to the draft report are presented as Attachment 1 to this letter. If you have any questions
regarding our comments, please call me at (408) 451-1125.

Very truly yours,
Dames & Moore, Inc.

Randolph C. Brandt, R.G.

Associate/Senior Hydrogeologist

-

Attachment 1 (4 Pages)

ce: Jeffrey Fraulino, Allegis
Jeffery Berry, Aetha

JNI4T0TISHSANDALSI LET
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ATTACHMENT 1
Dames & Moore Comments

Human Health Risk Assessment

General Comment #1 - Estimates of risks for the construction worker and maintenance worker
scenarios are associated with a high degree of uncertainty due to the uncertainty associated with
the exposure parameter assumptions. Unlike the residents and industrial workers, there are no
standard default exposure assumptions for censtruction and maintenance workers which are
universally accepted and which are certain to represent future conditions. Dames & Moore
believes that the exposure parameters used in the analysis for the construction and maintenance
workers are reasonable estimates based on best professional judgement of what may occur in the
future. In the case of the construction worker and maintenance worker, one non-conservative
emission model assumption was used which may potentially underestimate risks associated with
worker exposures. The depth to contamination was assumed to be six feet, which was the
shallowest depth to groundwater for undisturbed soil; however, if the construction workers and
maintenance workers are excavating soil, the depth to contamination could be reasonably
expected to be less than six feet. Assuming that the maintenance workers excavate soil to a
depth of one foot above the groundwater table for a conservative 250 days/year, then the
predicted air emissions would increase by a factor of six, and the excess cancer risk would be
higher (i.e., approximately 8 x 10%). Even with this increase, the excess cancer risk is within the
range of 1x10* to 1x10°¢ typically considered acceptable by the EPA and is less than the State of
California's Proposition 65 1x10- risk level for worker notification. Therefore, no unacceptable
risks are predicted even if the depth to contamination is one foot above groundwater (less than
that used in the Geomatrix evaluation).

However, because groundwater has historically been shallow, and in fact free phase hydrocarbon
has been observed in valve boxes, the risk assessment should alse consider the scenario where
the construction/maintenance workers are directly exposed to groundwater during construction
activities at the site. Under this scenario, the exposure pathways would include inhalation of
vapors (with no soil cover), dermal contact, and incidental ingestion of groundwater and free

phase hydrocarbon.

General Comment #2 - The sampling methodology and the laboratory analytical data for BTEX
was not presented, so Dames & Moore is unable to verify the concentrations and locations of
detected levels. It is also our understanding that the sample of free phase hydrocarbon collected
and tested for the Risk Assessment was collected from well MG-1 which is located on the
Shellmound IT property. The Risk Assessment does not state whether the sample is
representative of that which is present under the Powell Street Plaza Site,

JA147671S9SANDALS!T LET 1



. UasrVUisryy 14:1y9 PAA L 4V0 404 1Li91 .- e IVE V] ey

vvvvvvv

® o
DAMES & MOORE

A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANY

General Comment #3 - It is our opinion that there is still a high degree of uncertainty by the data
presented in the report on the extent, thickness, mobility, and recoverability of free phase
hydrocarbons. Based on our understanding of the site characterization data and the extent of the
free phase hydrocarbon as depicted in Geomatrix's Figure 4, we would interpret the extent of the
free phase hydrocarbons as being more wide spread. Specifically, we believe there is one
contiguous area of free product which includes wells MG-1, MG-3, MW-3, MW-7 (now
abandoned), and MW-13 as opposed to the two smaller areas presented on Figure 4. Geomatrix
also attempts o estimate the volume of free phase hydrocarbon present in the southernmost area
(represented by well MG-1) by using an approach proposed by De Pastrovich, et al. (1979). Our
concern with this approach is twofold: 1) the volume of the northernmost area is not considered,
and 2) the methodology is outdated. A more appropriate approach would be to use that of
Lenhard and Parker (1990) or Beckett & Huntley (1994) to estimate total volume of free phase
hydrocarbon remaining in the contiguous area described above.

General Comment #5 - While we agree that the mobility assessment suggests that migration to
Temescal Creek is not likely, the Risk Assessment has not evaluated the “recoverability” of the
residual free phase hydrocarbon still present under the Powell Street Plaza and Shelimound IIT
properties. While Geomatrix’s evaluation of the migration potential (Section 5.2 of the Risk
Assessment) could be an indicator of the ability of the hydrocarbon to flow into a recovery well,
various practical approaches to product recovery have not been adequately evaluated.

General Comment #6 - The Risk Assessment did not consider physical hazards associated with
the residual free phase hydrocarbon. Specifically, free phase hydrocarbon has been observed
floating on the water which accumulates in below grade sprinkler valve boxes and other below
grade utility boxes. It is our opinion that the potential for fumes, fire, or explosion hazards and
exposure to landscape workers who access the utility boxes should be considered.

General Comment #7 - The hydrogeological approach in Appendix B and C is appropriate;
however no site-specific measuremenis of the conductivity were obtained. Permeability of the
water bearing unit was derived from measurements taken at a site approximately 1/4 mile south
and porosity values were taken from published literature. Based on the non-specific parameters
selected the approach has a high degree of uncertainty; however, the data used could be
interpreted to be generally conservative.

General Comment #8 - The methodology used to estimate the indoor air concentration is a
screening level model based upon the combination of Farmer's model for vapor emissions and a
box model for dilution into indoor air. The methodology used is not consistent with the
approach recommended by the ASTM risk-based corrective action (RBCA) standard; however,
the approach is generally accepted by the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and
Regional Water Quality Control Board RWQCB) and is based on simplistic, conservative

JA147071 S9\SANDALST LET 2



- 04/07/97 14:20 FAX 1 408 451 11a7 D&M Sy WUV VWO

® ®
DAMES & MOORE

D

A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANY

models. The methodology to estimate outdoor air concentrations is similar, based upon the
combination of Farmer's model for vapor emissions and a box model for dilution into outdoor

air. The parameters used in the model {e.g., crack ratio, building exchange rates, wind speed, and
height of mixing zone) were reasonable.

Specific Comments for Geomatrix Report-

1) The location of the former extraction trenches should be identified on Figure 2.

2) The direction of groundwater flow should be discussed in the text and an arrow added to
Figure 2.

3) Because the LNAPL detected at the Shellmound III site is in ¢lose proximity to the East
Bay MUD interceptor, the interceptor should be addressed as a potential conduit for
migration of the free phase fo Temescal Creek.

4) The basis for exclusion of future use of groundwater at the site (e.g.. non-potable due to
salinity, insufficient yield, etc.) should be included in the report.

5 The risk assessment for emissions from free product is based upon a sample from the
Shellmound IIT property. Text should be added to indicate that a sample from the source
area was not obtained (due to physical limitations) and whether the product on the PSP
site is expected to chemically similar to the product on the Shellmound III site.

6) The PES Reference for January 9, 1995 is missing.

¥). Page 14. The filterinp of the dissolved phase samples to remove sediments may also
remove source-related PAHSs, since most PAHSs have relatively high organic carbon
partition coefficients and tend to sorb to solids. The sorption tends to retard migration of
the PAHs in groundwater, so the use of filtered samples to predict impacts from
groundwater upon surface water is reasonable; however, the more conservative approach
(which may be requested by the agencies) is to use the unfiltered results,

8 Page 26. If dermal exposure to chemicals in groundwater and to free product is
considered a reasonable pathway of exposure for the construction/maintenance workers,
then to be consistent the incidental ingestion should aiso be considered a reasonable
pathway. The potential for exposure would not be "remote”(as in improbable), but the
intake would presumably be very low because the workers are most likely to ingest the
water when they wipe their wet hands across their mouth, and not by drinking the water
directly or by swimming injit.

9) Page 32. The summing of hazard quotients for all chemicals, regardless of endpoint will
only overestimate the potential for non-carcinogenic health effects if the chemicals have
different endpoints and do not have synergistic effects.

10)  Page D-1. No conversion félctor is needed in the equation.

11) Page D-2. Darcy's Law shdluld be corrected to Dalton's Law.

12)  Page D-5. The mixing height used in the calculations for indoor air was 3.0 meters, not
3.75 meters as stated in the text.

INM4TOTI59\SANDALSL LET 3
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13)  Table D-1. The vapor pressures for volatile chemicals in free product should be

: presented. These vapor pressures are used in Table D-4.

14)  Table D-1. The Henry's Law Constant for acenaphthylene is ten times higher than
reported in the table. The value should be 1.6 x 10, The diffusivity in air should be
corrected to 0.0421 for acenaphthylene, 0.0324 for anthracene, 0.030 for fluoranthene,
and 0.0272 for pyrene. The correct values for all chemicals except acenaphthylene were
used in Tables D-2 and D-5 through D-7.

15)  Tables D-4 and D-6. Due to errors in the d1ﬂ‘us1v1ty in air and Henry's Law Constant for
acenaphthylene, the emission rate and indoor air concentration should be 100-fold higher
than stated. This affects all tables which present air concentrations and hazards for
acenaphthylene; however, since the hazard quotients for acenaphthylene are very low, it
has no effect on the overall conclusions of the risk assessment.

16) Table 1. Footnotes 3 and 4 are missing.

17)  Table 3. A footnote should be added that states that the groundwater concentrations are
for filtered samples.

18)  Table 8. The EPA Region IX PRG Table (US EPA, 1996a) does not have published
toxicity criteria for acenaphthylene. The toxicity criteria in the table is the criteria fora
different, but structurally similar chemical named acenaphthene. A footnote should be
added to indicate that the toxicity criteria for acenaphthene was used as a surrogate for
acenaphthylene.

Ecological Evaluation:

Comment #1 - Table 5-7 is not a evaluation of only the ecological risks since many of the water
quality criteria are based on protection of humans consuming aquatic organisms. These human
health criteria do, however, tend to be more conservative than the ecological criteria. It appears
the most conservative of any health criteria was generally selected which may not be appropriate.
However, since none of the modeled surface water concentrations exceeded the most
conservative of any health criteria, the basic conclusion that the groundwater does not pose
adverse health effects to aquatic species in Temescal Creek and the San Francisco Bay is
reasonable based on the available data.

Comment #2 - The water quality value presented on Table 5-7 for xylenes is apparently
referenced incorrectly, since there is no established ambient water quality criteria (AWQC) for
xylenes. However, even performing a LC50 to maximum acceptable toxicant concentration
(MATC) conversion (Suter 1993): Log(MATC) = 0.98 x Log(LC50) - 0.6 ( g/L) for xylenes,
conservatively yields a MATC value of 283 ug/L. This MATC value of 283 ug/L is greater than
the modeled surface water concentration of 0.015 ug/L, which indicates that no adverse
ecological risk from xylenes is predicted.

IAN14707 5SS ANDALSTLET 4
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Date 20 January 1997

Number of pagss including cover shest 2

T0: Susan Hugo FROM: Jarmie Tull
Alameda Co. Geomaltrix Consultants
Dept. of Env. Health 100 Pine Street, 10th Fir.
1131 Harbor Bay Fky. San Francisco, CA 94111

Alameda, CA 94502

Phone (510) 567-6780 Phone (415) 434-8400
Fax Phone (510} 337-89335 Fax Phone (415) 434-1365
ceC: Sum Arigala

REMARKS: [0 Urgent ] Foryourreview [ Reply ASAP [0 Please Comment

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This facsimile has heen prepared to make you aware that Geomatrix Consuitants, Inc.
(Geomatrix) has compieted the screening-level human health and ecological risk assessment
for the Powell Street Plaza (PSP) and Shellmound 1l (sites) in Emeryviile, California. This fax
summarizes the results of the risk assessment, which should be delivered to you on Tuesday
21 January 1897 for your review and comment.

As specified in the site work plan (Geomatrix 1895) the risk assessment evaluated potential
risks associated with exposure o petroleum hydrocarbons released from subsurface tanks on
the PSP site while i was cperated as a Pacific Intermountain Express (PIE) trucking facility.
The resuits of the assessment are as follows:; ‘

= An evaluation of the migration potential of separate phase petroleum hydrocarbons detected
on the groundwater at the site indicated that subsurface conditions are conducive to product
degradation, and that the separate phase material is essentially immobile.

-
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s A quantitative assessment of potential human health risks indicated that unacceptable risks
are not associated with activities at the sites by:

¢ Future Construction workers at the Shellmound Il site;
¢ Current and future maintenance workers at the sites;

0 Current and future cornmercial building occupants; and
¢ Current and future off-site receptors.

* A quantitative assessment of potential migration of dissolved-phase petroleum hydrocarbons
for the sites to Temescal Creek indicated that human recreational users and ecological
receptors are not likely to be adversely impacted by migration of the chemicals of interest
from the sites.

The resuits of the screening human health and ecological risk assessments indicated that no
unacceptable risks exist under the conditions evaluated. As a result Geomatrix recommends
that the site be closed without further remediation or monitoring of the petroleum hydrocarbon
conditions associated with the releases from the former PIE USTs.

Based on the resuits of the risk assessment, recommendations for a long-term soil and
groundwater management plan were developed io address other environmental issues
asscciated with excavation of soil in areas where residual separate-phase material may be
present.

We iock forward to your comments. if you have any questions, please don'’t hesitate to call
Tom Graf or myseif.

A4
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Ms. Susan Hugo

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health e 2
Hazardous Materials Division .

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway o=

Alameda, California 94502

(€8]

Mr. Sum Arigala

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region

2101 Webster Street, Suite 500

Oakland, California 94612

Subject: Proposed Revisions to Proposed Work Plan to Develop
a Long-Term Site Management Program
Powell Street Plaza
Emeryville, California

Dear Ms. Hugo and Mr. Arigala:

On behalf of the former Eastshore Partners, Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. (Geomatrix), has
prepared this letter to propose a modification to the approved work plan (Geomatrix, 11
August 1995) for development of a long-term site management program for petroleum hydro-
carbons in soi! (the work plan) at the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III properties (the
sites). The work plan was designed to address four issues related to the petroleum hydro-
carbons that were released beneath the Powell Street Plaza site and are believed to have
migrated beneath the Shellmound III site. These issues include:

¢ evaluation of the risks to recreational users and aquatic organisms in Temescal Creek
and San Francisco Bay associated with the migration of dissolved phase petroleum
hydrocarbon constituents in groundwater;

e migration of separate phase product:

e risks to human health associated with inhalation of vapors derived from petroleum
hydrocarbons on or in the shallow groundwater and soil: and

e risks to construction and maintenance workers that mayv be exposed to petroleum
hydrocarbons at the sites during excavation activities.

Zeomabriz Sonsultesnts, ne.
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As you are aware, initiation of our proposed field program was delayed by the City of
Emervville while a site access agreement was developed for the Shellmound III property.
During that time period, a risk assessment was prepared by SOMA Environmental
Engineering, Inc. (SOMA) for the Shetlmound I, II, and III properties (26 September 1996).
Geomatrix has reviewed this risk assessment and believes that modifications to the original
work plan are appropriate based on the work completed by SOMA and the results of the risk
assessment.

Dissolved Phase Migration and Risk Evaluation

As described in the work plan, Geomatrix proposed the following tasks to address the migra-
tion of dissolved phase petroleum hydrocarbons and potential risks to recreational users of the
Creek and aquatic organisms: 1) installation of two new wells on the Shellmound III property;
2) sampling of off-site well MW-16 and MW-19 and the new wells for groundwater chemical
analysis; 3) modeling of dissolved volatile constituent migration to the Creek; and 4) assess-
ment of risks to recreational users of the Creek and aguatic organisms related to exposure to
volatile petroleum hydrocarbons. To accommodate City of Emeryville requirements, the new
wells, noted under items 1 and 2 above, were changed to temporary well points. However, as
described below, a number of these tasks have been addressed by the work recently completed
by SOMA.

As a part of its risk assessment, SOMA conservatively evaluated the migration of dissolved
petroleum hydrocarbon constituents in groundwater (i.e., benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and
xylene [BTEX]) to Temescal Creek and predicted that these constituents do not pose a risk to
aquatic organisms in the Creek. Semivolatile polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) that
may be associated with petroieum hydrocarbons were not addressed by in SOMA’s risk
assessment due to the absence of PAH data for groundwater. The model used maximum
detected groundwater concentrations for all detected constituents int groundwater and conser-
vatively assumed a groundwater conductivity of 40 feet/day. The estimated concentrations in
the Creek were compared to the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) water
quality objectives (WQO) and national ambient water quality criteria.

Geomatrix has reviewed SOMA s risk assessment and believes that it conservatively demon-
strates that volatile dissolved petroleum hvdrocarbons in groundwater at the sites do not pose a
risk to aquatic orgamsms in Temescal Creck. Therefore. we recommend changing the scope of
work proposed for characterization and evaluation of migration of dissolved constituents to the
Creek as follows:
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e Geomatrix proposes that monitoring well MG-7, which is adjacent to Temescal Creek,
and monitoring well MG-2, which is adjacent to the separate phase plume, be sampled
for PAHSs to determine if semivolatile petroleum hydrocarbon constituents are present
at concentrations that may pose a risk to aquatic organisms should the groundwater dis-
charge to Temescal Creek. The samples will be filtered to remove sediment and then
analyzed for PAHs by EPA Method 8310. These samples will also be analyzed for
TPH as diesel by EPA Method 8015 modified following filtration and silica gel
cleanup. If PAHs are detected at concentrations exceeding the applicable WQOs for
the protection of marine aquatic organisms, then a screening-level transport model such
as that used by SOMA will be used to estimate the concentrations that may result at
low tide in Temescal Creek. The predicted concentrations will be compared to the

_applicable water quality criteria. The TPH data will be used to evaluate whether the
existing data for TPH in groundwater accurately report the presence of petroleum
hydrocarbons or if the data are influenced by the presence of biogenic materials result-
ing from biodegradation of petroleum products.

L
i

e Geomatrix proposes that the BTEX concentrations estimated by SOMA in the Creek
and the PAH concentrations either detected in the groundwater sample collected by
Geomatrix (if any) or estimated by Geomatrix in the Creek be used to evaluate poten-
tial health risks to recreational users and aquatic organisms.

Separate Phase Product Migration

The potential migration of separate phase product at the sites will be evaluated as described in
the work plan to estimate chemical compositiont and physical potential for migration. In addi-
tion, field measurements of oxidative-reductive potential (Redox), temperature, and pH will be
collected at three locations: an upgradient well (MW-6); a well containing separate phase
product (MG-3); and a downgradient well (MG-7). These parameters will be used to assess
the potential degradation conditions for TPH in the shallow aquifer and determine if the lead-
ing edge migration of the separate phase product is at equilibrium with product degradation,
indicating that the product will not migrate. -

Potential Health Risks to Building Occupants

As described in the work plan. petroleum hydrocarbon vapor emissions from groundwater and
separate phase product will be estimated using existing data and the analytical results of the
separate phase product. The product sample will be analy zed for BTEX (EPA Method 8020)
and PAHs (EPA Method 8310). Petroleum hydrocarbons in soil could also represent a source
of vapor emissions. However. these emissions are expected to be insignificant compared to the
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emissions from groundwater, which is impacted over a wider area, and separate phase product,
which contains higher concentrations of the volatile constituents.

Potential Health Risks to Consiruction and Maintenance Workers

As described in the work plan, construction and maintenance workers involved in excavation
activities at the sites may come into direct contact with soil, groundwater, and separate phase
product. We originally proposed to address this issue as part of the health risk assessment;
however, based on several conversations with RWQCB staff on this and other projects, we
now believe it is more appropriate to address the potential risks to construction and mainte-
nance workers in the long-term management plan for the sites.

We believe the above modifications are consistent with the goals of the work plan and will
provide the data necessary to complete the evaluation of the migration of petroleum hydro-
carbon constituents to Temescal Creek, and to evaluate potential human health risks associated
with recreational uses of the Creek and current and future uses of both sites. We would appre-

ciate your feedback on these changes as quickly as possible, because this project has been
delayed for some time and all of the parties involved are anxious to proceed as soon as
possible.

If you have any questions, please contact either of the undersigned, Amanda Spencer, or Greg
Brorby.

Sincerely,
GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC.
7. ,

James D. Tull To E:
Senior Scientist Principal Engineer

JDT/TEG/pp
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ce: Ravi Arulanantham. RWQCB
Steve Morse. RWQCB
Lyvnn Nakashima. DTSC
Amanda Spencer. Geomatrix
Greg Brorby. Geomatrix
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Ms. Susan Hugo

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy., Suite 250

Alameda, California 94502-6577

GROUNDWATER FLOW STUDY
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELIMOUND IT SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

As requested in your July 18, 1996 letter to Tom Gram, PES Environmental, Inc. (PES)
measured groundwater elevations in monitoring wells at the Powell Street Plaza and
Shellmound III properties in Emeryville, California on July 30, 1996. Depth-to-water
measurements as well as calculated water-level elevations are presented in the attached table
(Table 1). As PES reported in recent quarterly groundwater monitoring reports, many of the
monitoring wells on the Shellmound II property were buried during redevelopment activities;
therefore, no measurements were possible in these wells.

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Creps or Andy Briefer at (415) 899-1600.
Sincerely,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

S S5

Bryan J.-Smith
Project Engineer

Enclosure: Table I - Groundwater Elevations and Product Thickness Measurements

ce! Tom Gram

24101021 025
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TABLE 1

Groundwater Elevations and Product Thickness Measurements
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound Il Sites

Emeryville, California

PES Environmental, Inc.

_MW-8 | 773096
MWD 7730796
MW-10 | 7/30/96
MW-TT ] 7/30/96
MW-12 | _7/30/96

| MW-13 | 7/30/96
MW-14

NP

2.78

3.76

NM

NM

7/30/96 |

Weill Measurement | Measurement Top of | Depth to| Depth to | Product | Water-Level Corrected
Number Date Time Casing Product Water Thickness | Elevation | W-L Elevation Notes
(feet MSL) | (feet) (feet) {feet) (feet MSL) {feet MSL)
MW-1 | 7/30/96 9:06 8.72 NP 5.66 3.06
- 7/30/96 92 9.83 NP 6.76 3.07
L238086 1 9

=3 Abandoned

Paved over - condition unknown

dAbandoned

®

- R S A i ? “jAbandoned

MW-18 7/30/96 NM 6.21 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown

MW-19 | 7/30/96 NM 9.94 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown

 MG-1 | 7/30/96 | NM 11.82 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown

MG-2 | 7/30/96 NM 10.83 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown

- MG-3 7/30/96 ~ NM 9.76 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown

MG-4 | 7/30/96 |  NM 7.38 NM NM NM Buried with soil - condition unknown
MG-7 7/30/96 10:06 13.10 NP 11.98 1.12

PZ-1 7/30/96 | NM 7.99 NM NM NM Buried with soll - condition unknown

Rewvisad top of casing elevations based on December 27, 1994 and January 4, 1995 Kier & Wright survey.

NP = No free product observed

Trace = Slight residue oninterface probe or other indication of free-product. Product thickness is less than 0.01 foot.
NM = Not measured
W-1I. = Water-Levai

Corrected Water-Leval Elevations were calculated as follows:
Water-Level Elevation = Top of Casing - Depth to Water + 0.85 x Product Thickness
Shaded wells have beean abandoned.

24101020 X25
WL Measurements

8/6/96
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AGENCY Alameda county CCaasy-

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy., #250
July 18, 1996 Alameda CA 94502-6577 ‘

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

(DWW DUr-vrss

Mr. Thomas Gram

Former Eastshore Partners
5800 Shellimound Street #210
Emeryville, California 94608

RE: Groundwater Flow Study in Emeryvilie

Dear Mr. Gram:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health,
Environmental Protection Division (ACDEH) and the Department of
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) are coordinating a groundwater
flow study in Emerywville, specifically in the area near the
Cypress Freeway (880) reconstruction project and the EBMUD North
Interceptor sanitary sewer relocation due to what appeared to be
inconsistent flow directions observed at nearby sites.

The following sites under the oversight of either ACDEH or DTSC
are requested to participate in this study:

Good Guys - 5800 Christie Avenue {ACDEH)
Shellmound I, II and III - Eastshore Highway (DTSC)

Barbary Coast - 4300 Eastshore Highway {DTSC)

Powell Street Plaza (PIE) - 5500 Eastshore Highway {ACDEH)
Days Inn Hotel - 1603 Powell Street (ACDEH)
BP 0il Station - 1700 Powell Street {ACDEH)
Shell 0il Station - 1800 Powell Street {(ACDEH)
Myers Container - 4500 Shellmound Street {DTsC)

Hacros Pigment Plant - 4650 Shellmound Street (ACDEH)
Goldsmith Lathrop - 5813 Shellmound Street {ACDEH)

It is necessary to coordinate / tie-in (using the same bench
mark) the groundwater elevation readings of the monitoring wells
at 5500 Eastshore Highway (Powell Street Plaza, PIE) with wells
at the above listed sites. %
Please inform your consultants that the tentative schedule for
the groundwater elevation measurements for all the sites listed
above will be on July 30, 1996.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
me at (510) 567-6780 or Ted Park of DTSC at (510) 540-3847.

Sincerely,

Sugsan L. Hugo, Senicr Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Gordon Coleman. Acting Chief, Envircnmental Protection / files
Ted Park, DTSC, 700 Heinz Ave., Berkeley, CA 94710-2737
Sum Arigala, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
John Skalbeck, PES, 1682 Novato Blvd., #100, Novato, CLh 94947
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L.OS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, D.C.
ORANGE COUNTY 345 CALIFORNIA STREET LONDON
PALOALTO SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94104-2675 BRUSSELS
WALNUT CREEK TELEPHONE (415) 677-7000 HONG KONG
SEATTLE TELEFACSIMILE (415) 677-7522 TOKYO

DENVER

January 16, 1996

Writer’s Direct Dial Number

(415) 677-7117

Land Disposal Section
Division of Clean Water Programs-SWRCB

™ M TR 1y

P.0. Box 544212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Attn: Ms. Christine Bailey

Re: Written Comments -- Amendment of Resolution No. 92-49,
"Policies and Procedures for Investigation and Clean-Up and
Abatement Under Section 13304 of the Water Code”

Dear Ms. Bailey:

On behalf of our client, Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P. (“Aetna”), please
accept these comments on the September 14, 1995 draft Amendment of Resolution
92-49 (the “Amendment”). We understand that the comment period officially closed on
October 30, 1995 but that the Board will nevertheless consider comments submitted
after that date at least to the extent that they raise new or important issues.

Our comments relate to the land use restriction provisions of the Amendment.
We have reviewed the Summary of Comments and Responses included in the draft
Functional Equivalent Document dated September 14, 1995 (the “Summary”) and
believe there is still some confusion on this point. As you know, in many cases the
discharger at a particular site is not also the site’s owner. In those situations, the
discharger may propose a land use restriction to minimize cleanup costs, in
circumstances where the proposed restriction is unacceptable to the owner as an
inappropriate limitation on the value and usefulness of the property. For example,
Aetna is the owner of a site in Emeryville, California which is contaminated with
petroleum hydrocarbons. When Aetna purchased the property, it bargained for an
indemnity from the seller to protect the value of the property. However, the seller is
now attempting to convince the County of Alameda and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board that minimal remediation and a deed restriction will solve the problem.
In the enclosed letter to the County (and copied to the RWQCB) dated June 26, 1995,
we raised Aetna’s objections 10 an “involuntary” deed restriction, but have had no

|s-70476]
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Land Disposal Section
January 16, 1996
Page Two

written response from the agencies. We believe it is critical for the State Board to make
clear in the Amendment that the Regional Boards do not have the authority under the
Water Code to force a property owner to accept a deed restriction where the property
owner is unwilling to do so.

Several of the comments submitted to the Board last year made this point.
Specifically, the comment identified as Comment 011.1.c on page C15 of the Summary
suggested that the following language be included in the Amendment:

A non-attainment zone shall be implemented only with the
written agreement of all fee interest owners of the
parcel(s) of property containing the non-attainment zone.

Although the Board’s response to this comment was “Accept,” the text of the
Amendment still does not adequately address the poini:

The discharger or a group of dischargers is responsible for
applying for designation of a containment zone.

Section IL.H.5. As is presently true with Aetna’s Emeryville property, there will
occasionally be instances when a discharger applies for a designation against the wishes
of the property owner. Therefore, Aetna respectfully suggests that the Board amend
Section ITI.H.5 as it appears in the September 14, 1995 draft of the Amendment to
include the language suggested by Comment 011.1.c. The State Board should also
clarify that the Water Code does not authorize the Regional Boards to impose or require
deed restrictions over the objections of a property owner.

Thank you very much for considering these views.

Very‘@ours,

B S. Sandals

Enclosure

ce: David Cooke, Esg.
Susan Hugo, Sr. Hazardous Material Specialist
Sum Arigala, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Environmental Health

sf-70476
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MOoORRISON & FOERSTER e

Gordon Coleman, Acting Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Lynn Nakashima, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Juan Arreguin, Emeryville Redevelopment Agency

Diane Mims, Regional Water Quality Control Board

John Kaiser, Regional Water Quality Control Board

Stephen Morse, Regional Water Quality Control Board

|sF-70476];
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LOS ANGELES - ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK

SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, D C.

ORANGE COUNTY 345 CALIFORNIA STREET DENVER

PALO ALTO SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94104-2675 LONDON

WALNUT CREEK . TELEPHONE (415) 677-7000 BRUSSELS

SEATTLE TELEFACSIMILE (#15) 677-7322 HONG KONG
TELEX 34-0134 MRSN FOERS SFO TOKYO-*

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER
June 26, 1995 (415) 677-7117

BY OVERNIGHT COURIER

Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Department of Environmental Health
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

Re: Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site
5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

We are writing on behalf of Atna Real Estate
Associates, L.P. (vEtna"), the owner of the above-referenced
property (the "property”}, regarding the possibility of
1imiting the level of environmental remediation that would
occur at the Property by restricting future land use. We
understand that, at a May 25, 1995 meeting, & representative
of the former Eastshore Partners, Mr. Tom Graf with
Geomatrix Consultants, suggested the possibility of placing
a deed restriction on the Property. In response to Mr.
craf's suggestion, you inquired about Ztna’s position on
this issue.

as initially expressed at the May 25 meeting, Etna
strongly disagrees chat a deed restriction should be placed
on the Property. As you may know, imposing a dead
restriction runs counter to a pasic tenet of property law,
because deed restrictions impair the free alienability and
use of affected property. See, e.9., Wharton V. Mollinet,
<02 cal. App. 24 710, 713 (ath Dist. 1951) (disfavor of
vescraints on alienation nig founded on grounds of clear
public policy for thne purpcse of clarifying and protecting
~icles for the penefit of the public at large as well as the
grantees"”); Emergency Standard Guide for Risk-Based
Corrective Action Applied at retroleum Release Sites, RASTM
g 38-94 (May 27, 1994) at 15 (restricting land use
contradicts pasic principles of property law).
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In this case, restraining future land use is
particularly inappropriate. Although the site is currently
used as a shopping center, it is certainly possible, and
even likely, that the Property will be utilized for other
purposes in the future, possibly including a hotel ox other
residential-type uses. The site is readily accessible and
offers views of San Francisco, the San Francisco Bay and the
East Bay. The demand for housing and hotels in the regicn
ie high. In addition, predicting future land use is highly
speculative due to the fluid pattern of development in
Emeryville. The use of a deed restriction to curtail future
land use could therefore place a severe and unnecessary
restriction on potential future usesg of the Property.

A deed restriction would not only unnecessarily
restrict the future use of the site, but would also severely
impact the marketability of the Property. As you know, a
deed restriction is a covenant that runs with the land in
perpetuity. Property that can be used only for certain
purposes is less valuable than property that is free of such
restrictions. In the case of restrictions based upon
environmental contamination, a deed restriction threatens to
permanently stigmatize the Property, reducing its value even
further. Moreover, title to properties subject to deed
restrictions generally remain impaired even where the
conditions that gave rise to the restrictions have been
eliminated. As an innocent landowner, Xtna should not be
expected or reguired to permanently restrict its use of the
property and thereby voluntarily reduce its market value.
See Internal Memorandum from Stephen Hill, Section Leader,
to Steven Ritchie, Executive Officer, California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Samn Francisco Bay Region,
Regarding Survey of Potential Non-Attainment Areas at
Regional Board Lead Groundwatexr Cleanup Sitces - Status
Report (February 1, 1995) at 5 ("deed restrictions .
cannot be forced cn a down-gradient property owner”); See
also Preamble to the 1990 Revisions to the National
Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 60 Fed. Reg. 8666, 8706 (March 8,
1990) ("EPA agrees that institutional controls [such as deed
restrictions) should not substitute for more active response
measures that actually reduce, minimize, or eliminate
contamination unless such measures are not practicable.").

Etna does not intend tco address in this letter
other issues discussed at the May 25, 1235 meeting,
including the appropriateness of considering the draft
Ground Water Nen-Attainment Areas pelicy adopted by the
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Regional Water Quality Control Board on August 17, 1994,
because it has not been approved by the State Water
Resources Control Board. Z£tna also reserves comment
regarding whether conditions at the Property would qualify
for consideration under the draft policy, including, among
others, whether complying with all applicable water quality
objectives will not be technologically or economically
achievable within a reasonable period of time, whether no
significant pollutant migration will occur, and whether
adequate source removal will limit future migration of
pollutants to ground water.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Please
do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or
comments.

ly yours,

S. Sandals
BSS/la

cc: David Cooke, Esg.
Sum Arigala, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director,
Environmental Health
Bdgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Lynn Nakashima, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Juan Arreguin, Emeryville Redevelopment Agency

387273 (3284/100]



DATE:

TO:

MEMORANDUM

QOctober 27, 1995

Lynn Nakashima, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Sum Arigala, Regional Water Quality Control Board o
Susan Hugo, Alameda County Dept. of Environmental Health

FROM: Ron Gerber, Emeryville Redevelopment Agency

SUBJECT: Scoping session regarding environmental engineering services related to the

remediaiton of the Shellmound Ventures Parcels.

TIMES AND LOCATION
Date: Thursday, November 2, 1995
Time: 1:30 pm
Place: DTSC Offices, 700 Heinz Avenue, Berkeley

Administrative Conference Room #315 (take the elevator to the 3rd floor,
turn right and proceed to the end of the hall)

The scoping session will cover two major items:

Preparation of the Risk Assessment. The discussion will include the format contemplated,
the calculation requirements, and various details related to the fate and transport model. The
discussion should include alf pertinent information needed so that the consultant has a clear
understanding of what is expected in order to complete the Risk Assessment. The discussion
should serve to clarify the diesel and non-diesel requirements of the Risk Assessment.

Review and brief discussion of the general and specific comments to the Agency's
Environmental Site Characterization Report. The purpose of this discussion is to clarify any
outstanding issues so that the consultant has a clear understanding of what services will be
required for the contractual obligations of this phase of the project.

Instribution Last

Patrick D O'Keefle. Lmeryulle Redevelopment Agancy
Ignacio Dayrit, Emeryville Redevelopment Agenes
Tom Gram. The Marun Group

Mansour Sepehr, Soma Cnvironmental Engmeenng, Inc
John Adams, Klemfzlder Inc

Chrisuna Kennedy, Klawnfzlder Ino
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SHELLMOUND VENTURES REMEDIATION
NEXT STEPS - Revised 10/24/95

Review/Finalize Site Characterization Plan

A Respond to Comments made by DTSC - The Regional Water Quality Board has
indicated that these are the Same concerns that they have

B. As an appendix to the Characterization Plan, include a Baseline Risk Assessment.
~ This document will be submﬁtted to DTSC, RWQCB & Alameda County. Prior to

their consultant, Alameda County, The Martin Group, and their consultant regarding
a separate Risk Assessment that they will prepare related to the former P.LE. site.

Prepare a Draft Removal Action Workplan (Includes all necessary Remedial Design Work)
Al Respond to the comments and submit as a final draft

B. Public Notice is prepared and a public meeting 7s held to discuss the Draft Removal
Action Workplan

C. Respond to any public comments and submit to DTSC and the RWQCB as 3 final
plan for review

D. Finalize the Removal Action Workplan pursuant to any comments made by the
regulatory agencies :

The Agency Implements the Plan (Including the Health and Safety Plan) /

* Prepare Removal Action Completion Report, which documents the work that was done! and

submit it to the regulatory agencies for comment
A Respond to comments and finalize report
Prepare the Operations and Maintenance Plan and submit for review

A Respond to comments and finalize the report
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June 26, 1995 (415} 677-7117

BY OVERNIGHT COURIER

Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Department of Environmental Health
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

Re: Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site
5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA

hear- Ms.‘Hugo-
?Lﬁ“—‘,(‘..,‘-. Do e emetaa et
We are writing on behalf of Etna Real Estate

Associates, L.P. ("ZEtna"}, the owner of the above-referenced
property (the "Property"), regarding the possibility of
limiting the level of environmental remediation that would
occur at the Property by restricting future land use. We
understand that, at a May 25, 1995 meeting, a representative
of the former Eastshore Partners, Mr. Tom Graf with
Geomatrix Consultants, suggested the possibility of placing
a deed restriction on the Property. In response to Mr.
Graf's suggestion, you inquired about Etna's position on
this igsue.

As initially expressed at the May 25 meeting, Ztna
strongly disagrees that a deed restriction should be placed
on the Property. 2As you may know, imposing a deed
restriction runs counter to a basic tenet of property law,
because deed restrictions impair the free alienability and
use of affected property. See, 2.g., Wharton v. Mcllinet,
103 Cal. App. 2d 710, 713 {(4th Dist. 1951) {disfavor of
restraints on alienation "ls founded on grounds of clear
public policy for the purpose of clarifying and protecting
Citles for the benefit of the public at large as well as the
granteeg”) ; Emergency Standard Culde for Risk-Based
Corrective Action Applied at Petroleum Release Sites, ASTM
ES 38-84 (May 27, 19%4) at 36 (restricting land use
contradicts basic principles cf property law).




MORRISON & FOERSTER

Susan L. @uge
June zZ6, 1955
Fage Two

In this case, restraining Iuture land us:s g
parcicularsy inappropriate. Although the site Is currently
used as a shopping center, it 1s certalinly vossikple, and
even likely, that the Property will be utilized for other
purposes in the future, possibly including a hotel or other
residential-type uses. The site ig readily accessible and
offers views of San Francisco, the San Francisco Bay and the
East Bay. The demand for housing and hotels in the region
is high. 1In addition, predicting future land use is highly
speculative due to the fluid pattern of development in
Emeryville. The use of a deed restriction to curtail future
land use could therefore place a severe and unnecessary
restriction on potential future uses of the Property.

A deed restriction would not only unnecessgarily
restrict the future use of the site, but would also severely
impact the marketability of the Property. As you know, a
deed restriction is a covenant that runs with the land in
perpetuity. Property that can be used only for certain
purposes is less valuable than property that is free of such
restrictions. In the case of restrictions based upon
environmental contamination, a deed restriction threatens to
permanently stigmatize the Property, reducing its value even
further. Moreover, title to properties subject to deed
restrictions generally remain impaired even where the
conditions that gave rise to the restrictions have been
eliminated. As an innocent landowner, Etna should not be
expected or required to permanently restrict its use of the
Property and thereby voluntarily reduce its market value.
See Internal Memorandum from Stephen Hill, Section Leader,
to Steven Ritchie, Executive Officer, California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region,
Regarding Survey of Potential Non-Attainment Areas at
Regional Board Lead Groundwater Cleanup Sites - Status
Report (February 1, 1995) at 5 ("deed restrictions .
cannot be forced on a down-gradient property owner”); See
also Preamble to the 1990 Revisions to the National
Contingency Plan ("NCP"}, 60 Fed. Reg. 8666, 8706 (March 8,
1990) ("EPA agrees that institutional controls [such as deed
restrictions] should not substitute for more active response
meagsures that actually reduce, minimize, or eliminate
contamination unless such measures are not practicable.").

Etna does not intend to address in this letter
other issues discussed at the May 25, 1995 meeting,
including the appropriateness of considering the draft
Ground Water Non-Attainment Areas policy adopted by the
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Regional Water Quality Control Board on August 17, 1994,
because it has not been approved by the State Water
Resources Control Board. Ztna alsoc reserves comment
regarding whether conditions at the Property would qualify
for consideration under the draft policy, including, among
others, whether complying with all applicable water quality
objectives will not be technologically or economically
achievable within a reasonable period of time, whether no
significant pollutant migration will occur, and whether
adequate source removal will limit future migration of
pollutants to ground water.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Please
do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or
comments.

Bayify S. Sandals

BSS/1la

cc: David Cooke, Esqg.
Sum Arigala, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director,
Environmental Health
Edgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Lynn Nakashima, Department of Toxic Substances Control
Juan Arreguin, Emeryville Redevelopment Agency

387273 [3284/100]



ALAMEDA COUNTY C.
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Gontrol Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

dJune 8, 1995 UST Local Oversight Program
STID# 1184 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510} 567-6700

Ms. Katherine M. Burgi
Investment Officer

Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technology Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, California 95110

Mr. Thomas Gram

Former Eastshore Partners

5800 Shellmound Street, Suite 210
Emeryville, California 94608

RE: Powell Street Plaza ( Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site -
5500 Eastshore Highway) and Shellmound ITT Site, Emeryville,
California 94608

Dear Meg. Burgi and Mr. Gram:

This letter documents our office concurrence with regards to the
Proposed Well Replacement Plan for the Powell Street Plaza and
Shellmound III siteg in Emeryville, California dated February 23,
1995, prepared and submitted by PES Environmental, Inc.

A meeting coordinated by ACDEH in conjunction with DTSC and RWQCH
was held on February 1, 1995 and attended by representatives from
Cal Trans, EBMUD, City of Emeryville, PES Environmental and
Clayton Environmental., Monitoring wells (MW-4 and MW-5) will be
abandoned due to the realignment of the ERMUD Interceptor and
replacement wells (MW-4R and MW-5R) will be installed. Monitoring
wells (MW-7, MW-15 and MW-16) will be abandoned due to the
realignment of Cal Trans I-80 freeway and replacement wells (MW -
7R, MW-15R and MW-16R) will be installed. These replacement wells
are scheduled for installation as soon as possible following the
completion of the EBMUD construction activities in the aresn by
November / December 1965,

Please give our office 72 hours advance notice of the well
abandonment and replacement field activities so I can schedule z
site visic,



Ms. Burgili and Mr. Gram

RE: Powell Street Plaza & Shellmound III Sites, Emeryville, CA
June 8, 1995

Page 2 of 2

If you have any guestions concerning this letter, please contact
me at (510) 567-6780.

Sincerely,
Susan L. Hugo v

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Director, Environmental Health
) Sum Arigala, San Francisco Bay RWQCE
Lynn Nakashima, DTSC, 700 Heinz Ave., Suite 200,
Berkeley, CA 94710
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Mee Ling Tung, Acting Chief, Environmental Protection
Divigion / files
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental, 1252 Quarry Lane,
Pleasanton, CA 94566
John Skalbeck / Robert Creps, PES Environmental, Inc.,
1682 Novato Blvd., Suite 100, Novato, CA 954547



ATAMEDA COUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

" UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE

05/25/95

AGENCY#: 10000

SOURCE OF FUNDS: F-FEDERAL

StID: 1184 SUBSTANCE: 12034 -Diesel
SITE NAME: PIE Freight Terminal Site
ADDRESS : 5500 Eastshore Hwy

CITY/ZIP : Emeryville, CA 94608

INSPECTOR: SH

DATE REPORTED : 08/14/86
DATE CONFIRMED: 08/14/86
MULTIPLE RP's : Y

CASE TYPE: G CONTRACT STATUS: 4 PRIOR:2B3 EMERGENCY RESPONSE:
RP SEARCH S DATE END: 03/15/92
PRELIM ASSESSMENT C DATE BEGIN: 09/16/86 DATE END: 12/18/87
REMEDIAL, INVESTIG C DATE BEGIN: 04/28/88 DATE END: 06/03/88
REMEDIATL, ACTION . U DATE BEGIN: 05/11/89 DATE END:
POST REMED MONITOR: DATE BEGIN: DATE END:
TYPE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 1 DATE OF ENFORC. ACTION: 03/15/92
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE - SCREEN #2
LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSIDERATION: 3HSCAWG CASE CLOSED: on:

DT EXC START: 11/11/86

REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: ED,ET,IT,GT

RP #1: CONTACT:
RP COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS .
CITY/STATE:

Ms. Maria Burgi

Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technology Dr. #600
San Josge, California 95110

RP COST:
Ph:

AMaMENT :




SITE ID#: 1184

" ADDITIONAL RP'S

RP #2

CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS:
CITY/ST/ZIP:

Mr. Thomas Gram

Former Eastshore Partners
5800 Shellmound St. #210
BEmeryville, C A 94608

RP Ph:
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#%, PES Envirofental, Inc. ¢ |

Engineering & Environmental Semces

February 23, 1995 .w.“’;“f"! R

241.0102.011

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94501

PROPOSED WELL REPLACEMENT PLAN :
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND IU SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter has been prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former
partners of Eastshore Partners (Eastshore) for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III
sites, Emeryville, California. This letter describes the proposed well replacement plan for
monitoring wells that will be abandoned due to construction activities by the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and East Bay Municipal Utilities District
(EBMUD). As you requested in our February 1, 1995 meeting, PES has prepared this
plan to document that one replacement well will be installed for each well that will be
fa;)andoned due 1o the realignment of the EBMUD Interceptor and the Caltrans I-80
eeway.

Eastshore is continuing to work with Caltrans towards reaching an equitable )
compensation agreement for these well replacement activities. We are optimistic that this
matter will be resolved soon so that the well replacement can commence.

PES and EBMUD verified the wells to be impacted by EBMUD's and Caltrans'

construction activities during a site visit following our February 1, 1995 meeting. The

Wells that are scheduled to be abandoned include: MW-4 and MW-S (EBMUD) and MW-

MW /5/ a MW 16 (Caltrans) PES proposes to replace these well at the locations
shioWwn on N SR st

These replacement wells will be installed following completion of EBMUD construction
activities in the area which will be in approximately November/December 1995 This
schedule will allow for proper well location sitting relative to realignment features and
eliminates the possibility for accidental damage to replacement wells from heavy
equipment used during construction activities

1682 Novato Bou'evare « Suite 160 » Novato Canformiz 94947 « TEL (415)899-1600 « FAX (415;899-1601




Ms. Susan L. Hugo . .

February 23, 1995 PES Environmental, Inc.
Page 2

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact
either of the undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

G b Bulok

John D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

Attachment: Plate 1. Site Plan

cc: Tom Gram; Former Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Esq.; Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott; Clayton Environmental Consultants
Albert Weitz, EBMUD
Joel Howie; Caltrans
Brian Fitzpatrick; Caltrans
Lynn Nakashima; California Environmental Protection Agency - DTSC
Sumadhu Arigala; California Regional Water Quality Control Board, S.F. Region
Juan Arreguin; City of Emeryville

2410102T 016
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February 14, 1995
241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94501

REVISED SCHEDULE FOR REPORT SUBMITTALS
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND III SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNJA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter was prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former Eastshore
Partners for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound ITI sites, Emeryville, California. This letter
documents the proposed revised schedule for report submittals as discussed in our February 1,
1995 meeting.

As you requested, PES will prepare a Well Replacement Plan for submittal by February 24, 1995.
The Feasibility Study Report and the Remedial Action Plan can be completed and submitted by
March 15, 1995.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either of the
undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC,

%D-W

 Skalbeck, C.E.G o
Associate Hydrogeologist
cc. Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners

Dawvid Cooke, Esq., Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consultants

24101020 019
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BOX 235660
OAKLAND, CA  94623-0660
(510) 286-4444

TOD (510) 286-4454

PETE WILSON, Governor

February 9, 1995

Ms. Susan Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

Subject: Powell Street Plaza/ Shellmound III Properties
Dear Ms. Hugo:

This is a follow up to the February 1, 1995 meeting at your
office regarding the impact of Caltrans construction projects to
monitoring wells at the subject sites. It was determined by Al
Weitz of EBMUD and Robert Creps of PES Environmental that
monitoring wells MW-4 and MW-7 will be impacted by the north
interceptor relocation project.

EBMUD will demolish MW-4 and MW-7 through a permit from the
Zone 7 Water Resources Agency and replacement wells will be
installed by PES Environmental. The locations of the replacement
wells will be determined by PES Environmental through discussions
with your office.

2As discussed in the meeting, monitoring wells MW-5, MW-15
and MW-16 will be impacted by the I-80 widening (flyover)
project. The demolition of these wells was not included in the
contract plans but may be accomplished through a contract change
order or by PES Environmental. This will be determined after
receipt of a proposed cost estimate from PES Environmental and
the flyvover contractor.

This letter confirms Caltrans intentions to demolish
monitoring wells prior to installation cf replacement wells.
Please respond to this letter by February 24, 1995 if Alameda
County Health Services Agency has any objections. Otherwise,
EBMUD will proceed with subsequent demolition of monitoring wells
MW-4 and MW-7. Demolition of monitoring wells MW-5, MW-15 and
MW-16 will occur in late March or April.



Ms.

Susan Hugo

February 9, 1995
Page 2

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Joel

Howie at (510) 286-5651 or Jim Ross at (510) 286-5629.

Sincerely yours,

JOE BROWNE
District Director

By:

S T

f+ DIANNE STEINHAUSER, OFFICE CHIEF
Office of Environmental Engineering

Ds:jh

cc:

Mr. Robert Creps/Mr. John Skalbeck
PES Environmental, Inc.

1632 Novatoc Boulevard, Suite 100
Novato, California 94947

Mr. Sum Arigala

Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region

2101 Webster Street, Suite 500
Oakland, California 9412

Ms. Lynn Nakashima

Department of Toxic Substances Control, Region 2
700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200

Berkeley, California 94710-2737

Mr. Al Weitz

East Bay Municipal Utility District
P.C. Box 24055

Oakland, California 94623-1055

Mr. Juan Arreguin

City of Emeryville
Department of Public Works
2200 Powell Street
Emeryville, California 94608

Anthony McElligott

Clayton Environmental Consultants, Inc.
P.O. Box 9019

Pleasanton, California 94566

SHislop, Caltrans Cypress Construction
BFitzpatrick, Caltrans Right of Way
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Engineering & Environmental Services

/\Q//I ¢ PES Environmental, I* .

November 8, 1994 FALL
Sybovams L
241.0102.010 3 71D 1€ }'[ PSS L s

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94501

SCHEDULE FOR REPORT SUBMITTALS
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND HI SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter was prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former Eastshore
Partners for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound I1I sites, Emeryville, California. This
letter documents the proposed schedule for report submittals as discussed in our September 2,
1994 meeting.

PES completed groundwater sampling of the new monitoring well MW-19 on October 30,
1994. Laboratory chemical analyses results for the groundwater sample are expected by
November 14, 1994, PES can complete the Characterization Report upon receipt of these
results and submit a final report by November 30, 1994. The Feasibility Study Report and the
Remedial Action Plan can be completed and submitted by December 30, 1994.

The Characterization Report submittal is dependent on receipt of reports by Blymyer and
Sons Engineers, Inc. (Blymyer) regarding tank removal and soil excavation activities at the
Powell Street Plaza site during occupancy by Pacific Intermountain Express (PIE). These
reports are required to complete the background characterization for the site. The release of
these reports to PES by Blymyer 1s subject to authorization by PIE's bankruptcy trustee. PES
has requested authorization for release of these reports in a September 28, 1994 letter to Chris
Falbo of Blymyer. Sylvia Lee of PIE indicated in a telephone conversation today that the
authorization from PIE's bankruptcy trustee may be forthcoming in a couple of weeks or more
depending on bankruptcy court backlog,

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either of
the undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

N Arafbeck

John Skalbeck, C E G.
Assoclate H}drooeo ogist

cc Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Esq, Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consultants

1682 Novato Boulevard = Suite 100 » Novato, California 94947  (415) 8931600 + FAX (415} 8991601
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October 24, 1994

s

241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Matenals Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94501

SAMPLING SCHEDULE MODIFICATION
GROUNDWATER MONITORING PROGRAM

POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND III SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter was prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former Eastshore
Partners for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound 11 sites, Emeryville, California. This letter
documents sampling schedule modifications for the groundwater monitoring program as discussed
in our September 2, 1994 meeting.

PES submitted a letter dated June 29, 1994 to Alameda County Department of Environmental
Health (ACDEH) outlining the proposed modifications of the groundwater monitoring program
sampling schedule to reduce redundant monitoring and associated costs. Comments to this letter
were discussed during our September 2, 1994 meeting and changes to the proposed modifications
were agreed upon by ACDEH and PES at that time. The following paragraphs document and
provide the rationale for these changes.

As requested by you, monitoring well MW-8 was sampled on September 6, 1994 to verify the
apparent anomalous detection of total petroleum hydrocarbons (quantified as diesel) in the sample
from this well during the June 2, 1994 sampling event. The laboratory chemical analyses results
indicate ng detectable concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons in the September 6, 1994
sample. These results will be reported in the quarterly report scheduled for submittal at the end of
this month. Based on these results, Well MW-8 will be eliminated from the monitoring schedule
as agreed during the September 2, 1994 meeting.

Because of the groundwater mounding near the southern portion of the Powell Street Plaza site,
monitoring well MW-12 will be monitored quarterly (originally proposed for elimination) to
assess potential northeastern migration of petroleum hydrocarbons due to radial groundwater flow
from the mound During the September 2, 1994 meeting we agreed that monitoring well MW-6
would be eliminated {originally proposed for annual sampling) from the sampling schedule upon
resolving the former lead issue regarding boring EB8 from a 1986 Geomatrix investigation
Resolution of the lead issue is documented in the October 12, 1994 letter Geomatrix Soil
Investigation, Powell Street Plaza, Emeryville, California

1682 Novato Boulevard o Suite 100 o Novato, California 34847 » {415) 892-1600 « FAX (415) 899-1601



Ms. Susan L. Hugo . PES Environmental, inc.

October 24, 1994
Page 2

As you requested, monitoring well MG-4 will continue to be sampled quarterly (originally
proposed for annual sampling) to serve as an upgradient monitoring location for the Shellmound
I site. We agreed that well PZ-1 (originally proposed for annual sampling) will be eliminated
from the monitoring schedule. We also agreed that well MW-1 will be sampled quarterly
(oniginally proposed for annual sampling) but only analyzed annually unless petroleum
hydrocarbons are found in the sample from well MW-2. If a quarterly sample from MW-2
contains petroleum hydrocarbons, the sample collected from well MW-1 will be analyzed.
Monitoring wells MW-16 and MW-18 will be eliminated from the monitoring schedule as

originally proposed.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either of the
undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

b. Mealkedg

John D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

MieAclo, ﬁﬁg.:-j@'za@:

Robert S. Creps, P.E.
Principal Engineer

cC: Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Esq., Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consultants

2410102L 016
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October 12, 1994

7/P 1%

241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94501

GEOMATRIX SOIL INVESTIGATIONS
POWELL STREET PLAZA SITE
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter was prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former

Eastshore Partners for the Powell Street Plaza site, Emeryville, California. It addresses a

concern you identified during our September 2, 1994 meeting regarding elevated lead
concentrations found in a soil sample collected from the northern portion of the site {at
Boring EB8) during a soil investigation conducted by Geomatrix in September 1986.

PES has reviewed the boring log data and laboratory results from the January 28, 1987
Geomatrix report Soils Quality Assessment, PIE Freight Terminal Site, Emeryville,
California. Enclosed are copies of the boring logs and a site location map from the
report. The logs indicate that construction debris was encountered in the surface fill
material (0 to 4 feet below ground surface) over most of the site. Samples of this fill
contained total lead concentrations ranging from 8 to 380 parts per million
exception of the sample from EB8 at 2.0 feet which had an initial concentratic
ppm. Retesting of this sample found a total lead concentration @Epgf\

pm) with the
@tﬁa

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Tom Gram of the former Eastshore Partners on

September 26, 1994, Mr. Gram stated that the elevated lead concentration in EB8 had
been reviewed and resolved by Geomatrix and representatives of the Alameda County
Department of Environmental Health prior to the close of escrow on the property.

Review of the March 12, 1987 Geomatrix report Supplemental Soil Quality Assessment,
Days Inn Parking Lot, Emerywille, Califorina and the October 26, 1987 Geomatrix report

Soil Quality Test Results, Days [nn Parking Lot, Fastshore Center, Emeryville,
Califorma indicate that the extent of elevated lead concentrations in soil has been

delineated and the lead contaminated soil has been excavated and hauled to an approved

disposai site. Copies of these two reports are attached

1682 Novato Boulevard »

Suite 100 » Novato, California 94947 » (415) 892-1600 * FAX (415) 899-1601



Ms. Susan Hugo PES Environmental, Inc.

October 12, 1994
Page 2

On the basis of this information it appears that this issue was resolved in 1987. The
elevated lead concentration found in the northern portion of the site is clearly not related
to the hydrocarbon contamination problems resulting from underground storage tanks in
the southern portion of the site and the isolated soil sample with the elevated lead
concentration is not representative of current conditions. Therefore, the groundwater
monitoring program related to the hydrocarbon problem does not need modification based
on the former lead issue.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact
either of the undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

D. AMM

John D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

Robert S. Creps, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Attachments

cc: Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Esq., Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consultants

2410102L 014
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September 28, 1994 Sl i
241.0102.010 Chi T s

Clayton Environmental Consultants
1252 Quarry Lane

P.O. Box 9019

Pleasanton, California 94566

Attention: Mr. Tony McElligott

GROUNDWATER MOUNDING INVESTIGATION
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND III SITES
EMEKYVILLE, CALIFORNIA -

Dear Tony:

This letter has been prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) to request your cooperation in the
investigation of surface or near-surface water sources on the Powell Street Plaza property (the Site) in
Emeryville, California. We understand that your client, Aetna Realty Investors, Inc., has retamned
American Leak Detection Services (ALDS) to conduct a water line leak detection survey at the Site.
PES is concerned that a water line leak may be a source of water causing groundwater mounding at the
Site. We understand that ALDS has submitted a written report regarding the results of the survey.
PES would very much appreciate your assistance in obtaining this report to evaluate the results of the
survey.

Please call if you have any questions or require further information regarding this request.
Yours very truly,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL. INC.

o Mo etz

John D. Skalbeck, CE.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

cc Mr Tom Gram - Former Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Esq - Bevendge & Diamond
Ms Marna Burg - Aetna Realty Investors, Inc
Barry Sandals, Esg - Momson & Foerster
Ms Susan Hugo - Alameda County Department of Environmental Health ./

231990290 4
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September 28, 1994
241.0102.010

Mr. Chris Falbo

Blymer and Sons Engineers, Inc.
1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, California 94501-1396

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND II SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Falbo:

This letter has been prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) to request your cooperation in
the investigation of soils characterization data on the Powell Street Plaza property

(the Site) in Emeryville, California. PES represents the former Eastshare Partners (the previous
property owner) and have been requested by Alameda County Department of Environmental
Health to compile all historical environmental information for the site. We understand that
Blymer and Sons had performed site work for Pacific Intermountain Express (PIE), the former
long-time occupant of the Powell Street Plaza property, and that you and they may have records
and information regarding excavation and treatment of hydrocarbon-bearing soils at the site. We
also understand that PIE has filed for bankruptcy and is in the process of liquidating assets.

PES would very much appreciate your assistance in obtaining copies of the reports related to soil
excavation and treatment activities including pre- and post-excavation sampling locations and
laboratory analytical reports as well as site maps showing the relocation areas of the treated soils
on the Site.

PES appreciates your cooperation in these matters, If you require further information or have any
questions, please feel free to call us.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

D.

John D Skalbeck. CE G
Associate Hydrogeologist

ce Tom Gram - Former Eastshore Partners
Svivia Lee - Pacific Intermountain Express
David Cooke, Esq - Beveridge & Diamond
Susan Hugo - Alameda County Department of Environmental Health ~

24101011601
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August 30, 1994
241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, California 94502

PROPOSED SAMPLING SCHEDULE MODIFICATION
GROUNDWATER MONITORING PROGRAM

POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND III SITES
EMERY VILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter has been prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of the former
partners of Eastshore Partners for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III sites located in
Emeryville, California. This letter documents telephone conversations and voice mail
messages regarding the proposed sampling schedule modification for the groundwater
monitoring program.

PES submitted a letter dated June 29, 1994 to Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health outlining the proposed a modification to the groundwater monitoring
schedule 1o reduce redundant monitoring and associated costs. The revisions were also
discussed during our meeting at your office on June 14, 1994, PES requested in the June 29
letter that you review this proposal before the next guarterly sampling event scheduled for

early September 1004,

During a telephone conversation on August 2, 1994, you indicated you would be responding
to the proposed sampling modification by August 15, 1994. PES telephoned on August i5 to
inquire about the status of your response and you said you would be sending a response letter
by the end of that week. PES left telephone voice mail messages on August 26 and 29, 1994
to inform you of our quarterly groundwater sampling event scheduled for Angust 30, 1994
and request a response to the proposed sampling modification. PES has not received your
response letter nor any return calls or voice mail messages from you.

It 1s our understanding. based on our discussions during the June 14 meeting and subsequent
tetephone conversaticns. that you are in general agreement that the current monttoring is
redundant and the modifications arc warranted. PES therefore plans to proceed with the
guarterly groundwater sampling event scheduled for August 30, 1994 in accordance with the

1882 Novato Boulevard =  Suite 100 ¢ Novato. Califorma 94947 ¢ (418) 89916800 = FAX {415) 898-1601
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ES Environmental, Inc.

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
August 30, 1994
Page 2

proposed sampling schedule modification outlined in the June 29, 1994 letter. We still
request written approval of the proposed sampling schedule modification to complete our files
on this issue.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either
of us if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

0. Aalbek

Jo . Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Senior Hydrogeologist

WS v

Robert S. Creps, P.E.
Associate Engineer

ce: Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners

David Cooke, Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consultants

Toanllg
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Engineering & Environmental Services

August 15, 1994
241.0102.010

Mr. Auro P. Bustillo

Maintenance Permits Branch

California Department of Transportation
Box 23660 ﬁz : -
Oakland, CA 94623-0660 " Tul

[
LB

fost.

TRANSMITTAL

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR
ENCROACHMENT PERMIT APPLICATION
FILE NO. 94-1296

POWELL STREET PLAZA / SHELLMOUND I

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr, Bustillo:

PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) submits this letter in response to your August 1, 1994 letter
requesting additional information for an encroachment permit application

(File No. 94-1296). We are requesting an encroachment permit to install and sample one
groundwater monitoring well west of Interstate 80 (I-80) at Post Mile 3.48 approximately
900 feet south of the Powell Street overpass.

The proposed monitoring well location is shown on Plate 1 relative to I-80 and the Powell
Street overpass. The aerial photograph enlargement presented on Plate 2, included as an
additional reference, also shows the well location.

The proposed monitoring well location is west of western shoulder of south-bound I-80 on an
abandoned section of pavement that appears to be a former frontage road within the State
right of way. Siting the proposed well outside the State right of way was deemed unsuitable
due to inaccessibility of the location and environmental sensitivities related to the tidal flat
area at the edge of the San Francisco Bay.

PES anticipates accessing the groundwater monitoring well area directly from I-80 the south-
bound Powell Street off-ramp during a low traffic time periods. All activities will be kept
completely clear of 1-80 and the paved shoulder. The access required for the proposed well
location includes a time schedule for well installation, well development, and collection of
groundwater samples as follows:

Day 1: Six hours to drill, install, and seal the monitoring well.
Day 2: Four hours to deveiop the well and collect an initial water sample.
Subsequent Days: One hour of sampling approximately every three months.

1682 Novato Boulevard » Suite 100 ¢ Novato, California 94947  (415) 8991600 » FAX (415) 899-1601



.PES Environmental, inc.

Mr. Auro P. Bustillo
August 15, 1994
Page 2

We trust this is the information you require. If you should have further questions please feel
free to call Mr. John Skalbeck at (415) 899-1600.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

»rete s, QQ% FoR:

Bryan J. Smith
Staff Engineer

Gt . Hesdbeck

John D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

Enclosures:  Plate 1 - Proposed Monitoring Well Location
Plate 2 - Aerial Photograph

cc: Mr. Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners
Ms. Susan Hugo, Alameda County Health Agency

2410102T 010
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STATE OF CALIFORMNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY PETE WILSON, Govemor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BOX 23660

OAKLAND, CA  94623-0660
(510) 2864444

TDD (510) 2864434

August 1, 1994

04-A1a-80 3.48
94-1296

PES Environmental, Inc.
1682 Novato Boulevard, Suite 100
Novato, CA 94947

Attention Mr. John Skalbelk

Gentlemen:

This is in regard to your June 30, 1994 Encroachment Permit
Application to drill one soil boring and install one monitoring
well on State Highway 04-Ala-80, Post Mile 3.48, at Powell
Street, in Emeryville.

The following comments must be addressed before we can
consider your application complete:

1. Show the exact location of the well on plans.

2. The well should be leccated outside the State right of way or
at least beyond the shoulder.

3. Specify how to access the well, and how often the access
will be needed for maintenance or other purposes.

Please revise your plan sheets accordingly and submit five
sets of revised plan sheets for our further action.

Be sure to reference File No. 94-1296 with your submittal
and correspondence.



PES Environmental
August 1, 1994
Page two

Should you have any questions, please call
Mr. Auro P. Bustillo at (510) 286-4416.

Sincerely,

JOE BROWNE
District Director

5 Bahwan . Lreds A

NADER Z. EBRAHIMI
Senior Engineer
Maintenance Permits Branch
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DATE: _ _July.12, 1994

TO: Susan Hugo, ACDEH

FROM: Jane Gill, PES Environmental
RE: Request for copies of documents
JOB#: 241.0102.006

This memo is to request copies of the atlached documents referred to in a
June 4, 1983 ACDEH letter. | would like to obtain these reports as soon as
possible. | have tried fo reach you by telephone, and have left several
messages.

Thanks for your help, and please call me at (415) 898-1600 if you have any
questions or comments,

| hope your move hasn’t been too traumatic!
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STID# 1184 BT cai Oversign Program
30 Swan Way, Rm 266

. . QOakland, CA 245<°

Ms. Maria B'U.rgl . (5109 271-4530

Investment Officex

Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technelcegy Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, California $5110

RE: Status of the Soil apd Groundwater Tnvestigation/Remediation
at Pormer P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site
5500 Eastshore Eighway, Emeryville, california 954608

Dear Ms. Burgi:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division has recently reviewed the files concerning the
soil and groundwater investigation/remediation at the referenced
site. Eight underground storage tanks were removed at the site
petween July, 1986 thru November, 1986 { 2 - 10,000 gallons diesel
tanks; 1 ~ 10,000 gallons gasoline tank; 1 - unknown capacity waste
oil tank; 1 unknown capacity moteor 0il tank; 3 unknown capacity
waste oil/grease tanks ). We are in receipt of the following
reports:

sme—P> * Results of Soil Sample Analyses During UGTs Removal
dated 8/11/86 and submitted by Blymer Engineers, IncC.
g * Soil and Groundwater Testing dated 8/15/86 and prepared by
Peter Kaldveer and Asso. '

w==4p = P.1.E. Soil Remediation prepared by Groundwater Technology
and submitted under Blymyer Engineers’ cover letter dated
9/16/86

s + Subsurface Assessment Report (9/5/86) prepared by
Groundwater Technology and submitted under Blymer
Engineers’ cover letter dated 9/16/86

——— * Soil Quality Assessment (1/28/87) prepared by Geomatrix
and submitted under The Martin Company’s cover ietter 2/3/87

S=memdp + Analytical Results tstockpiled Soil sampling) submitted by

Blymer Engineers

i for In-Situ Site Remediation of Soil and

dwater Hydrocarbon contamination by Augmented

clamation Using Laboratory Selected Bacterial culture

{July 2%, 1987) prepared bY Cyto Culfure

eports on Additional Site Characterization Studies at P.I.E.

NM: i6nwide Property (April 28, 1988) prepared by alton

jence and submitted under Cyto Culture’s cover letter

€715/88

* asé II Report on Hydrogeclegy and Site Characterizaticn

stwfies (6/3/88) submitted under cyto Culture’s cover letter
845/ RE




TN -12-1934

June 4,
Page 2
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Ms. Maria Burgi
RE: 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryv1lle CR 94608

1983
of 4

Waste Discharge Permit (Groundwater Treatment), Second
Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for

May 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated June 13, 15989
Fourth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for
June 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated July 17, 1989
Additiconal subsurface Investigative Work (July 7, 1989)
prepared by Blymer Engineers, Inc.

Fifth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
July 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated August 1989
Sixth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
August 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated September 1989
Seventh Monthly Report of Treatment and Discharge Operations
for September 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated
October 1939

Ninth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
November 198% prepared by Cyto Culture & dated December 15,
1889

Tenth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operaticns for
December 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated January 15,
1990

Correspondence dated March 22, 1990 from Cyto Culture
regarding Site Plan of P.I. E.'s present and proposed
reinfiltration plan

Based upon the review process of all the reports submitted to this

. office

for the referenced site, the following issues needed

clarification and must be addressed:

1)

35

Please clarify the status of the ip-situ remediation of soil
and groundwater contanination by Aucmented Bioreciamation
as proposed by Cyto Culture (July 22, 1987) for the
referenced site. Has the proposed reinfiltration plan

been implemented ? Is the remediation system currently
running ? If not, what is the rationale behind the
termination of the remediation treatment system 7

It appears that the extent of the soil and groundwater
centamination at the site remains undefined. A workplan to
delineate the vertical and lateral extent of the plume must
be submitted to this office no later than July 19, 1993,

Free floating product had been detected in Mw-3, MW-4,
MW-7, and Mw-15. Please clarify the total volume of free
floating product recovered from the extracticn trenches
iocated south and west of the referenced site to date.
free Floating product must be measured in all the wells
1sing an optical probe o a comparabkle instrument capable of
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241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

PROGRESS UPDATE
POWELL STREET PLAZA

AND SHELLMOUND III SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This letter has been prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. ("PES") on behalf of the former
Eastshore Partners to apprise you of our progress in addressing petroleum hydrocarbon
contamination at the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III properties, located in
Emeryville, California. This letter is in response to your request during our meeting on June
14, 1994 for the current status of tasks outlined in PES’ August 2, 1993 letter Investigation
and Remediation Workplan - Recommended Scope of Work.

PROJECT STATUS

The following paragraphs describe the status of the project tasks and provide an updated
schedule for remaining tasks.

Task 1 - Groundwater Monitoring / First Monitoring Quarter - Field activities for the
first quarterly monitoring of groundwater wells at the Powell Street Plaza site and
adjacent Shellmound III site were completed on November 10, 1993. A report dated
March 21, 1994 documenting the results of the monitoring has been submitted to the
Alameda County Department of Environmental Health ("ACDEH") and the California
Regional Quality Control Board ("RWQCRB").

Task 2 - Free-phase Product Removal - Passive free-phase product skimmers were
installed In Monitering Wells MW-13 and MW-15 i November, 1993 and continue to
operate at this time. Product thickness measurements indicate that very littie product is
observed in the wells. The skimmers are currently monitored bi-weekly and product
volume that is recovered 1s measured and transferred to a 55-gallon drum at the site. The
resuits of product thickness measurements and product removal are included in guarterly
groundwater monitoring reports.

1682 Novato Boulevard = Suite 100 « Novato, Cahfornia 94947 » (415) 898-1600 ¢ FAX {415) 899-1601
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo
June 28, 1994
Page 2

Task 3 - Chemical Characterization of Free-phase Product - Samples of the free-phase
product were collected on November 10, 1993 and submitted to the project analytical
laboratory for chemical analyses. Results of the analyses will be included in the site
characterization report (see Task 8 below).

Task 4 - Tidal Influence Study - Field activities for the tidal influence study at the
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III sites were conducted on December 28 to
December 31, 1993. Water levels in Monitoring Wells MG-3 and MG-7, Piezometer
PZ-1, and Temescal Creek were measured continuously using pressure transducers and
data was stored using electronic data loggers. The results of the study show that there is
limited but variabie tidal influence on groundwater elevations in monitoring wells at the
site. The results of the study will be included in the site characterization report (Task 8).

Task 5 - Groundwater Monitoring - Subsequent Quarters - Field activity for the
second and third quarterly groundwater monitoring events at the sites have been
completed. The results of the February 23, 1994 monitoring has been documented in a
quarterly report dated June 3, 1994 and submitted to ACDEH and RWQCB. The results
of the June 2, 1994 monitoring will be submitted in a quarterly report at the end of July
1994. The next quarterly monitoring event is scheduled for early September 1994.

Task 6 - Site Characterization Data Evaluation - Environmental data previously
collected at the sites by other investigators and data collected during PES’ investigations
have been used to characterize the lateral and vertical extent of petroleum hydrocarbons
in soil and groundwater. Based on discussions during the June 14, 1994 meeting, PES
understands that ACDEH requests additional groundwater investigation at this time to
define the western extent of petroleum hydrocarbons in groundwater. PES understands
that ACDEH will approve the installation of one groundwater monitoring well located
west of Intestate I-80 upon receipt of a work plan which PES is preparing under separate
cover. The results of characterization activities will be presented in the characterization
and feasibility study report (Task 8).

Task 7 - Remedial Feasibility Study - The remedial alternative feasibility study is
completed. PES evaluated 12 remedial alternatives including a number of alternatives
that utilized the proposed East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) sanitary sewer
pipeline re-alignment. A numerical simulation of groundwater flow was performed to
assess the effect the EBMUD pipeline would have on groundwater conditions at the site.
These effects on groundwater conditions were considered for the feasibility analysis of
remedial alternatives involving the EBMUD pipeline. The feasibility study evaluation
indicates that passive in-situ biotreatment technology is the preferred remedial alternative
for the sites.

24101021 Y
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo
June 28, 1994
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Task 8 - Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Reporting - Preparation of the
reports documenting the results of site characterization and the feasibility evaluation of
remedial alternatives is in progress. The site characterization report will include a
compilation of data from Tasks 1 through 6 and historical data collected at the sites. The
feasibility study report will document the results of Task 7.

Task 9 - Remedial Design and Workplan Preparation - Based on discussions during
the June 14, 1994 meeting, PES understands that tentative ACDEH approval of the

proposed conceptual remedial plan using passive in-situ bioremediation technology at the
sites will be granted provided the western extent of petroleum hydrocarbons is defined as
described above. PES is currently conducting the appropriate remedial design and
preparing a workplan for implementing a pilot study phase of the remedial program.

SCHEDULE

The following is an updated schedule for completing the activities described above.

Task Description Schedule
Groundwater Monitoring/First Quarter Completed

Free-phase Product Removal Ongoing as scheduled
Product Characterization Completed

Tidal Influence Study Completed
Groundwater Monitoring/Subsequent Quarters Report due end of July

1994, Next monitoring
scheduled for early
September 1994

Site Characterization Data Evaluation Completed
Remedial Feasibility Study Completed

Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Report August 31, 1954
Remedial Design and Workplan September 30, 1994

During the June 14, 1994 meeting, PES proposed a modification to the groundwater
monitoring program to reduce redundant monitoring of adjacent wells and associated costs.
PES understands from this discussion that ACDEH will evaluate the proposed modifications
upon receipt of a letter from PES outlining the proposed changes. PES will submit this letter

AALuiucl e



PES Environmental, inc.

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
June 28, 1994
Page 4

under separate cover and requests that ACDEH’s prompt review of the proposal so that

adjustments can be made to the program before the next quarterly sampling event, which is
scheduled for early September 1994.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either
of the undersigned if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

%D, L&M

John D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Associate Hydrogeologist

sy 1Q/
Rﬂt s. C e‘;?s, N

Principal Ehgineer
c¢c:  Tom Gram, Former Eastshore Partners

David Cooke, Beveridge & Diamond
Tony McElligott, Clayton Environmental Consuitants

23TCHU2L 009
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AGENDA

June 14, 1994
Office of Alameda County
Health Agency

Status of Site Characterization, Feasibility Analysis of
Remedial Alternatives and Proposed Remedial Action Plan At
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III, Emeryville, California

SITE CHARACTERIZATION

Free Product Chemistry, Measurement, and Collection
Tidal Influence Evaluation

Water-Level Elevations and Groundwater Flow
Quarterly Groundwater Sampling and Reporting
Proposed Reduction in Monitoring Well Network

FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES

Identification of Remedial Alternatives
Evaluation of Alternatives were Standard Criteria
Detailed Analysis of Leading Alternatives
Numerical Modeling of Groundwater Flow

PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN

Passive Insitu Bioremediation Technology

Pilot Study Phase for One Year

Hydrogen Peroxide Enriched Water Introduction
Utilize Existing Monitoring Well Network
Coordinate with Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring
Quarterly Introduction of H,0, Water

Momitor Dissolved Oxygen Every 6 Weeks

1682 Novato Boulevard o Suite 100 o Novato, California 94947 « (415) 899-1500 & FAX (415) 898-1601



PES Environmental, Inc.

Proposed Monitoring Schedule Modification
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III, Emeryville, California

Proposed Wells for Elimination

From Monitoring Schedule Rational
Mw-12 Redundant with MW-6 and MW-11
MW-8, MW-9, MW-10 Redundant with MW-1 MW-2 and
PZ-1
MW-18 Redundant with MG-4 and

Inaccessible during rainy season

Proposed Wells for Annual
Monitoring Frequency Rational

MW-6 Redundant with MW-11 and
Perimeter Well with ND History

MW-1 Redundant with MW-2 and
Perimeter Well with ND History

PZ-1 Perimeter Well with ND History

MG-4 Perimeter Well with ND History

FAEOTOZM 3
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PES Environmental, Ine.

Engineering & Environmental Services
February 14, 19951
241.0102.010

Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Sepior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Favironmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Qakland, California 94621

PROGRESS UPDATE

PDWEILSTREETMAMDSHEIJWUNDBISITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA 94608

Dear Ms. Hugo:

through © of PRY Augnst 2, 1983 Brvestigation and Remediziion Werkplan - Recommended

Scope aof Work. The following paragraphs describe the stafus of the project tasks and provide
an updated schedute.

quartesiy u " grmmﬂw e]Is the Powell Street site and adjacent
Shelimound TH site were completed on November 10, 1993, A report documenting
themsnlﬁofﬂemaﬁmrmgwmbembmtmdmyminappmﬁmmlymwmk.

i, £ roduct Kemoval - Passive free-phase product skimmers were
installed in Monitoring 'Wells ~13 and MW-7 on November 10, 1993, The
skimmer in Monitoring Well BMW-7 was moved to MW-15 on November 23, 1593,
meﬂimmﬁxmmnﬁmﬂweddym&mﬂmdpmdumismmwdmﬂ
transfemred to a 55-gallon dram st the site. The resalts of product removal will be

included in the quarterly gronmdwater TOTEORIngG report.

Lash haract m, of Frec-phase fuct ~ A sample of the free-
phase product was collected on November 0, 1993 and submitted the project
analytical laboratory for chemical anajysis. Resaits of the analysis will be included in

S e, ik bl Tinas R v owr 2ime
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PES Environmontal, ine.

Ms. Susan L. Huge
February 14, 1994
Page 2

PZ-1, and Temescal Creek were measured continuously using pressure transducers
and collected data was stored by electronic data loggers. The resnlts of the shidy
show that there is variable tidal influence on groundwater elevations in monitoring
welis at the site. The results of the study are being incorporated into 2 numerical
simulation of groundwater flow at the two sites and will be included in the site
chamacterization report {Task 8).

Aask 3 - Gugundwater Monitoring - Subseg partexs - The second quarteddy
monitoring of groundwater monitoring wells at the two sites is sheduled to oconr
within two weeks. The results of the monitoring will be documented in & quartexly
report and submitted to the Alameda County Department of Environmental Heaith

(ACDEH),
Task 6 - haracierizal pts Evaluation - Data collected during Tazks 1
through § are being used to ¢ ize the Iateral and vertical extent of petroleuwn

hydrocarbon affected groundwater at the sites. Groundwater monitoring data are also
being used to generate a numerical simulation of groundwater flow conditions. The
simulation will be used to evaluae the affects on groundwater flow of the Bast Bay
Municipal Utility District (REMUD) sanitary sewer pipeline that will be installed
along the western boundary of the sites later this year, The results of characterization
activities will be presenied in the chamcterization and feasibility study report (Task
8). Additional investigation activities have not been recommended at this time.

ask 7 - Remedia ility Study - The remexdial alternative feasibility study is
ongoing. The construction of the EBMUD sanitary sewer pipaline is anticipated to
have a significant affect on groundwater conditions at the site. Therefore, evaluation
of remedial alternatives will commence subsequent to completion of the numerical
simulation of groundwater flow.

PRSI
.

L

k pife ] texization and Feasibility Stody Reporting ~ The xeport
ocumenting the results of sitc chamcterization and an evaluation of remedial
alternatives will be presented after Task 7 activities are completed.

Task 9 - Re ¢sigm and Workplan Freparation - Upon receiving ACDEHs
app of the conceptual remedial plan, FES will conduct the appropriate remediat
design and prepare a detailed workplan for implementing the remediation.

SCHEDULE

The following is an updated schedule for completing the sctivitics described above.

AN 001
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PES Envircnmeantat, Ine.

Ms. Susan L. Hugo
February 14, 1993

Fage 3
Task Description Scheduie
Gronndwater Monitoring/First Quarter Completed
Free-phase Product Removal Initiated November 10, 1693
and ongoitg
Product Characterization Completed
Tidal Tnfluence Study Completed
Groundwater Monitoring/Subsequent Quarters Next itoring schedunied
B/Suben for Pebroary, 1994
Site Characterization Data Bvaluation Ongoing
Remedial Feasibility Study Ongoing
Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Report To be determined
Remedial Design and Worlkplan Te be detarmined

PES would like to meet with you in early March to discuss the results of the groundwater
flow simulation and the potential remedial alterpatives for the site.,

PES trusts this is the information you requize at this time, Please feel free to contact either
of the undersigned if you have any gquestions,

Yours very truly,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

ohn D, Skalbeck, C.B.G.
Senior Hydrogeologist

%’f( 8, p.n’&,

Associate Engineer
ce: Tom Gram, Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Beveridge & Diamond

T (0

TOTAL P.84
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

PROGRESS UPDATE
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELILMOUND III SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA 94608

Dear Ms. Hugo:

This progress update was prepared by PES Eavironmental, Inc. (PES) on behalf of Eastshore
Partners for the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III sites at 5500 Eastshore Highway,
Emeryville, California. This letter is in response to your January 21, 1994 request for an
updated schedule, a list of tasks that have been accomplished, and the statns of Tasks 7
through 9 of PES’ August 2, 1993 Investigation and Remediation Workplan - Recommended
Scope of Work. The following paragraphs describe the status of the project tasks and provide
an updated schedule.

- Task 1 - Groundwater Monitoring / First Monitoring Quarter - Field activities for

quarterly monitoring of groundwater wells at the Powell Street Plaza site and adjacent
Shellmound IIT site were completed on November 10, 1993. A report documenting
the results of the monitoring will be submitted to you in approximately one week.

{~" Task 2 - Free-phase Product Removal - Passive free-phase product skimmers were
installed in Monitoring Wells MW-13 and MW-7 on November 10, 1993. The
skimmer in Monitoring Well MW-7 was moved to MW-15 on November 23, 1993,
The skimmers are monitored weekly and collected product is measured and
transferred to a 55-gallon drum at the site. The results of product removal will be
included in the quarterly groundwater monitoring repont.

Task 3 - Chemical Characterization of Free-phase Product - A sample of the free-
phase product was collected on November 10, 1993 and submitted the project
analytical laboratory for chemical analysis. Results of the analysis will be included in
the site characterization report (Task ).

Task 4 - Tidal Influence Study - Field activities for a tidal influence study at the
Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound I sites were conducted on December 28 to
December 31, 1993. Water levels in Monitoring Wells MG-3 and MG-7, Piezometer

1682 Novato Boulevard Suite 100 = Novato California 94947 e (415) 898-1600 = FAX (415) 899-1601
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Ms. Susan L. Hugo
February 14, 1994
Page 2

PZ-1, and Temescal Creck were measured continuously using pressure transducers
and collected data was stored by electronic data loggers. The results of the study
show that there is variable tidal inflvence on groundwater elevations in monitoring
wells at the site. The results of the study are being incorporated into a numerical
simulation of groundwater flow at the two sites and will be included in the site
characterization report (Task 8).

/ Task 5 - Groundwater Monitoring - Subsequent Quarters - The second quarterly
monitoring of groundwater monitoring wells at the two sites is scheduled to occur
within two weeks. The results of the monitoring will be documented in a quarterly
report and submitted to the Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
(ACDEH).

Task 6 - Site Characterization Data Evaluation - Data collected during Tasks 1
through 5 are being used to characterize the lateral and vertical extent of petroleum
hydrocarbon affected groundwater at the sites. Groundwater monitoring data are also
being used to generate a numerical simulation of groundwater flow conditions. The
simulation will be used to evaluvate the affects on groundwater flow of the East Bay
Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) sanitary sewer pipeline that will be installed
along the western boundary of the sites later this year. The results of characterization
activities will be presented in the characterization and feasibility study report (Task
8). Additional investigation activities have not been recommended at this time.

Task 7 - Remedial Feasibility Study - The remedial alternative feasibility study is
ongoing. The construction of the EBMUD sanitary sewer pipeline is anticipated to
have a significant affect on groundwater conditions at the site. Therefore, evaluation
of remedial alternatives will commence subsequent to completion of the numerical
simulation of groundwater flow.

Task 8 - Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Reporting - The report
documenting the results of site characterization and an evaluation of remedial

alternatives will be presented after Task 7 activities are completed.

Task 9 - Remedial Design and Workplan Preparation - Upon receiving ACDEH’s
approval of the conceptual remedial plan, PES will conduct the appropriate remedial
design and prepare a detailed workplan for implementing the remediation.

SCHEDULE

The following is an updated schedule for completing the activities described above.

24102011 003
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Task Description
Groundwater Monitoring/First Quarter
Free-phase Product Removal

Product Characterization
Tidal Influence Study
Groundwater Monitoring/Subsequent Quarters

Site Characterization Data Evaluation

Remedial Feasibility Study
Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Report
Remedial Design and Workplan

PES Environmental, inc.

Schedule

Completed

Initiated November 10, 1993
and ongoing

Completed
Completed

Next monitoring scheduled
for February, 1994

Ongoing

Ongoing
To be determined
To be determined

PES would like to meet with you in early March to discuss the results of the groundwater
flow simulation and the potential remedial alternatives for the site.

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact either

of the undersigned if you have any questions.
Yours very truly,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

ohn D. Skalbeck, C.E.G.
Senior Hydrogeologist

Robertg g;egs P. E

ASSOClate Engineer

ce: Tom Gram, Eastshore Partners
David Cooke, Beveridge & Diamond

2410201 001
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J KEARS, Agency Direclor

®

RAFAT A, SHAHID. ASST. AGENC ¥ DIRECTOR

DEFARTMENT OF ENVIRON FENTAL HEALTH
State Water Rescurces Control Board

Dvigion of Cleen Waicr Programs

UST Locai Dversight Program

January 21, 1994 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
STID# 1184 Qaliand. CA 94621
(510} 271-4530

Ms. Maria Burgi

Investment Officer

Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technology Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, California 95110

Mr. Thomas Gram

Former Eastshore Partners

5800 Shellmound Street, Suite 210
Emeryville, California 94608

RE: Powell Street Plaza ( Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site )
5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, California 94608

Dear Ms. Burgl and Mr. Gram:

This letter documents our office concurrence with regards to the
"Investigation and Remediation Program - Recommended Scope Of
Work" (August 2, 1993) prepared by PES Environmental, Inc. for
the referenced site.

The elements of the workplan subdivided into nine different tasks
had been discussed with Robert Creps of PES Environmental, Inc.
during a telephone conversation on July 29, 1993 and was given
verbal concurrence.

This department is currently awaiting for the reports documenting
the findings and results of the listed Task 1 through Task 6 as
stated in the workplan. Reports must be submitted within 45 days
after the implementation of the workplan and must include all the
items for report submittal as listed in page 4 of the
correspondence dated June 4, 1993 from this office.

Please submit a copy of the updated schedule and the
corresponding task that has been accomplished or will be
accomplished, specifically the status of Task 7 through Task 9
by February 14, 1994,



Ms. Burgi and Mr. Gram

RE: 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA 94608
January 21, 1994

Page 2 of 2

If you have any gquestions concerning this letter, please contact
me at (510) 271-4530.

Sincerely,

JIM—/ 02//%@
Susan L. Hugo 4
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
Rich Hiett, San francisco Bay RWQCB
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Edgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division - files
Barry Sandals, Morrison & Foerster -~ 345 California St.
San Francisco, CA 94104-2675
Robert Creps, PES Environmental, Inc., 1682 Novato Boulevard
Suite 100, Novato, California 94947
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Mr. Tom Gram

Eastghore Parmers

5300 Shelimound Street, Suite 210
Emeryvillz, Califomia. 94608

RECOMMENDED SCOPE OF WORK

Envirenmental, inc. .
% PEEgIn:enng & Environmental Services
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PES Envircnmental, inc.

Mr. Tom Gram
Aupnst 2, 1993
Page 2

is an absence of current information on the site. Therefore, it is recommended as an initial
task_ that a single round of groundwater moniforing be performed for all wells on the Powell
Strest Plaza and Shelimound 1 sites. This new data will then be used to evaluate the
adequacy of the characterization and guide further investigation, as needed.

Other recommended astivities that should be performed at this time include 2 fidal influenca
study, free-phase hydrocarbon product removal, product characterization, and initiation of a
remedial feasibility evaluation to be performed concurrently with the characterization
process. Each of these activities and a schedule are deseribed below.

To obtain current information on the degree and extent of dissolved-phase hydrocarbon
contamination, PES recommends collecting and analyzing groundwater samples from all
groundwater monitoring wells (except those containing free-phase product at the time of
sampling) on the subject site and Shellmound 11T site during the first quarter. There are 23
wells on the twa sites (Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-§, MW-7, MW-8,
MW-9, MW-10, MW-11, MW-12, MW-13, MW-14, MW-15, MW-16, MW-18, MG-1,
MG-2, MG-3, MG-4, MG-7 and PZ-1). These are shown on the attached Plate 1.

The wells will be purged and samples will be collected and sent to a State-certified
leboratory for analysis. Samples will be analyzed by EPA Test Method 8240/8260 for total
petroleum hydrocarbons (TFH) quantified as gasoline and diesel, and the aromatic gasoline
constituents benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and total xylenscs (BTEX).

Because the free-phase product remaining on the two site constitutes & continuing source of

digsnived-phase groundwater contamination, PES has recommended continuation of the free-
phase product removal that was begun earlier this year. In the attached June g, 1993 letter,
PES described & Phase I product removal progrem utilizing passive skimmer devices placed

in wells, This program should be implemented at this time.

- Chemical Characte

This task consists of the chemical characterization of the free-phase product currently found
in monitoring wells. The purpose of the chemical characterization is to verify that no
contaminants are present other than fuel constituents from the former fuel tanks. This
infnrmation =il be used 1o {1} cvaluats waste management alternatives for the recoverad
product; and (2} verify the sdeauacy of groundwater monitoring for disgolved-phast
CORtEMITAnts.
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PES Environmental, ine.

Mr. Tom Gram
August 2, 1993
Page 3

This task will consist of collecting two composite product samples from wellg historically
shown to consistently contain product. The sampies will be analyzed for the following

A

constiments:
» TPH quantified as gasoline and diescl by EPA Test Method 8260,
s Total Oil and Grease by Standard Method S520D & F;
¢ Volatile organic compounds (including BTEX) by EPA Test Method 8240;
» Semivolatile organic compounds by EPA Test Method 8270;
e Chlorinated hydrocarbons (including FCBs) by EPA Test Method 8080;

» Total metals (Title 22, Section 66261.24 list) by EPA Test Method 6010/7000 series;
and

« Organic lead by California DHS HML Method 338.
Task 4 - Tidal Influence Study

There has been conflicting information regarding the influence of tidal changes in San
Francisco Bay and Temescal Creek (located along the southern boundary of the Shellmound
III site) on groundwater levels on the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III sites. PES
therefore recommends conducting a continnous tidal influence study, covering a 48-hour
period, to identify whether tidal influence is occursing. The study will consist of continuous
water-level determinations in four selected wells using pressure transducers and dataloggers.
The 48-hour period is intended to cover at ieast two complete tidal cycles {iwo high/low tide
cycies). Periodic water level measurements will be made in wells without transducers during
the study period.

Tida! cycles will be determined from published tide tables, corrected to the site.

Based upon the results of the preceding four tasks, PES will recommend a groundwater
manitoring program for subsequent quarterly periods (beginning in November 1993). The
sope of the monitoring will be discuosed with ACTYEH and described in a groundwater

TRTAT T

>
monitoring plan for ACDEH s seview and epproval
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Upon receipt of the data from Tasks 1 through 4, PES will compile and summarize all
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Mr. Tom Gram

Eastshore Partners

5800 Shellmound Street, Suite 210
Emeryville, California 94608

RECOMMENDED SCOPE OF WORK

INVESTIGATION AND REMEDIATION PROGRAM

POWELL STREET PLAZA (FORMER P.LE. FREIGHT TERMINAL)
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Gram:

This letter describes a recommended scope of work for investigation and remediation of
petroleum hydrocarbon contamination from former underground storage tanks at the Powell
Street Plaza site in Emeryville, California. PES Environmental, Inc. (PES) has prepared
these recommendations in response to an Alameda County Department of Environmental -
Health ACDEH) letter, dated June 4, 1993, to Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P., (the
current owner) requesting information on the site. PES understands that Eastshore Partners
(Eastshore) acquired the site from Pacific Intermountain Express (P.1.E.), redeveloped the
site, and subsequently sold the property to Aetna.

The recommendations contained herein are based on: (1) PES’ experience at the subject site
and the adjacent Shellmound III site which has been affected by the fuel releases on the
Powell Street- Plaza site; (2) our Juag-t s } meeting with Susan Hugo bf ACDEH and
Rich Hiett of the San Francisco E%‘fr‘ﬁégi’onﬁlz%\fater Quality Control Board (RWQCB) during
which we discussed site conditions and remedial objectives; and (3) a telephone conversation
with Ms. Hugo on July 29, 1993 during which PES described these recommendations and
received her concurrence.

RECOMMENDED SCOPE OF WORK

As we have discussed, there is a considerable a: ount of site characterization data that has
been collected since the underground fuel storar. . tanks were removed in 1986, This
includes investigations and/or remediation workx or P.ILE. conducted by Blymyer
Engineering Company, Cytoculture, Alton Geos. iences and Groundwater Technology.
Additionaily, PES has conducted an investigatic:. and prepared a Preliminary Endangerment
Assessment (dated September 27, 1991) for the shellmound III site for Shellmound Ventures
Partners 111, the owner of that site. Earlier this vear, PES conducted a Phase I free-phase
hydrocarbon product removal program for groundwater monitoring wells on both sties
(results attached). Notwithstanding the availabil:iy of considerable environmental data, there

1682 Novato Boulevard » Suite 100 » Novato, California 94947 « (415) 8891600 » FAX (415) 8991807
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is an absence of current information on the site. Therefore, it is recommended as an initial
task, that a single round of groundwater monitoring be performed for ail wells on the Powell
Street Plaza and Shellmound II sites. This new data will then be used to evaluate the
adequacy of the characterization and guide further investigation, as needed.

Other recommended activities that should be performed at this time include a tidal influence
study, free-phase hydrocarbon product removal, product characterization, and initiation of a
remedial feasibility evaluation to be performed concurrently with the characterization
process. Each of these activities and a schedule are described below.

Task 1 - Groundwater Monitoring / Fi!'st Monitoring Quarter

To obtain current information on the degree and extent of dissolved-phase hydrocarbon
contamination, PES recommends collecting and analyzing groundwater samples from all
groundwater monitoring wells (except those containing free-phase product at the time of
sampling) on the subject site and Shellmound III site during the first quarter.  There ate 23
wells on the two sites (Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-6, MW-7, MW-8,
MW-9, MW-10, MW-11, MW-12, MW-13, MW-14, MW-15, MW-16, MW-18, MG-1,
MG-2, MG-3, MG-4, MG-7 and PZ-1). These are shown on the attached Plate 1.

The wells will be purged and samples will be collected and sent to a State-certified
laboratory for analysis. Samples will be analyzed by EPA Test Method 8240/8260 for total
petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) quantified as gasoline and diesel, and the aromatic gasoline
constituents benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and total xylenes (BTEX).

Task 2 - Free-phase Product Removal .

Because the free-phase product remaining on the two site constitutes a continuing source of

dissolved-phase groundwater contamination, PES has recommended continuation of the free-
phase product removal that was begun earlier this year. In the attached June 9, 1993 letter,
PES described a Phase II product removal program utilizing passive skimmer devices placed
in wells. This program should be implemented at this time.

Task 3 ~ Chemical Characterization of Free-phase Product

This task consists of the chemical characterization of the free-phase product currently found
in monitoring wells. The purpose of the chemical characterization is to venfy that no
contaminants are present other than fuel constituents from the former fuel tanks. This
information will be used to: (1) evaluate waste management alternatives for the recovered
product; and (2} verify the adequacy of groundwater monitoring for dissolved-phase
contaminants.

2410101R.001
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This task will consist of collecting two composite product samples from wells historically
shown to consistently contain product. The samples will be analyzed for the following
constituents:

« TPH quantified as gasoline and diesel by EPA Test Method 8260;

¢ Total Oil and Grease by Standard Method 5520 D & F;

e Volatile organic compounds (including BTEX) by EPA Test Method 8240;
» Semivolatile organic compounds by EPA Test Method 8270,

e Chlorinated hydrocarbons (including PCBs) by EPA Test Method 8080;

+ Total metals (Title 22, Section 66261.24 list) by EPA Test Method 6010/7000 series;
and

* Organic lead by California DHS HML Method 338.

Task 4 - Tidal Influence Study

There has been conflicting information regarding the influence of tidal changes in San
Francisco Bay and Temescal Creek (located along the southern boundary of the Shellmound
111 site) on groundwater levels on the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III sites. PES
therefore recommends conducting a continuous tidal influence study, covering a 48-hour
period, to identify whether tidal influence is occurring. The study will cossist of continuous
water-level determinations in four selected wells using pressure transducers and dataloggers.
The 48-hour period is intended to cover at least two complete tidal cycles (two high/low tide

cycles). Periodic water level measurements will be made in wells without transducers during
the study period.

Tidal cycles will be determined from published tide tables, corrected to the site.

Task 5 - Groundwater Monitoring / Subsequent Quarters

Based upon the results of the preceding four tasks, PES will recommend a groundwater
monitoring program for subsequent quarterly periods (beginning in November 1993y, The
scope of the monitoring will be discussed with ACDEH and described in a groundwater
monitoring plan for ACDEH’s review and approval.

2410101R 001
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Task 6 - Site Characterization Data Evaluation

Upon receipt of the data from Tasks 1 through 4, PES will compile and summarize all
environmental data related to the hydrocarbon contamination on the Powell Street Plaza and
Shellmound III sites. PES will evaluate the adequacy of the data with respect to defining the
extent of free- and dissolved-phase hydrocarbon contamination. PES will make
recommendations for further investigation, if needed, to provide the additional data to
characterize the contamination. If additional investigation is appropriate, it will be described
in a workplan for ACDEH’s review and approval.

Task 7 - Remedial Alternative Feasibility Study

PES will conduct a remedial feasibility study that will begin immediately and continue
throughout the completion of Tasks 1 through 6. This analysis will include:

(1) identification of cleanup objectives and setting remedial goals; (2) identification of
cleanup technologies and specific alternatives to accomplish the objectives; (3) evaluating the
alternatives; and (4) proposing a conceptual remedial plan. Remedial design, as needed, will
be part of a subsequent task.

As we discussed during our meeting with ACDEH and RWQCB on July 15, CalTRANS’
reconstruction of the Interstate 80/580 interchange will include substantial construction
activities within the Powell Street Plaza and Shelimound III sites. This work will also
réquire that East Bay Municipal Utilities District (EBMUD) relocate their North Interceptor,
a major sanitary sewer collection and transport pipeline that currently parallels Interstate 80
adjacent to the subject site. The interceptor will be relocated approximately 50 feet east of
its current location. PES will be in communication with CalTRANS and EBMUD
throughout their respective construction processes so that the construction work and any .
future remedial activities are coordinated to the advantage of all parties.

Task & - Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Reporting

Upon completion of the above tasks (and additional site investigation activities, if needed),
PES will prepare a report that will: (1) present all pertinent data related to fuel releases at
the Powell Street Plaza site; (2) summarize environmental conditions related to fuel
contamination on the Powell Street Plaza and Shel!mound T sites; (3) summarize the results
of the feasibility evaluation; and (4) present remecial objectives and a conceptual remedial
plan. This report will be submitted to ACDEH for review and approval.

2410101R Q0L
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Task 9 - Remedial Design and Workplan Preparation

Upon receiving ACDEH’s approval of the conceptual remedial plan, PES will conduct the
appropriate remedial design and prepare a detailed workplan for implementing the
remediation.

SCHEDULE

The following is a schedule for implementing the activities described above. Several tasks
should begin immediately and/or have definitive timetables. Because of the uncertainty
regarding the need for further investigation to fully characterize hydrocarbon contamination,
the timing of subsequent tasks is less certain.

Task Description Schedule
Groundwater Montitoring/First Quarter Complete by August 31, 1993
Free-phase Product Removal Initiate August 1993 and ongoing
Product Characterization Complete by August 31, 1993
Tidal Influence Study Complete by September 15, 1993
Groundwater Monitoring/Subsequent Quarters Complete by November 30, 1993
quarterly thereafier

~ Site Characterization Data Evaluation Complete by September 31, 1993
Subsequent Site Investigation To be determined, as needed
Remedial Feasibility Study , To be determined based on need for

additional investigation

Site Characterization and Feasibility Study Report ~ To be determined (estimated
completion November 30, 1993)

Remedial Design and Workplan Te be determined (projected
December 31, 1593)

2410101R 001



PES Environmental, Inc.

Mr. Tom Gram
August 2, 1993
Page 6

PES trusts this is the information you require at this time. Please feel free to contact me if
you have any questions.

Yours very truly,
PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

S § L

Robert S. Creps, P.E.
Associate Engineer

SN OV £
SR
L

cc:  Rich Hiett - San Francisco Bay RWQCB

Attachments: Plate 1 - Well Location Map
Summary of Phase I Results and Phase II Workplan
Product Removal Program

Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound III Sites
Emeryville, California

2410101R 001
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East Bay Park Company
5800 Shellmound Street, Suite 210
Emeryville, CA 94608
{510} 6§54-7500
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Barry S. Sandals, Esq.
MORRISON & FOERSTER

345 California Street

San Francisco, CA 94104-2675

. RB: Pawell Street Plaza, Fmervyvyille
Dear Mr. Sandails: - ENN

On behalf of Martin-Eastshore, Emeryville Terranomics, East Bay
Park Company, and Messers Edmund B. Taylor, Jr., Merritt sher, J.
David Martin, Walter Kaczmarek, Barry Culbertson, and myself, I
respond to your letter of June 15, 1993, tendering, on behalf of
Aetna Realty Investors, L.P. ("aAetna"), a request by the Alameda
County Health Care Services Agency ("Agency") for information and
for a work plan. Please be advised that we intend to respond to
the Agency’s request.l

In responding to the Agency’s request, we may from time to time
need to call upon Aetna to provide us with information or
documentation in its possession, or, as needed, to afford us with
access to the Plaza property. We expect Aetna to cooperate with
us in this respect.

You have demanded that we provide you with a draft of our
response to the Agency’s letter by July 2, 1992.. Nothing in the

1 The Agency directed its request to "Aetna Realty
Investors, Inc." not to Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P., which
means that the Agency has not made a claim against Aetna Real
Estate Associates, L.P., that would trigger the indemnity
provisions of the Purchase and Sale Agreement. Notwithstanding,
for the time being we will treat the Agency’s request as if it
had been made to Aetna Real Estate Associates, L.P. We interpret
your tender of this request as a representation by you that the
Agency incorrectly directed its request to the corporate entity,
and/or that the corporate entity has some right to indemnity
under the Purchase and Sale Agreement. We reserve the right to
withdraw our acceptance of your tender should we later discover
that the Agency was not mistaken in directing its request to the
corporate entity, and that the corporate entity has no right to
indemnity under the agreement.



L

Barry S. Sandals, Esq.
June 21, 1993
Page Two

Agreement of Purchase and Sale gives hetna the right to demand or
receive, for its own convenience, early responses to official
requests for information or for work plans. Moreover, in light
of the breadth of the Agency’s requests, your demand that we
respond faster than Aetna would be required to respond is simply
unreascnable, and we reject it.

In light of our agreement to respond to the Agency’s reguest, we
will treat any actions you may take that have the effect of
duplicating effort, undertaking unnecessary work or incurring
unnecessary eXpenses, dslaying Our respunse, or increasing our
costs, as material breaches of the Agreement of Purchase and
Sale. Furthermore, with respect to any future claim Aetna may
make against us for its costs, expenses or losses in this regard,
we reserve the right to take the position that Aetna has acted as
a volunteer, and to reject its claim.

Furthermore, should we subsequently discover that Aetna has
induced, demanded or invited the Agency to make its request in
order to trigger a claim or loss under the indemnity provisions
of the Purchase and Sale Agreement, we reserve the right to treat
such actions by Aetna as a breach of the implied covenant of good
faith and fair dealing in that Agreement, excusing us from any
further obligations under the Agreement and possibly subjecting
Aetna to a claim for damages.

Your letter contains a number of additional statements purporting
to interpret the Agreement of Purchase and Sale. Please be
advised that Agreement, and our acceptance of this tender should
not be construed as an agreement that any aspect of Aetna’s
interpretation of that Agreement is corrsct.

%tr%

Thomas J. Gram

cc: Martin-Eastshore
Emeryville Terranomics
East Bay Park Company
Edmund B. Taylor, Jr.
Merritt Sher
J. David Martin
Walter Kaczmarek
Barry Culbertson
David D. Coocke

3231.02



MORRISON & FOERSTER

05) dﬁ =

v A/qu)ﬁ

«/ /-'%‘)

¢f3

LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON. D.C.
ORANGE COUNTY 345 CALIFORNIA STREET DENVER
PALO ALTO SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-2675 LONDON
WALNUT CREEK TELEPHONE (415) 677-7000 BRUSSELS
SEATTLE TELEFACSIMILE (415) 677-7522 HONG KONG
TELEX 340154 MRSN FOERS SFO TOKYO
DIRECT DIAL NUMBER
June 15, 1993

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Thomas J. Gram

c/o0 East Bay Park Company
5800 Shellmond St., Suite
Emeryville, CA

94608-1962

210

(415) 6777117 -

BY CERTIFIED MAIL -- RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Martin-Eastshore

c/o The Martin Group

5800 Shellmond St., Suite
Emeryville, CA 94608-1962

Emeryville Terranomics
455 Northpeint
San Francisco, CA 94133

Mr. Edmund B. Taylor, Jr.
c/o Mr. Thomas J. Gram

c/0 East Bay Park Company
5800 Shellmond St., Suite
Emeryville, CA 94608-1962

Mr. Merrit Sher
529 P.O. Box 529
Ross, CA 94957

210

210

East Bay Park Company

5800 Shellmond St., Suite 210

Emeryville, CA 94608-1962

Mr. J. David Martin

c/o Mr. Thomas J. Gram
c/0 East Bay Park Company
5800 Shellmond St., Suite
Emeryville, CA 94608-1962

Mr. Walter Kaczmarek

¢/o Mr. Thomas J. Gram
c/o East Bay Park Company
5800 Shellmond St., Suite
Emeryville, CA 94608-1962

Mr. Barry Culbertson
455 Northpoint
San Francisco, CA 924133

Re: Emeryville Powell Street Plaza;
Demand by ZEtna Real Estate
Associates, L.P. for Indemnification
With Respect to Requirements Imposed
by Alameda County Department of

Environmental Health

Dear Sirs:

Pursuant to Sections 14,01,

14.02 and 15.21 of the

Purchase and Sale Agreement for the Powell Street Plaza

between Eastshore Partners (“Eastshore’)

and Etna Real

210
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Estate Associates, L.P. (“Etna’) (the "Agreement”), which

was guaranteed by certain individuals (the "Individual
Indemnitors’) pursuant to Sections 1.01, 14.02, and 15.21 of
the Agreement, Ztna hereby tenders to Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors a letter dated

June 4, 1993 sent to Aetna by the Alameda County Department
of Env1ronmental Health, Hazardous Materials Pivision
("DEH"), requiring ZEtna to 1nvest1gate and clean up
environmental contamination at and in the v1cln1ty of the
Powell Street Plaza property. The DEH letter is enclosed
herewith as Exhibit 1. (Although the letter is dated

June 4, 1993, it was not postmarked until June 10, 1993. A
copy of the envelope is also enclosed.)

Under Section 14.02 of the Agreement, Eastshore's
general partners and the Individual Indemnitors are
obligated to "indemnify, defend and hold [ZEtna]
harmiess . . . from and against any and all liabilities,
losses, claims, damages, costs and expenses {including,
w1thout limitation, reasonable attorneys' fees)
incurred . . . as a result of any 1naccuracy in any of the
representations and warranties contained in Section 14.01.#

In Section 14.01(s)(i), Eastshore and the
Individual Indemnitors warranted that:

No contamination relating to the Prior
Harmful Use that . . . is in violation of
any Environmental Law . . . will remain
on, under or about the Property
{including, without limitation, the soil
and ground water) or any other property
in the vicinity of the Property (where
the source of contamination on the other
property is attributable to contamination
of the Property) . . .

+ + . Seller and the Indemnitors shall
indemnify and hold Buyer harmless fron
and against any and all loss, cost,
damage, liability and expense (including
without limitatien attorneys! fees and
costs) arising from. . . . the failure,
for any reason, of the Property and any
other property in the vicinity of the
Froperty (where the source of the
contamination on the other property is
attributable to contamination of the
Property) to be cleaned up cor remediaticn
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measures to be completed in relation to
the Prior Harmful Use in accordance with
the Clean-up Contract and in compliance
with all Environmental Laws . . . .

Under these provisions, Eastshore's general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors are obligated to
indemnify ZEtna for any damages arising out the failure, for
any reason, of the Powell Street Plaza to be cleaned up,
including any liability arising from contamination that has
allegedly migrated from the Powell Street Plaza onto other
property in the vicinity of the Powell Street Plaza.

In addition to the indemnity provisions found in
Sections 14.01 and 14.02, Eastshore’s general partners and
the Individual Indemnitors are obligated under Section 15.21
to Yindemnify and hold (Ztnal harmless from . . . any and
all liability or loss, including reasonable attorney’'s fees
and costs, arising out of or in connection with the Property
before the Closing Date.” Because any alleged contamination
existed before the Closing Date, Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors are also obligated
under Section 15.21 to indemnify ZBtna from any and all
liability or loss arising therefrom.

Under these provisions, Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors are obligated to
respond to the demands contained in the DEH letter by
undertaking any and all actions necessary to decontaninate
the #Property and any other property in the vicinity of the
Property.? Agreement Section 14.01(s)(i). Failure by
Eastshore’s general partners and/or the Individual
Indemnitors to take appropriate action and to respond to the
conditions alleged in the DEH letter will be considered by
Etna as a material breach of the Agreement. ZEtna expects
Eastshore’s general partners and the Individual Indemnitors
to fulfill their contractual indemnification cbligations and
to attend to this matter without delay.

Specifically, and without limitation, Ztna hereby
demands that Eastshore’s general partners and the Individual
Indemnitors supply DEH, by no later than July 19, 1993 as
required by the DEH letter, with a workplan to delineate
the vertical and lateral extent of the contamination plume.
The DEH letter alsc reguires a response by that same date to
a number of guesticns posed by the agency regarding the
history and status of prior cleanup efforts at the site.
Because those effcorts were under Eastshore's ceontrel, and
not Etna's, ZEtna expects you to supply DEH with the
requested information.
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In addition, DEH has demanded that Ztna institute
quarterly monitoring of groundwater wells; recover free
product; submit gquarterly reports to DEH; and submit a
remedial plan, including a time schedule for implementation.
Etna expects you to supply DEH by July 19, 1993 with a
statement of your proposals to comply with these
reguirements.

Because DEH 1is looking to ZEtna in the first
instance, Etna hereby demands that you supply it with a
draft of your response to DEH by no later than July 2, 1993,
s0 that Ztna may review it for adequacy. Please also be
advised that ZEtna may be at risk for civil and criminal
penalties for any failure to comply with the DEH demand.
See, e.g., Water Code Section 13268. Accordingly, ZEtna
requires your immediate confirmation that you accept
responsibility for compliance with the DEH demand. More
specifically, Etna expects to receive your written,
unequivocal acceptance of this tender by no later than
June 21, 1993. If Etna does not receive an acceptance by
that date, Etna will retain the necessary consultants itself
and submit the requested reports and plans to DEH directly.
In that event, Ztna will hold you responsible for its costs
pursuant to the Agreement.

As you know, ZEtna has executed a tolling agreement
precluding litigation that may be terminated on fifteen days
notice. Unless you can satisfy Etna that you will take all
necessary steps to satisfy the DEH demand and hold Ztna
harmless from any and all liability, Ztna intends to
terminate the tolling agreement and file suit.

Very truly yours,

Py S Senddl

Barry S. Sandals
é’iﬂ?
Enclosures
cc: David Cooke, Esg. (by hand delivery) (w/encls.)
Susan Hugo, Alameda County Health Agency (w/encls.)
Richard C. Hiett, Regional Water Quality Control Board
(w/encls. )
/[Rafat &. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Envircnmental
Health (w/encls.)
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
{(w/encls.)
Fdgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Divisicn
(w/encls.)

#4272 (328471001
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY

Hazardous Malerials Program
80 Swan Way, Am. 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Barry Sandals

Morrison & Foerster

345 Califgrnia Street

San Francisco, CA 94104-7675

LR 131Y i‘li“]iiliilfi;ﬁliI!iiijlljlii'iiiﬁiiil]i“lLljiilflli[l:]

S



ALAMEDA COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH-HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION
LOCAL OVERSIGHT PROGRAM

PHONE 510-271-4530
FAX 510-569-4757

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

2
DATE: O / / ‘// %3 PAGES: _,é (incl. cover sheet)

10: DALY  SANDALS
Fax: (4/) 677 622

FROM: SUSAN L. Hu/GO

SUBJECT: {7/ E - 5500 gd{,S‘/’S‘A@//@ 44?'4“/“3
gg;”uﬁ:737/42 (3ﬁf'?ﬁﬁgﬁ?dfﬂ

B B B T s

(’4/394 77-7522

T




£ ves £ ,; ®

% Enginé‘e‘?il;uoéugegnv ron....ntal Services -

Tuge 9, 1993 o fcd foo/ES -

241.01.01.0 % ! /7//3’/73 LA ]
-U1.01.002 21 JH

Mr. Thomas Gram L “mA
(/J"‘_/.. i T,

5800 Shellmound, Suite 210 G T g , e
i iforni (Y A B e T
Emeryville, California 94608 X M5 %,«7/‘”‘"’%%“ TR ‘ -

i

ng """ o
SUMMARY OF PHASE I RESULTS ANIS PHASE I WORKPLAN ﬂfﬁ“’é .
PRODUCT REMOVAL PROGRAM Ae
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELIMGUND [ SITES
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

>

Dear Tom:

This Jetter summarizes the results of PES Environmental Inc.’s (PES) pilot (Phase I) free
product removal program at the Powell Street Plaza and Shellmound IIT sites located in
Emeryville, California. At your request. we have prepared a recommended scope of work
for continued free-phase product removal at the sites. A summary of previous work
performed at the sites is contained in our November 9, 1992 letter Proposed Scope of Work
and Fee Estimate, Product Removal and Warer-Level Investigarion, Powell Sireer Plaza and
Shellmound III Sites, Emeryville, Califomia. This letter contains: (1) the results of the
Phase I product removali program; (2) a proposed scope of work for continued free product
removal (Phase II); (3) a cost estimate for the proposed scope of work; and {4} a schedule.

RESULTS OF PHASE I FREE PRODUCT REMOVAL PROGRAM

The Phase I free product removal program consisted of assessing the distribution and volume
of product in wells at the sites. PES manualily bailed product from wells which contained '
detectable quantities of product as measured by an interface probe. On March 30, 1993,

PES inspected the monitoring wells on both sites to determine which wells contained free
product. Several of the well covers had seized and could not be opened with the T-bar
provided to PES. A new device was fabricated by PES to open the well covers. On

April 13, 1993, each of the wells were opened and inspected for the presence of free-phase
product. . '

Table | summarizes the volume of free product removed during Phase I and product
thickness measurements from each well. Product thickness measurements were obtained and
free product was removed from on April 21, 1993 from Wells MW-3, MW-7, MW-13,
MW-15, and MG-3. Additional product thickness measurements were made on April 22,
Aptid 27, and May 6, 1993, Free product was removed from Wells MW-7, MW-13,
MW-15, MG-1, and MG-3 on April 27, 1993,

Initial product thickness in the wells on Aprl 21, 1993 ranged from 0.09 (Well MW-3) to
1.08 feet (Well MW-7). As shown by the data in Table 1, product thicknesses in each well
decreased immediately after bailing and slowly recovered over time, The rate of recovery of

1682 Novato Boutevard ¢ Suste 100 Novato. California 94947 « (415) 835.1600 « FAX (415) 899-1601
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free product in each weil was variable. For example, although Well MW-7 initiai]ly'
confained more product than Well MW-13, after bailing product on April 21, the product
thickness recovered more rapidly in Well MW-13 than in Well MW-7.

The total estimared volume of product removed during the Phase I program was about 2.2
gallons. The amount of product removed from the April 21 bailing was about 1.7 gallons.

The volume of product removed from the April 27 bailing decreased to approximately 0.5
gallons.

PROPOSED PHASE II SCOPE OF WORK

Recommended Approach

Due to the low product removal rates achieved during the pilot program, we recommend
using a passive free-phase product skimmer should you wisl to continue product recovery at
these two sites. A passive skimmer is a device equipped with a hydrophobic filter that
allows permeation of hydrocarbon product and prevents water penetration. Once product
permeates through the filter it drains i a collection chamber at the bottom of the skimmer.
The collection skimmer is manually emptied.

PES recommends that two passive skimmers be installed in wells at the sites. Each skimmer
wiil be lowered into a well and attached to the surface with a cable. The skimmers will be
rotated among the six wells on the two sites that conain free product.

Task 1 - Planning/Coordination o

This task will involve reviewing water-level data to determine the optimum depth to instail
the skimmers in each well. In addition, data collection forms and computer spreadsheets for
data analysis will be prepared.

Task 2 - Capital Equipment_and Implementation

Passive skimmers will be ;;urchased and initially installed in two wells. In addition, the top
of each well casing (for wells containing product) will be fitted with a hanging device to
allow for installation of the skimmer.

Task 3 - Free Product Removal

PES will injtially inspect the skimmers once a week for one year and remove free product as
necessary.  During each site inspection the product thickness of each well wilt be measured.
PES will evaluate the amount of product in each well and the recovery of product levels after

418107L.20L
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removal episodes. Based on this information, the skimmers will be rotated among the wells
to achieve the greatest removal of product. The volume of product removed and the product
thickness of each well will be tabulated in 2 computer spreadsheet for data analysis and
Ieporting purposes.

The free product will be collected onsite in a 55-gallon drum stored at the bermed former
biotreatment compound at the southwestern comer of the Powell Street Plaza site. The
compound has been secured with a locked gate 10 reduce the likelihood of access by the
public. Product will be recycled at an appropriate oil recycling facility once an adequare
volume of product has been collected to make transportation to the recycling facility cost-
effective. Because of uncertainty regarding the amount of product that will be recovered, the
cost for product recycling or disposal of decontamination water is not included in our fee
estimate. PES personnel will comply with the site-specific health and safety plan (PES,
1993) during free product removal activities.

Qur cost estimate for this task is based on weskly site inspections for one year. If it is
subsequently determined that less frequent inspections are adequate, our inspection schedule

H

will be adjusted, as needed. Costs will be reduced commensurately. We will keep you
informed as the project Progresses. '

Task 4 - Reporting {Optional)’

If required by you, PES will prepare four quarterly letter reports summarizing the activities
carried out during the previous quarter, including the volume of product removed and the
product thickness measurements from each well. PES will also evaluate the effectiveness of
the product removal program. g

FEE ESTIMATE
PES will perform the above-described tasks on a time and expense basis according to our
existing Service Agreement, (reference No. 241.01.001, dated December 2, 1992). Our

estimated fee for conducting the scope of work for a one year period is provided below on a
task-by-task basis. ’

Task 1 -  Planning/Coordination »
Task 2 - Capital Equipment and Implementation
Task 3 - Free Product Removal

TOTAL (withour Task 4)

Task 4 - Reporting {Optional)

24101071001
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SCHEDULE

PES will initiate the above-described scope of work within two weeks after receiving written
authorization to proceed, Once Tasks 1 and 2 have been completed, PES will provide fres
product removal and (if requested) quarteriy reporting services for one year.

We appreciate the Opportunity to be of continued service to you on this project. Please call
us if you have any questions or require additional information regarding either the results of
the pilot program or the proposed product removal program.

Yours very truly,

PES ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

Z

James L. Jasperde, P.E.
Senior Engineer

s

Robert S. Creps, PE.
Associate Engineer

Reference: o

PES Environmental, Inc., 1993. Health and Safery Plan, Product Removal and Wazer-Level
Investigation, Powell Streer Plaza, Emeryville, California. March 2.

Attachments: Table 1. Summary of Results - Phase I Product Removal Program

SHL01G7L.
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Table 1. Summary of Resuits - Phase | Product Removal Program
POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND Il SITES

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

{
. PES Environmental, Inc.

Well Date Time Valume Measured
Removed Thickness
{gai) (ft)

MW-3 21-Apr-93 11:08 0.09
11:18 0.11

14:1Q 0.00

22-Apr-83 15:29 0.01

27-Apr-93 10:40 0.01

14:11 0.00

6-May-93 08:12 0.00

MW.7 21-Apr-93 10:17 1.08
10:27 0.74

14:00 ’ 0.00

22-Apr-93 15:17 0.15

27-Apr-23 08:55 0.21
10:08 0.1

14:03 0.01

6-May-33 08:05 0.13

MW-13  271-Apr-93 08:17 0.79
08:27 0.42

13:32 0.17

22-Apr-93 168:10 0.54

27-Apr-83  07:40 0.58
Q7:50 0.22

13:40 0.43

6-May-93 07:14 0.54

MW-15  21-Apr-93  09:39 0.54
09:49 0.30

13:581 0.09

22-Apr-93 15:07 .04

27-Apr-83 08:25 0.14
09:35 0.086

13:53 0.02

B-May-33 07:50 0.10

MG-1? 22-Apr-393 i8-55 0.48

27-Apr-83 1131 0.458
1141 0.07

124:18 0.15

B-May-83 0%5:3% 0.29

2410107 X.7T¢

2/28/33



241Q0107X.701

{

~

' . PES Environmental, inc. *

Table 1. Summary of Results - Phase I Product Removal Program

POWELL STREET PLAZA AND SHELLMOUND i SITES

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Well Date Time Volume Measured
Removed Thickness
{gal) {ft)
MG-3 21-Apr-83 12:18 0.45
12:28 0.11
14:23 0.02
22-Apr-93 14:40 0.16
27-Apr-93 11:57 0.25
12:07 Q.04
14:26 0.08
6-May-93 03:28 .25
TOTAL

2.18
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50 Svean Viay. ij2CC
Ms. Maria Burgi O“Eﬂ’é.‘é}}gzgéé
Investment Officer o
Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.

1740 Technology Drive, Suite 600

San Jose, California 95110

RE: Status of the S0il and Groundwater Investigation/Remediation
at Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal Site
5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, California 94608

Dear Ms. Burgi:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division has recently reviewed the files concerning the
soil and groundwater investigation/remediation at the referenced
site. Eight underground storage tanks were removed at the site
between July, 1986 thru November, 1986 ( 2 - 10,000 gallons diesel
tanks; 1 - 10,000 gallons gasoline tank; 1 - unknown capacity waste
oil tank; 1 unknown capacity motor oil tank; 3 unknown capacity
waste oil/grease tanks ). We are in receipt of the following
reports:

* Results of Soil Sample Analyses During UGTs Removal
dated 8/11/86 and submitted by Blymer Engineers, Inc.

* Soil and Groundwater Testing dated 8/15/86 and prepared by
Peter Kaldveer and Asso.

* P,I.E. Soil Remediation prepared by Groundwater Technology
and submitted under Blymyer Engineers’ cover letter dated
9/16/86

* Subsurface Assessment Report ($/5/86) prepared by
Groundwater Technology and submitted under Blymer
Engineers’ cover letter dated 9/16/86

* Soil Quality Assessment (1/28/87) prepared by Geomatrix
and submitted under The Martin Company’s cover letter 2/3/87

* Analytical Results (Stockpiled Scil Sampling) submitted by
Blymer Engineers

* Proposal for In-Situ Site Remediation of Soil and
Groundwater Hydrocarbon Contamination by Augmented
Bioreclamation Using Laboratory Selected Bacterial Culture
(July 29, 1987) prepared by Cyto Culture

# Report on Additional Site Characterization Studies at P.I.E.
Nationwide Property (April 28, 1988) prepared by Alton
Geoscience and submitted under Cytc Culture’s cover letter
6/15/88

* Phase II Report on Hydrogeology and Site Characterization
Studies (6/3/88) submitted under Cyto Culture’s cover letter
8/3/88
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Waste Discharge Permit (Groundwater Treatment), Second
Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for

May 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated June 13, 1989
Fourth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for
June 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated July 17, 1989
Additional Subsurface Investigative Work (July 7, 1989)
prepared by Blymer Engineers, Inc.

Fifth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
July 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated August 1989
Sixth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
August 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated September 1989
Seventh Monthly Report of Treatment and Discharge Operations
for September 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated
October 1989

Ninth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
November 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated December 15,
1989

Tenth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
December 1289 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated January 15,
1990

Correspondence dated March 22, 1990 from Cytec Culture
regarding Site Plan of P.I.E.’s present and proposed
reinfiltration plan

Based upon the review process of all the reports submitted to this

office

for the referenced site, the following issues needed

clarification and must be addressed:

1)

2)

3)

Please clarify the status of the in-situ remediation of soil
and groundwater contamination by Augmented Bioreclamation
as proposed by Cyto Culture (July 29, 1987) for the
referenced site. Has the proposed reinfiltration plan

been implemented ? Is the remediation system currently
running ? If not, what is the rationale behind the
termination of the remediation treatment system ?

It appears that the extent of the soil and groundwater
contamination at the site remains undefined. A workplan to
delineate the vertical and lateral extent of the plume must
be submitted to this office no later than July 19, 1993,

Free floating product had been detected in MW-3, MW-4,
MWw-7, and MW-15. Please clarify the total volume of free
floating product recovered from the extraction trenches
located south and west of the referenced site to date.
Free Floating product must be measured in all the wells
using an optical probe or a comparable instrument capable of



Ms. Maria Burgi
RE: 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA 94608

June 4,

1993

Page 3 of S

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

measuring free product to 0.01 foot. These data must be
incorporated in your quarterly report. Free product must be
recovered in all the wells on a regular basis. Free product
removal must comply with the California Code of Regulations,
Title 23, Section 2655.

A total of 18 monitoring wells (12 on~-site and 6 off-site)
had been installed since 1986. It appears that monitoring of
the wells has not been conducted since their installation in
1988. Quarterly monitoring is the maximum sampling interval
typically allowed when groundwater contamination is present
as per Tri-Regional Board Staff Recommendations for
Preliminary Evaluation and Investigation of Underground Tank
Sites (August 10, 1990). Quarterly sampling of all the
monitoring wells must be implemented in a timely fashion
because of the extent of groundwater contamination at the
site. Groundwater samples must be analyzed for target

(TPH as gasoline, TPH as diesel, oil & grease, BTEX, lead,
chromium, nickel, zinc, cadmium, chlorinated hydrocarbons
and semivolatile organics, etc.). Groundwater elevation
readings must be incorporated in the quarterly monitoring
program and verified groundwater flow direction must be
established at the site.

Please clarify the stockpiled soil disposition.
Documentation of the stockpiled soil disposal must be
submitted to this office.

Please provide this office with copies of the tank disposal
records (manifests).

Permits from other regulatory agencies which are applicable
to the investigation/remediation activities at the site must
be followed.

With regards to the groundwater extraction system installed
at the site, please provide this office with the following
items:
- detailed systems engineering drawings
- equipment cut sheets
- operational flow diagrams
- rationales to substantiate the selection of the
location of the extraction wells
- monitoring plan to determine the effectiveness of the
treatment system
- contingency plan for system breakdown
- estimate duration of the pump and treat operation
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a) A remedial plan must be implemented and a time schedule
for plan implementation must be submitted to this office.
In addition, please submit a time schedule for all phases of
the investigation and remediation activities and the
anticipated time when cleanup will be completed at the site.

Response to the items mentioned above must be provided to this
office no later than July 19, 1993.

Until cleanup is complete, you will need to submit reports to this
office and to RWQCB every three months ( or at a more fregquent
interval, if specified at any time by either agency ). In addition,
the following items must be incorporated in your future reports or
work plan:

- a cover letter from the responsible party or tank owner
stating the accuracy of the report and whether he/she
concurs with the conclusions and recommendations in the
report or work plan

- site map delineating contamination contours for soil and
groundwater based on recent data should be included and the
status of the investigation and cleanup must be identified

- proposed continuing or next phase of investigation / cleanup
activities must be included to inform this department or the
RWOCB of the responsible party or tank owner’s intention

-~ any changes in the groundwater flow direction and gradient
based on the measured data since the last sampling event
must be explained

- historical records of groundwater level in each well must be
tabulated to indicate the fluctuation in water levels

- tabulate analytical results from all previocus sampling
events; provide laboratory reports (including quality
control/quality assurance) and chain of custody
documentation

all reports and proposals must be submitted under seal of a
California Registered Geologist or Registered Civil Engineer with
a statement of qualifications for each lead professicnals invelved
with the project. Coples of reports and proposals must also be
submitted to
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Rich Hiett

RWQCB, San Francisco Bay Region
2101 Webster Street, Fourth Floor
Oakland, California 94612

Because we are overseeing this site under the designated authority
of the Regional Water Quality CcControl Board, this 1letter
constitutes a formal requests for technical reports pursuant to
California Water Code Section 13267 (b). Any extensions of stated
deadlines or changes in the work plan must be confirmed in writing
and approved by this agency or RWQCB.

Please contact me at (510) 271-4530 if you have any dquestions
concerning this letter.

Sincerely,

ducar X ey

fusan L. Hugo
Senior Hazardous Materlals Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
Rich Hiett, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Edgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division - files
Barry Sandals, Morrlson & Foerster - 345 California St.
San Francisco, CA 94104-2675
David Martin, The Martin Group - 6475 Christie Ave., Suite 500
Emeryville, CA 94608
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SEPARTRERT LF ERVIRG . EALT

Ovarsigh, Program

50 Swan Way. Bm 200
Oaklang CA 84621
(510} 271-4530

Investment Officer

Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technology Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, California 95110

RE: Status of the Soil and Groundwater Investigation/Remediation
at Former P.I.E. Freight Terminal 8ite
5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, California 94608

Dear Ms. Burgi:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division has recently reviewed the files concerning the
soil and groundwater investigation/remediation at the referenced
site. YEight underground storage tanks were removed at the site
between July, 1986 thru November, 1986 ( 2 - 10,000 gallons diesel
tanks; 1 - 10,000 gallons gasoline tank; 1 - unknown capacity waste
0il tank; 1 unknown capacity motor oil tank; 3 unknown capacity
waste oil/grease tanks ). We are in receipt of the following
reports:

* Results of Soll Sample Analyses During UGTs Removal
dated 8/11/86 and submitted by Blymer Engineers, Inc.

* Soil and Groundwater Testing dated 8/15/86 and prepared by
Peter Kaldveer and Asso.

* P.I.E. Soil Remediation prepared by Groundwater Technology
and submitted under Blynmyer Engineers’ cover letter dated
9/16/86

* Subsurface Assessment Report (3/5/86) prepared by
Groundwater Technology and submitted under Blymer
Engineers’ cover letter dated 9/16/86

* Soil Quality Assessment (1/28/87) prepared by Geomatrix
and submitted under The Martin Company’s cover letter 2/3/87

* Analytical Results (Stockpiled Soil Sampling) submitted by
Blymer Engineers

* Proposal for In-Situ Site Remediation of Soil and
Groundwater Hydrocarbon Contamination by Augmented
Bioreclamation Using Laboratory Selected Bacterial Culture
(July 29, 1987) prepared by Cyto Culture

* Report on Additional Site Characterization Studies at P.I.E.
Nationwide Property (April 28, 1988) prepared by Alton
Geoscilence and submitted under Cyto Culturefs cover letter
6/15/88

* Phase II Report on Hydrogeoclogy and Site Characterization
Studies (6/3/88) submitted under Cyto Culture’s cover letter
8/3/88
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Waste Discharge Permit (Groundwater Treatment}, Second
Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for

May 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated June 13, 1989
Fourth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operation for
June 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated July 17, 1989
Additional Subsurface Investigative Work (July 7, 1989)
prepared by Blymer Engineers, Inc.

Fifth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
July 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated August 1989
Sixth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
August 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated September 1989
Seventh Monthly Report of Treatment and Discharge Operations
for September 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture and dated
October 1989

Ninth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
November 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated December 15,
1¢89

Tenth Monthly Report of Treatment & Discharge Operations for
December 1989 prepared by Cyto Culture & dated January 15,
1990

Correspondence dated March 22, 1990 from Cyto Culture
regarding Site Plan of P.I.E.’s present and proposed
reinfiltration plan

Based upon the review process of all the reports submitted to this
office for the referenced site, the following issues needed
clarification and must be addressed:

1)

2)

3)

Please clarify the status of the in-situ remediation of soil
and groundwater contamination by Augmented Bioreclamation
as proposed by Cyto Culture (July 29, 1987) for the
referenced site. Has the proposed reinfiltration plan

been implemented ? Is the remediation system currently
running ? If not, what is the rationale behind the
termination of the remediation treatment system ?

It appears that the extent of the soil and groundwater
contamination at the site remains undefined. A workplan to
delineate the vertical and lateral extent of the plume must
be submitted to this cffice no later than July 19, 1993.

Free floating product had been detected in MW-3, MW-4,
Mw-7, and Mw-15. Please clarify the total volume of free
floating product recovered from the extraction trenches
located south and west of the referenced site to date.
Free Floating product must be measured in all the wells
using an optical probe or a comparable instrument capable of



Ms. Maria Burgi

RE: 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA 94608
June 4, 1993

Page 3 of 4

measuring free product to 0.01 foot. These data must be
incorporated in your guarterly report. Free product must be

s recovered in all the wells on a regular basis. Free product
removal must comply with the California Code of Regulations,
Title 23, Section 2655.

4) A total of 18 monitoring wells (12 on-site and 6 off-site)

had been installed since 1986. It appears that monitoring of

, ala¥ the wells has not been conducted since their installation in

w&& 1988. Quarterly monitoring is the maximum sampling interval
typically allowed when groundwater contamination is present

 ,as per Tri-Regional Board Staff Recommendations for

(@ pl}.»Preliminary Evaluation and Investigation of Underground Tank

@0 Msites (August 10, 1990). Quarterly sampling of all the

, monitoring wells must be implemented in a timely fashion

<§$ﬁyﬂJ}p ‘ because of the extent of groundwater contamination at the

*i; site. Groundwater samples must be analyzed for target

(TPH as gasoline, TPH as diesel, o0il & grease, BTEX, lead,
chromium, nickel, zinc, cadmium, chlorinated hydrocarbons
/gﬁ and semivolatile organics, etc.). Groundwater elevation

¢  readings must be incorporated in the quarterly monitoring

vL./ }iy program and verified groundwater flow direction must be
N\ established at the site.

ﬁﬁ%ﬁ)‘g\¥b5) Please.clarify the stockpiled soil disposition.
$Uﬁ¢%9 Documentation of the stockpiled soil disposal must be

% submitted to this office.~ &m;bqkgﬁljzsaiﬁa4%po(?}xn/ﬂ
o

Please provide this office with copies of the tank disposal

records {manifests). . ?/I/B? Papad, 574;;/94){'&&/ f?,g_ g&%‘«.% dﬂ%
v v

& ¥

7)-" Permits from other regulatory agencies which are applicable
///’ to the investigation/remediation activities at the site must
be followed.

8) With regards to the groundwater extraction system installed
at the site, please provide this office with the following

~ equipment cut sheets
N - operational flow diagrams

o ~ rationales to substantiate the selection of the

o \ location of the extraction wells
a = - monitoring plan to determine the effectiveness of the
S treatment system

AN - contingency plan for system breakdown

- estimate duration of the pump and treat operation

//items:
\\g{ - detailed systems engineering drawings
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l;y' A remedial plan must be implemented and a time schedule

,/ for plan implementation must be submitted to this office.

v In addition, please submit a time schedule for all phases of
the investigation and remediation activities and the

anticipated time when cleanup will be completed at the site.

Response to the items mentioned above must be provided to this
office no later than July 19, 1993.

Until cleanup is complete, you will need to submit reports to this
office and to RWQCB every three months ( or at a more fregquent
interval, if specified at any time by either agency }. In addition,
the following items must be incorporated in your future reports or
work plan:

- a cover letter from the responsible party or tank owner
stating the accuracy of the report and whether he/she
concurs with the conclusions and recommendations in the
report or work plan

- site map delineating contamination contours for soil and
groundwater based on recent data should be included and the
status of the investigation and cleanup must be identified

- proposed continuing or next phase of investigation / cleanup
activities must be included to inform this department or the
RWQCB of the responsible party or tank owner’s intention

-~ any changes in the groundwater flow direction and gradient
based on the measured data since the last sampling event
must be explained

- historical records of groundwater level in each well must be
tabulated to indicate the fluctuation in water levels

- tabulate analytical results from all previous sampling
events; provide laboratory reports (including quality
control/quality assurance) and chain of custody
documentation

A1l reperts and proposals must be submitted under seal of a
california Registered Geologist or Registered Civil Engineer with
a statement of gqualifications for each lead professionals involved
with the project. Copies of reports and proposals must also be
submitted to :
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Rich Hiett

RWQCB, San Francisco Bay Region
2101 Webster Street, Fourth Floor
Oakland, California 94612

Because we are overseeing this site under the designated authority
of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, this letter
constitutes a formal requests for technical reports pursuant to
California Water Code Section 13267 (b). Any extensions of stated
deadlines or changes in the work plan must be confirmed in writing
and approved by this agency or RWQCB.

Please contact me at (510) 271-4530 if you have any dquestions
concerning this letter.

Sincerely,

#usan L. Hugo
Senior Hazardous Materlals Specialist

cc: Rafat A, Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
Rich Hiett, San Francisco Bay RWQCB
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Edgar B. Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division - files
Barry Sandals, Morrison & Foerster - 345 California St.
San Francisco, CA 94104-2675
David Martin, The Martin Group - 6475 Christie Ave., Suite 500
Emeryville, CA 94608
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ALAMEDA CbUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS !LVISION

05/25/93
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE
AGENCY#: 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F-FEDERAL INSPECTOR: SH
StID: 1184 SUBSTANCE: 12034 -Diesel
SITE NAME: PIE Freight Terminal Site DATE REPORTED : 08/14/86
ADDRESS : 5500 Eastshore Hwy. DATE CONFIRMED: 08/14/86
CITY/ZIP : Emeryville, CA 94608 MULTIPLE RP's : ¥
CASE TYPE: G CONTRACT STATUS: 3 EMERGENCY RESPONSE:
RP SEARCH : S DATE END: 03/15/92
PRELIM ASSESSMENT : C DATE BEGIN: 09/16/86 DATE END: 12/18/87
REMEDIAL INVESTIG : C DATE BEGIN: 04/28/88 DATE END: 06/03/88
REMEDIAL ACTION : U DATE BEGIN: 05/11/89 DATE END:
POST REMED MONITOR: DATE BEGIN: DATE END:
TYPE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 1 DATE OF ENFORC. ACTION: 03/15/92

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE - SCREEN #2

LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSIDERATION: 3HSCAWG CASE CLOSED: on:
DT EXC START: 11/11/86 REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: ED,ET,IT,GT
RP #1: CONTACT: n/a RP COST: .

RP COMPANY NAME: Etna Real Estate Associates *Ph: .-
ADDRESS: 242 Trumble®Street ;
CITY/STATE: Hartford, Ct 06156

MENT :
1
SITE ID#: 1184 ADDITIONAL RP'S
RP #2
CONTACT NAME: Mr. David Martin
COMPANY NAME: The Martin Group RP Ph:

ADDRESS: 6475 Christie St Ste 500
CITY/ST/ZIP: Emeryville, Ca 94608
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voltage and a small capacitor, which may contain P(Bs, and possibly a thermal
cut-off switch and/or a safety fuse. These components are surrounded by an
asphalt substance. Some ballasts may be accompanied by spontaneous leaking
and smoking when they reach the end of their 1ife. tLater ballasts have been
manufactured with thermal protective cut-out switches to prevent smoking,
Bailasts manufactured aﬁﬁFr 1977 for use in fluorescent lights do not contain
PCBs and are so labeled.

Tauris et a].ls investigated a 3 month outbreak in an office complex.
There were 19 individuals who spent most of their working day in the office,.
Fifteen of 16 of personnel available for interviews {all femaies, 23 to 55
years) reported experiencing various symptoms. These symptoms would regularly
abate after leaving work. Symptoms reported were:

Symptoms Number Reported over Total
Headache 15/16

Eye Irritation 14/16

Sore, Scratchy or Dry Throat 11/16

Nasal Congestion 10/16

Nausea ~ ' 8/16 -
Dizziness or Lightheadedness 7/16

Itchy Skin 4/16

Many also periodically noticed an obnoxious odor. Air monitoring for settled
dust, formaldehyde, carbon monoxide and carbon dioxide as well as physical
exams revealed no abnormalities. When the glass covering of a suspicious
looking fluorescent lamp was removed personnel experienced many of the
previously mentioned symptoms. Melted asphalt was observed covering much of
the light fixture in the office. When all of the malfunctioning ballasts were
replaced and the asphalt residue cleaned up, 14 of the original 15 reported
that symptoms had diminished and most had been completely resolved.

Harris16 indicates that a similar situation occurred in a school located
jn Washington. A teacher noted some pitch material leaking from a fluorescent
1ight fixture. There was an accompanying "chemical™ odor. An analysis of the
dripping material indicated that it contained 20% by weight PCB {Aroclor 1254)
a bulk sample collected from the malfunctioning fixture confirmed the presence
of PCB.

Staiff et a1.17 conducted tests for PCB emissions under several
experimental conditions. In one series, atmospheric samples were collected at
various distances from a ballast under actual operating conditions. Sampling
commenced 5 minutes following an apparent burnout. Three days later samples
were collected again at the locations. Several weeks later air samples were
collected at different distances from fludrescent lights that were operating
satisfactorily.

@ @



WI‘Q RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD.

DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY - UST CLEANUP PROGRAM
SITE SPECIFIC QUARTERLY REPORT
01/01/92 THROUGH 03/31/92

AGENCY # : 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F SUBSTANCE: 12034
StID : 1184
SITE NAME: PIE Freight Terminal Site DATE REPORTED : 08/14/86
ADDRESS : 5500 Eastshore Hwy. DATE CONFIRMED: 08/14/86
CITY/ZIP : Emeryville 94608 MULTIPIE RPs : Y

SITE STATUS
CASE TYPE: G CONTRACT STATUS: 3 EMERGENCY RESP:
RP SEARCH: S DATE COMPLETED: 03/15/92
PRELIMINARY ASMNT: C DATE UNDERWAY: 09/16/86 DATE COMPLETED: 12/18/87
REM INVESTIGATION: C DATE UNDERWAY: 04/28/88 DATE COMPLETED: 06/03/88
REMEDIAL ACTION: U DATE UNDERWAY: 05/11/89 DATE COMPLETED:
POST REMED ACT MON: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:
ENFORCEMENT ACTION TYPE: 1 DATE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 03/15/92
ILUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSID: 3,HSCAWG
CASE CLOSED: DATE CASE CLOSED:

DATE EXCAVATION STARTED : 11/11/86 REMEDIAT: ACTIONS TAKEN: ED,ET,IT,GT

RP#1~CONTACT NAME: ]
COMPANY NAME: Etna Real Estate Associates

ADDRESS: 242 Trumble Street

CITY/STATE: Hartford, Ct 06156

RP#2-CONTACT NAME: Mr. David Martin
COMPANY NAME: The Martin Group

ADDRESS: 6475 Christie St Ste 500

CITY/STATE: Emeryville, Ca 94608

g%hjaéﬁxnx, fb41hwbvéﬂ%fb
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MORRISON & FOERSTER
LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, D.C.
ORANGE COUNTY 345 CALIFORNIA STREET DENVER
PALO ALTO e *SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-2675 LONDON
WALNUT CREEK T TELEPHONE (415) 677-7000 BRUSSELS
SEATTLE TELEFACSIMILE (415) 677-7522 HONG KONG
TELEX 34-0154 MRSN FOERS SFO TOKYO
DIRECT DIAL NUMBER
May 24, 1993 (415) 677-7117

Martin-Eastshore

c/o The Martin Group

6475 Christie Avenue, Suite 500
Emeryville, California 94608

Eneryville Terranomics
455 Northpoint
San Francisco, California 94133

Mr. Thomas J. Gram

c/o The Martin Group

6475 Christie Avenue, Suite 500
Emeryville, California 94608

Mr. Edmund B. Taylor, Jr.
c/o David D. Cooke, Esqg.
Beverage & Diamond

One Sansome Street

San Francisco, California
94104-4438

Mr. Merrit Sher
529 P.0O. Box 529

Ross, California 94957

Re:

East Bay Park Company

c/o The Martin Group

6475 Christie Avenue, Suite 500
Emeryville, California 94608

Mr. 3. David Martin

c/o The Martin Group

6475 Christie Avenue, Suite 500
Emeryville, California 94608

Mr. Walter Kaczmarek

c/o David D. Cooke, Esq.
Beverage & Diamond

One Sansome Street

San Francisco, California
94104-4438

Mr. Barry Culbertson
455 Northpoint
San Francisco, California 94133

Emeryville Powell Street Plaza;

Demand by Etna Real Estate
Associates, L.P. for Indemnification
for Claim Made by Shellmound

Ventures I1IIT

Dear Sirs:

Pursuant to Sections 14.01,

14,02 and 15.21 of the

Purchase and Sale Agreement for the Powell Street Plaza

between Eastshore Partners
Estate Asscciates, L.P.

(the

("Eastshore) and Ztna Real
("Etna')

"Agreement®), which

was guaranteed by certain individuals (the #Individual

Indemnitors)

pursuant to Secticns 1.01,

14.02, and 15.21 of
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the Agreement, ZEtna hereby tenders to Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors a demand made upon
Etna by Shellmound Ventures III ("Shellmound”) to clean up
environmental contamination on Shellmound’s property which
allegedly has migrated from the Powell Street Plaza
property. Shellmound has demanded that Ztna take immediate
action to stop the migration of contaminants from the
[Powell Street Plaza] onto the Shellmound Property and to
remediate the chemicals that have migrated from the [Powell
Street Plaza] onto the Shellmound Property.¥# Shellmound’s
letter, dated April 15, 1993, is enclosed herewith as
Exhibit 1.

Under Section 14.02 of the Agreement, Eastshore's
general partners and the Individual Indemnitors are
obligated to "indemnify, defend and hold [Ztna)
harmless . . . from and against any and all liabilities,
losses, claims, damages, costs and expenses (including,
without limitation, reasonable attorneys' fees)
incurred . . . as a result of any inaccuracy in any of the
representations and warranties contained in Section 14.01.%

In Section 14.01(s)(i), Eastshore and the
Individual Indemnitors warranted that:

No contamination relating to the Prior
Harmful Use that . . . is in violation of
any Environmental Law . . . will remain
on, under or about the Property
(including, without limitation, the soil
and ground water) or any other property
in the vicinity of the Property (where
the source of contamination on the other
property is attributable to contamination
of the Property) . .

. + . Seller and the Indemnitors shall
indemnify and hold Buver harmless from
and against any and all loss, cost,
damage, liability and expense (including
without limitation attorneys’ fees and
costs) arising from. . . . the failure,
for any reason, of the Property and any
other property in the wvicinity of the
Property (where the source cf the
contamination on the other property is
attributable to contamination of the
Property) to be cleaned up or remediation
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measures to be completed in relation to
the Prior Harmful Use in accordance with
the Clean-up Contract and in compliance
with all Environmental Laws . . . .

(emphasis supplied).

Under these provisions, Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors are obligated to
indemnify Ztna for any damages arising out the failure, for
any reason, of the Powell Street Plaza to be cleaned up,
including any liability arising from contamination that has
allegedly migrated from the Powell Street Plaza onto other
property in the vicinity of the Powell Street Plaza,
including the Shellmound property.

In addition to the indemnity provisions found in
Sections 14.01 and 14.02, Eastshore’s general partners and
the Individual Indemnitors are obligated under Section 15.21
to "indemnify and hold {Ztna] harmless from . . . any and
all liability or loss, including reasonable attorney’s fees
and costs, arising out of or in connection with the Property
before the Closing Date.” Because any alleged contamination
that has migrated onto the Shellmound property existed
before the Closing Date, Eastshore’s general partners and
the Individual Indemnitors are also obligated under
Section 15.21 to indemnify Ztna from any and all liability
or loss arising therefrom.

Under these provisions, Eastshore’s general
partners and the Individual Indemnitors are obligated to
respond to the demands contained in Shellmound’s letter by
undertaking any and all actions necessary to decontaminate
the #Property and any other property in the vicinity of the
Property.” Agreement Section 14.01(s)(i). Failure by
Eastshore’s general partners and/or the Individual
Indemnitors to take appropriate action and to respond to the
conditions alleged in the Shellmound letter will be
considered by Ftna as a material breach of the Agreement.
Etna expects Eastshore’s general partners and the Individual
Indemnitors to fulfill their contractual indemnification
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obligations and to attend to this matter without delay.
Therefore, please contact me immediately with your plans to
rectify this situation.

Enclosure
cc: David Cooke, Esqg.
Susan Hugo, Alameda County Health Agency
Richard C. Hiett, Regional Water Quality Control Board

WP3054  ACO  [3284/100)



MORRISON & FOERSTER
LOS ANGELES ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YORK
SACRAMENTO WASHINGTON, D.C.
ORANGE COUNTY 345 CALIFORNIA STREET DENVER
PALO ALTO SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-2675 LONDON
WALNUT CREEK TELEFHONE (415) 6777000 BRUSSELS
SEATTLE TELEFACSIMILE (415) 6777522 HONG XKONG
TELEX 340154 MRSN FOERS SFO TOKYO
DIRECT DIAL NUMBER
May 24, 1993 (415) 677-7117

Ms. Jane Stratton

Chiron Corporation

Law Department

4560 Horton Street
Emeryville, CA 94608-2916

Re: Alleged Subsurface Petroleum
Contamination at the Shellmound
Ventures III Property

Dear Ms. Stratton:

In a letter dated April 15, 1993, you wrote to Ztna
Real Estate Associates {"Etna®™) requesting (apparently on
behalf of Shellmound Ventures III) that Ztna take steps to
stop the migration of subsurface petroleum that has
allegedly spread from the "PIE/ETNA (sic] Property ontc the
Shellmound Property," and to remediate chemicals that have
allegedly "migrated from the PIE/ETNA [sic] Property onto
the Shellmound Property."

Etna hereby denies responsibility and liability for
any alleged contamination currently located at, on, or undexr
the Shellmound Ventures I1T Property.

If any contamination has migrated in the past or to
the extent that any contamination may currently be
migrating, responsibility would fall upon the general
partners of the Eastshore Partners (the "General Partners™)
and upon a number of individual indemnitors {(the "Individual
Indemnitors"). Under the purchase agreement by which Ztna
acquired the Powell Street Plaza from Eastshore, the General
Partners and the Individual Indemnitors are contractually
ckligated, intex alia, to indemnify Ztna for any and all
loss, cost, damage, liability and expense arising from the
failure to clean up the Powell Street Plaza and any other
property in the wvicinity of the Powell Street Plaza {where
the source c¢f the contamination c¢n the other property is
attributable to the contamination of the Powell Street
Plaza) .
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Ms. Jane Stratton
May 24, 1993
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Pursuant to this contractual indemnity, Ztna has
forwarded your April 15 letter to the General Partners and
the Individual Indemnitors. A copy of the accompanying
cover letter is enclosed. As the General Partners and the
Individual Indemnitors are ultimately responsible for any
alleged contamination that has allegedly migrated or is
allegedly migrating from the Powell Street Plaza, please
address future requests for remediation and/or response
actions to those entities and individuals.

Enclosure

cc: Susan Hugo, Alameda Coulity Health Agency
Richard Hiett, California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region
David Cooke, Esqg.

W9B4Z9 (328471043
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April 15, 1993

ETNA Real Estate Associates
242 Trumbull Street

Stanford, CT 06156

Reference: Site Remediation
Eastshore Highway
Emeryville, California

Dear Owner/QOperator:

The Shellmound Ventures |l partnership owns property located at 4300
Eastshore Highway in Emeryville, California, which is adjacent to the
property previously owned and/or operated by ETNA {the "PIE/ETNA
Property”}. Subsurface petroleum contamination from the PIE/ETNA
Property has adversely impacted and is continuing to adversely impact the
Shelimound Ventures Property. By this letter we request that you take
immediate action to stop the migration of contaminants from the PIE/JETNA
Property onto the Shelimound Property and to remediate the chemicals that
have migrated from the PIE/ETNA Property onto the Shellmound Property.

We intend to pursue all possibie avenues of relief available to the
Partnershin to effectuate the cleanup of the Shellmound Property and t2
recover for any related damage to the Partnership’s interests stemming from
the conditions originating on the PIE/ETNA Property. We are working with
the applicable state and local agencies regarding the current conditions on
the Shellmound Property, and intend to pursue all possible relief that may

be available to the Partnership via those agencies.

FAWPGEN\JLS\SHELMOND PIE

CHiron CorrORaTION * 4560 Horton Street © Emeryville, CA « 94608-2916 + 510-6558730
Law DEPARTMENT » General Fax: 37106545360 « intellectual Property Fax' 510-655-3542
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ETNA Real Estate Associates
April 15, 1993
Page Two

Please be assured that we are prepared to cooperate with you to aliow the
undertaking of work necessary to effectuate the remediation of the existing
conditions. Please contact us as soon as possible to discuss methods and means of
remedying this situation.

Very truly yours,

Shellmound Ventures il

JLS/fkp

cc:  Carolyn Owen/Chiron Corporation
Susan Hugo
Alameda County Health Agency
Dept. of Environmental Health

80 Swan Way, Room 200
Oakland, CA 94621

FAWPGENVJLS\SHELMOND PIE



March 29, 1993

Ms. Susan hugo

Senior Hazardous Materials Expert
Alameda County Health Care Services Agnecy
Department of Environmental Health

Hazardous Materials Division
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621

RE: Powell Street Plaza (former PIE site)

Dear Ms. Hugo:

. Aetna Realty Investors, Inc.
1740 Technology Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, California 95110
(408) 437-5451
(408) 437-5494 (Fax)

b‘ Burgi

Investment Officer
Capital Markets Investment Management

This is to confirm our meeting with you and the Regional Quality Control Department
on Monday April12, 1993, at 10:30 am, at your offices. As we agreed to, please
contact either Barry Sandals or myself to confirm this meeting after verifying it with

the Regional Water people.
Barry Sandals
Morrison & Foerster
(415) 677-7117
Thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,
AETNA REALTY INVESTORS
Mo, To g
Maria Buorgi

Investment Officer

ce: Barry Sandals

MBS3ldssw

Maria Burgi

Aetna Realty Investors, owner
(408) 437-5451

Ore ol the Aetra e & Casualy Com panies
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Caltrans — District 4
Environmental Engineering Branch
111 Grand Avenue — 14th Floor
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STATE OF CALFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION A.|OUSING AGENCY . PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
BOX 23660

OAKLAND, CA  94623-0660

(510) 286-4444

TOD (510) 286-4454

January 6; 1993~ [ %2

Ms. Susan Hugo .
Division of Hazardous Materials
Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way

Room
Oakland, CA 94621
Dear Ms. Hugo:

On December 10, 1992 Deanna Rozgay went to the Alameda County
Health Agency to review the file for the P.I.E. Nationwide site at
5500 Eastshore, Emeryville. The most current information in the
file was dated March 22, 1990. The consultants, Cytoculture
International, planned to construct trenches under the garkmg lot
as part of their remediation of the contaminated ground water.

Current information is urgentl)lg needed due to_the relocation of an

pipeline in the area. This relocation impacts land which
was used as part of Cytoculture’s remediation process. The
current monitoring status and maps of the trenches are needed as
part of Caltrans’ hazardous waste investigation.

If you have anz' uestions r%%arding this request, please contact
Msit Rozgay at 286-5635. Thank you for your attention to this
matter,

) Y o

James W. Ross
District Hazardous
Waste Coordinator

QNW%/
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22 Mareh 1990

Dennis Byrne

Hazardous Materiais Specialist

Atameda County Environmental Heatth Dept.
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Dear Dennis:

Please find enclosed site plan which detail P.L.E. (&) currently, and (b} the proposed
reinfiltration. The two individuals | mentioned at DHS~Alternative Technotogy are:

Ken Smarkel, Ph.D.

Waste Management Engineer

California Department of Health Services
Toxic Substances Control Progrem
Alternative Technology Division
714/744 P Strest

P.0. Box 942732

Sacramento, CA 94234-7320
916-324-1942

John Wesnousky

Senior Waste Management Engineer
California Department of Health Services
Toxic Substances Control Program
Alternative Technology Division
714/744 P Strest

P.0. Box 942732

Sacramento, CA 94234-7320
916-322-2543

Although you are correct, a genetically-labeled microbe would be useful, this is not the
appropriate forum for gaining approvel for the introduction of such an organism into the
environment. Please fee! free to contact either myself or Dr. von Wedet if you have guestions
concerning P.1.E. Thanks egain for your time on 3/21.

Sincerely,
e |
N{ U*QLMS"

fobert Greenwsld

o
i
&
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rm
LN
ey

g plans

3



' ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘l'

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS. Agency Director

RAFAT A. 3HAHIC, Assistant Agency Director

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL HLTH
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PROG.
February 23, 1990 80 SWAN WAY, SUITE 200

PIE Nationwide Property OAKLAND, CA 94621
5500 Eastshore Hwy. '
Emeryville, CA 94608

RE: 5500 Eastshore Hwy.

SECOND NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Dear owner/operator:

Our records indicate that there are underground-tank(s) at your site
at the above facility. You were notified of this situation months
ago and have not taken the appropriate action as described below.

In accordance with the California Code of Regulations, Title 23,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 16 Underground Tank Regulations you must
perform one of the following actions:

1. Submit a tank closure plan to this Department as required by
Article 7, 2670, or
2. Apply for a permit as required by Article 10, 2710.

You are directed to notify this Department within 10 days of your
intentions and to obtain the necessary instructions and forms.

Please note that section 25299 of the California Health and Safety

Code states that any operator or owner of an undergound storage tank

is liable for a civil penalty of not less than five hundred dollars /
or more than five thousand dollars per day for failure tc obtain a ’
permit, or failing to properly close an undergound storage tank, as I
required by section 25298.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact this '
office at 271-4320.

Sincerely,

 Vhonait

Thomas F. Peacock, Senicr HMS
Hazardous Materials Division

TFP:tfp

H
®
it
o

3
£2

cc:  Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney, Consur
Environmental Protection Agency
Lester Feldman, RWQCEH
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TO: 1. Dennis Mishek 2. Donald Dalke 3. John Jang 4. Files

FROM: John Jang - QA“%{%QMJP/ ﬂ%¢awﬁr
pwﬁwﬁﬂﬂ%:z

DATE: February 14, 1990 ~DPD

SUBJECT: Status of NPDES Permit Holders Who Has Not Started
Discharging or Has Shutdown Recently

1. Bank of California (San Mateo), permit issued 3/90: Owner is
in process of hiring consultant to put in the treatment
system. Construction expected to start next month.

2. Chevron (2710 Story Road, San Jose), permit issued 8/90: Try
to start up on January 16, 1991. Free product storage tank
prove to be much too small. Chevron have not decided on
solution yet. If they go with temporary storage facility,
will take several more weeks before starting up. If they go
with permanent storage facility, will take even longer before
starting up.

3. Chevron (Milpitas), permit issued 6/90: There are sone
disagreement between Chevron and the property owner on what
needs to be done. They are getting close to resolving their
disagreements. Full resolution expected in about 3 or 4
months.

4. City of Oakland Redevelopment Agency: Treatment system
restarted right after Thanksgiving 19290.

5. Fass Metals (Richmond), permit issued 4/89: Treatment systen
has not been able to meet permit 1limit for nickel (effluent
concentration at 35 ppb vs. permit limit of 7.1 ppb). Fass
Metals looking at several options now: upgrading treatment to
meet nickel 1limit, discharging to adjacent land (WDR), or
annexation and going to POTW.

6. Mission Trail ©0il Co., Rotten Robbie #33 (Santa Clara),
permit issued 4/90: Treatment system has started up but
cannot meet permit 1limit for TPH-diesel. Treatment system
consist of fixed film bioreactor followed by carbon
canisters. They will sent me a written summary of what has
been deone to date and will request a meeting with us.

7. Ms. Margaret Debarnardi, formerly Wolco (Sunnyvale):
Treatment system has restarted in January 1991.

é;) P.T.E. Natlonwide (Emeryville): Effiuent has been going to

EBMUD sanitary sewer since startup. P.T.E. recently declared

bankruptcy and the treatment system has bheen shut down since
5/90. P.1.E. deoes not plan te restart the treatment system.
50 Eecnt Lhici e He

9. Reld-Hillview Alrport (San Jose), permit issued 8/89: he

treatment system 1s in place but the airport uses extraction



trenches and because of the drought, the groundwater table is
too low to pump out appreciable amount of groundwater.

10. Shell 0il Co. (Union City): System restarted on October 20,
1990. Discharge is to Union Sanitary District.

11. Southland Corp. (San Jose), permit issued 7/88: Will start
pulling out underground tanks this Friday. Once this is
finished, it will take about 6 - 8 weeks to install the
treatment system.

<€€) Southland Corp. (Los Gatos), permit issued 8/90: Treatment
- system installed except piping to storm drain. Southland
wants to put in a 3 or 4 inch diameter discharge pipe while
the City wants them to install a 12 inch pipe. Neither side
appears willing to bulge at this peoint.

13. Texaco (San Jose): System has been down since 12/28/90 due
to excessive scaling downstream of the air stripper.
Consulting firm will meet with Texaco within two weeks to
decide on what to do.

14, UNOCAL (Santa Clara): System has been down since Oct. 1990
due to low groundwater levels (from the drought) below the
level of the extraction wells. Several new and deeper wells
has been installed and pump test is scheduled for Feb. 26,
1991. Treatment system expected to be restarted within two
weeks of the pump test.

15. Viking Materials (San Jose), permit issued 1/90: Treatment
system being installed this month. Expected to start up
within three weeks.

SUMMARY: Except for those circled in green, all of the above
NPDES permit holders have restarted their treatment systems or is
making reasonable effort toward installing and starting up their
treatment system. I will call these NPDES permit holders every
three months to see if progress continues to be reasonable.

For those NPDES permit holders circled in green, I will send
memos to the appropriate section leaders and request that they

send letters to the LIA or to the permit holders to get them
moving.
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20 Swan ‘Nay, Rm. 200
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Michael Corvarrubias
The Martin Group

6475 Christie Avenue
Suite 500

Emeryville, CA 94608

Subject: Development of the Chiron Project Site, Parcel 1, 4300
Eastshore Highway, Emeryville.

Dear Mr. Corvarrubias:

This office has received and reviewed the propocsal prepared by
Farth Metrics Incorporated for the site listed above and a
supplementary letter, dated 6 November, 1989, prepared by Marc
Papineau of Earth Metrics. Mr. Papineau’s letter addressed
specific questions raised by this office concerning the actions
proposed for this site.

The proposed method for managing excavated soil on the site during
the project is acceptable to this office. This soil is to be
stockpiled and sampled to determine if it will require disposal as
a hazardous waste. This office anticipates being kept closely
informed of the results of these analysis.

Excavation will be required in the area of sampling site N-3,
where concentrations of Zinc exceeding the TTLC value of 5,000 ppn
have been measured. This excavation should be initiated prior to
any further development on this site and follow-up sampling will
be required to verify that the extent of excavation is
sufficiently thorough. This office expects that all soils
contaminated with Zinc in excess of the TTLC value of 5,000 ppm
will be removed for proper disposal.

At the present time this office is unable to approve Mr.
Papineau's proposal to incorporate your dewatering activities into
the on-going water treatment process taking place at the P.I.E.
site. Our records concerning this project at P.I.E., are
incomplete. We are in the process of actively pursuing a review
of this project to ensure that it is a legitimate, functional
process. Until this review is complete, we cannot consider
approving Mr. Papineau's proposal in this regards.

Oour review of the P.I.E. water treatment project should be



Michael cCorvarrubias
The Martin Group
6475 Christie Avenue
Suite 500
Emeryville, CA 94608
Re. Chiron Project
Page 2 of 2

complete by the first week of December, 1989. You may wait until
this review.is complete in anticipation that Mr. Papineau's
proposal will be approved, or you may submit an alternative means
of managing the water produced by the Chiron Site development.

Up to 330 ppm of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbkon contamination was
measured in soil sample 9, collected in the vicinity of a former.
underground storage tank location. In accordance with guidelines
established by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board, a ground water monitoring well system will be
required at this site. This requirement need not hinder
development of the parcel as long as it is clearly understood
that, within a reasonable amount of time, the monitoring wells
will have to be installed in the vicinity in which sample 9 was

collected.

Please be aware that the recommendations and approvals specified
in this letter apply oaly to the Chiron Site, that area south of
Temescal Creek. The development proposal for this site has been
reviewed prior to that of the Marriott Site, north of Temescal
Creek, in conformance with the more pressing deadline communicated
to this office. It is anticipated that the development proposal
for the Marriott Site will be reviewed during the first week of
December, 1989. A letter concerning the opinions of this agency
in regards to the Marriott Site development will be prepared upon
the completion of the review process.

If you have any guestions concerning this matter, please contact
me at (415) 271-4320.

Sincerely,

Dennis J. Byrne
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Howard Hatayama, DOHE
ILester Feldman, SFBRWQCB
Rafat Shahid, Assistant Director, Alameda County Dept.
Envirenmental Health.
Marc Papineau, Earth Metrics, Inc.
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BEI Job No. 8648
Mr. Thomas J. Gram

THE MARTIN GROOUP

6475 Christie Avenue

Suite #500

Emeryville, CA 94608

SUBJECT: SITE REMEDIATION
5500 EASTSHORE HIGHWAY
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA
Dear Tom:

In respounse to your letter of May 5, 1989, Blymyer Engineers has

_reviewed existing conditions at the subject facility and has

prepared the following letter as response to clarify  the
situation.

With regard to the potentiasl plume to the south of Powell Street
Plaza, BEI has discussed with you the possibility of the Powell
Street Plaza plume migrating to the south, off of the property.
However, this portion o¢f +the plume as defined by -existing
monitoring wells would be confined to the northera portion of the
ad jacent southern property. At this time 3t appears that
CytoCulture's treatment system would be adegquate to hardle that
contamination. Ir your discussion with CytoCulture, Dr. von Wedel
had thought that a separate plume to the south of the existing
monitoring wells had been identified.

With respect to the capacity of the system, the system as
designed is capable of preocessing over 2,000,000 gallons of
contaminated water over a year. Thus, the system appears to be
able to remediate the site in its present coanfiguration. Excess
capacity has been Dbuilt into the system should upgrade be
required at a foture date. This determination will be made afrer
monitoring remediation progress over the rest of this year.
Please be advised that the California Department of Health
Services has not expressed concern gver the amount of gallouns
treated to date. P.I1.E. remains committed to remediation of the
#ite and has not shown unwillingness to spend any reguired money
1o achieve that goal.

In reference to the authorization of reianfiltration of nutrieat-
enriched effluent from the bieoreactors, please be advised that
the Alternative Technologies Section of the California Department
of Health Services has nor autherized reinfiltyration, except for
a pilot study. P.I.E. and B:. have avtherized rthe pilot study
and continue to werk to secure the additional approvals for full
zcale implementation.

.nally, although P.I.E. has at times been slow in payment, it

r.as never failed to pay an invoice after approval. As stated
above, P.I.E. 1is committed to remediation of the subject =site.

{415) 521-377% » 1825 Clemen: fvenueg, Alameda, Califormia 94501-1335 » FAX (415) 8652534
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Mr, Thome=a J. Gram July 7, 1989
THE MARTiN GROUP
Page Two
1f you have any questions, please call.

Cordially yours,

BLYMYER ENGINEERS, INC.

L A

-~

James C. Falbo
Enviroamental Specialist

JCF/ds

cc: Ms, Sylvia Lee
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Mr. Michael Chee
Toxics Clean-Up -

California Regional Water Z@m&g{ eﬂ3/§?

Quality Control Board

San Francisco Bay Region g

1111 Jackson W Yy
Room 6040

Oakland, CA 94607 Yz

Dear Mr, Chee:

Please find enclosed copies of operating reports for the former
P.I.E. truck terminal in Emeryville, If you recall, CytoCulture
is the bioremediation contractor for the site. 1If you have any
guestions or comments please call.

Sincerely, ts,:?
Randall von Wedel, Ph. D.
Project Manager
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August 3, 1988

Michael Chee, P.E.
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Toxics Clean-Up Division SirunealA kesiONAL Wk
CA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
San Francisco Bay Region 2UG 5 1983

1111 Jackson Street, Room 6040
Oakland, CA 94607

QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
Dear Mr. Chee:

I mailed you our Phase II Report on the Hydrogeology and Site
Characterization Studies completed on June 3rd by ourselves
and Alton Geoscience for the P.,I.E. Nationwide bioreclamation
project in Emeryvilie, This report included an overview and
updated recommendations by CytoCulture for proceeding with the
Phase I1II recovery of free diesel product and treatment of
contaminated grouandwater as originally outlined in the Opera-
tional Plan we submitted on December 18, 1987.

As of the end of July, we have completed the construction of the
groundwater treatment basins and have installed two sixty-five
foot trenches in the southwest corner of the site in accordance
with our plams. Both trenches appear to have at least 18 inches
of contaminated water and some free product, so we anticipate
adequate flow rates to generate the desired depression zones.

As soon as we receive payments from P,I.E. Nationwide on our
current and past due invoices for this project, we will proceed
with the installations and start-up for the "pump and treat"
Phase III program. I will keep you posted of our progress and
look forward to discussing this program with you soon.

Thank you.

“Sincerely,

‘/17 - 4 ™~ .
i \\\, o & ,I'\‘.f ._’\" [ \\-}K T N
F i - i N
Randall J. von Wedel, Ph.D.
Project Director

cc: Chris Falbo, Blymyer & Sons Engineers for P.I.E., Nationwide
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June 30, 1988
File No. 2199.7TBA (MTC)

Mr. Chris Falbo

Blymer & Sons engineers, inc.
1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1396

SUBJECT: Former P.I.E. Nationwide Facility in Emeryville, ca
Dear Mr. Falbo:

Our office received a submittal dated June 10, 1988 from
CytoCulture International which identifies themselves as being
contracted to carry out an in situ bioremediation program of
diesel-contaminated soil and groundwater at the former P.I.E.
truck terminal in Emeryville. This program has been performed in
collaboration with the Department of Health Services Office of
Alternative Technology Policy in Sacramento.

Even though the Regional Board has not been the lead agency in
guiding P.I.E. Nationwide's efforts to remediate the site, you
should be aware that the Board has not relinquished the authority
to establish the final cleanup levels. I would like to point out
that the final cleanup levels determined by the Department of
Health Services may be different than what the Board determines
as the final cleanup levels. In the report entitled, "“Phase II
Report on Hydrogeology and Site Characterization Studies for
P.I.E. Nationwide Property," by Cytoculture International, Inc.
in a joint venture with Sybron Chemicals, Inc. in collaboration
with Alton Geoscience dated June 3, 1988, it is stated that the
contamination plume could not be defined bevond the western
property line. 1In developing a remedial action plan the extent
of contamination of both the groundwater and the soil should be
well defined. If the bioremediation program does not address the
entire extent of contamination, then the program maybe onily
considered as an interim remedial measure with possible further
remedial action required for the area beyond the western property
line.

As I understand the bioremediation program, treated groundwater
will be discharged to a storm drain. As such, this discharge
reguires a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Permit. The NPDES application that was sent to our
office on October 31, 1986 contained Application Form 2¢.
Application Form 2C is for facilties which currentliy result in
discharges to waters of the United States. Since ne discharge
has occurred at this site, the correct Application Form is Forn



Mr. Chris Falbo Page 2 June 30, 1988

2D which is for new discharges and is enclosed. In addition,
since the original plan of treatment at this site has changed
since the original submittal of the NPDES application, please
submit any changes that are different than the original
information supplied along with a completed Form 2D. No filing
fee will be required for this submittal.

The Regional Board appreciates P.I.E Nationwide's attempt to

remediate the site. If you have any questions concerning the
NPDES application form, please call Michael Chee at 415-464-0830.

Sincerely,

Lester Feldman,
Toxics Division, Section Leader

Enclosure (1)
NPDES Application Form 2D
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June 10, 1988

m'TC/

Michael Chee, P.E.

Hazardous Materials Specialist CAUFORN'A REG,ONAL WATER
Toxics Clean-Up Division
CA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD JUN 161988

San Francisco Bay Region
1111 Jackson Street, Room 6040
Oakland, CA 94607 QUALITY CONTROL B0ARD

Dear Mr. Chee:

Our company is contracted to carry out an in situ bioremediation
program of diesel-contaminated soil and groundwater at the
former P.I.E. Nationwide truck terminal in Emeryville. At this
point, we have just completed the investigatory work which we
have performed in collaboration with the Department of Health
Services Office of Alternative Technology Policy in Sacramento.

Greg Zentner, in your division of the RWQCB, has been kept
informed of the progress at this site and has asked me to send
you the enclosed Phase II Report on the Hydrogeology and Site
Characterization Studies completed by our subcontracting geo-
logists at Alton Geoscience. This report includes an overview
of the bioreclamation program and updated recommendations by
CytoCulture for proceeding with the Phase TII recovery of free
diesel product and treatment of cortaminated groundwater as
originally outlined in the Operational Plan we submitted to the
DHS on December 18, 1987. A copy of this Operational Plan and an
abbreviated copy of the origimal proposal are also enclosed for
your reading.

I look forward to discussing this report with you in the very
near future as we finalize our plans for the "pump and treat”
phase of the clean-up at this site under the NPDES permnit
variance letter issued by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board to P.I.E. Nationwide on November 25, 1986 (copy attached).

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Handaso (. vouDedsl,

ftandall J. von Wedel, Pa.0.
Project Director

cc: Chris Falbo, Blvmver & Sons Lngineers for P,T1,7. Vationwide



CALIFORNIA WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ASSOCIATION
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE INFORMATION EXPOSITION
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA
JUNE 7 & 8, 1988

TECHNICAL PROGRAM PRESENTATION

Exhibitor: Sybdbron Chemicals, Inc / CytoCulture International, Inc
Birmingham, NJ San Francisco, CA

Title: BIODEGRADATION OF DIESEL AND AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS

Authors: C.D. Goldsmith, Jr., Ph.D., G.R. Hater, M.S. and
R.J. von Wedel, Ph.D.

Schedule: SESSION B - WEDNESDAY, JUNE 8 AT 2:40 PM

PROCESS CONTROLLED biodegradation technologies are proving to be
a cost-effective means of destroying petroleum and ceal derived
products at industrial sites. These technologies rely on the
growth of high density, SPECIALIZED CULTURES of aerobic bacteria
which have been selected to metabolize specific hydrocarbons.
This approach has been particularly successful in the CLEAN-UP
of CONTAMINATED SOIL and GROUNDWATER caused by leaking under-
ground industrial storage tanks and inadvertant spills. The
cultures are also effective at AUGMENTING and stabilizing the
bacterial flora at INDUSTRIAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT facilities
subject to frequent shock loading or toxic kills.

This presentation will first review LABORATORY STUDIES on the
utilization and growth kinetics of mixed enrichment isolate
cultures in the biodegradation of a model diesel fuel. Diesel
fuel presents a special threat to the environment due to its
resistance to degradation and its acute toxicity to living
organisms. Furthermore, the adsorbed phase fractions of diesel
are particularly difficult to remove from soil by conventional
ailr stripping methods.

RESPIROMETRIC DATA from treatability studies will be presented to
demonstrate the biocdegradation of heavy diesel adsorbed to CLAY
SOIL from one remediation site in California.

IN SITU SITE REMEDIATION DATA will emphasize the efficacyv of
REINFILTRATING bacterial cultures dinto GROUNDWATER as a means
of destroving AROMATIC hydrocarbons and other dissolved phase
hydrocarbons typically found in gasoline leak contaminations.

On-going CyvtoCulture/Sybron IN SITU AUGMENTED BIOREMEDIATION
programs using CvtoCulture's AIRLIFT SUSPENSION BIOREACTORS will
be discussed 1in the context of these promising laboratory and
site clean-up results.
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ABR Recirculating Leachbed

Excavated soil is piled to a max:mum leachable depth
after a liner and drainage medium has been installed as
shown in Figure 4.

Bacteria are applied 1o the surface of the ieachbed with
water and nutrients. Bacteria begin to degrade contami-
nants in situ while excess water leaches free product from
the soil. The contaminant laden leachate is collected and
biodegradation takes place in the ABR reactor. Leachate
provides food for new bacteria which are redistributed
using a continuous level control system.
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ABR Production Pit Remediation

QOily petroleum waste from the production of crude oil
and/or natural gas classically results in a spoils pond.
These ponds/pits contain up to several percent oil by

weight.
For treatment the pits are converted into a batch

Testing and Research

e SOLE SOURCE FEASIBILITY STUDIES
e MICROCOSM STUDIES

o IN LAB/ON SITE PILOT PLANTS

e ORGANISM SELECTION/ISOLATION

e AFFILIATION WITH MAJOR UNIVERSITY
RESEARCH PROGRAMS

e DETAILED BACTERIA DATA ANALYSIS
* INDIGENOUS/ABR-CULTURE COMPARISONS

Corporate Offices and Sales:

800-257-9428
609-893-1100

Birmingham Rd.
Birmingham, NJ 03061

Regional Otfices andg Affiiates in Key Areas

digestion system by inflocutating them with ABR organ-
isms, Accelerator and oxygen. In some cases emulsifying
agents are used to enhance treatment. Use of emulsifiers
to accelerate; sotubilization and breakdown is accepiable
in most states.

Areas of Expertise

WITH THE FOLLOWING CLASSES OF CHEMICAL
COMPOUNDS

e PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS
(GASOLINE, DIESEL, FUEL OlL}

¢ CREOSOTE

e PHENOLS, ALCOHOLS, ALDEHYDES,
ORGANIC ACIDS AND KETONES

¢ HYDROGEN SULFIDE
e CHLORINATED SOLVENTS

Production, Testing, and Research:

800-654-6952
703-383-9361

111 Kessler Mili Rd.
Salem, VA 24153

SYBRON CHEMICALS INC /BIOCHEMICAL OIVISION
HIRAMINGHAR NEW JERSEY 08O USA
PHONE 604-833-1100 TELEX WU B85-1227/WUD 834440 (ONAC'SYBRON:




. &GS,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFA@CY ! GEQRGE DEUKMEIIAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES
TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL DIVISION

2151 BERKELEY WAY, ANNEX 7
BERKELEY, CA 94704

[

September 11, 1987
CALIFORMIA REGIOMAs WATE
“t 17 1987
Mr. Chris Falbo QUALITY Comrroy BOARD

Blymyer and Sons, Engineers
1829 Clement Avenue
Alameda, CA 94501

Dear Mr. Falbo:

= We have reviewed your request on behalf of your client, P.I.E.

s Nationwide, for a variance from the Hazardous Waste Facility

& Permit Requirements, Chapter 30, Division 4, Title 22, cCalifornia
Administrative Code.

- An inspection of the operation was conducted on August 7, 1987.
3 You have also submitted the following information in support of
your redquest:

1. Laboratory analyses of soils contaminated by Diesel
hydrocarbons, showing Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons to be less

o than 5 ppm.
: 2. A statement from the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality

Control Board that this treated waste 1is suitable for
digposal in a Class III landfill.

3. The Bay Air Quality Management District has evaluated this
project and has permitted the process to continue.

Based upcn the foregoing information and pursuant to Section
25143, Health and Safety Code and Section 658310(a)(2), Title 22,
CAC we find that this treatment and disposal process has been
adequately regulated by other governmental agencies. The variance
is granted subject to the following:

1. This wvariance applies only to this waste consisting of
approximately 7000 cubic vards of diesel contaminated soil
located at 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA.

2. The granting of this variance does not relieve the producer
of this waste from all requirements as a generator cof
hazardous wastes, Thus, this variance applles only to the
Hazardous Waste Facility permitting requirements of Article
4, Chapter 30, Division 4, Title 22, C.A.C.
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If you have any duestions in this matter, please contact Dick
Burgard at (415) 540-3540. :

Sincerely,

Dwight R..géé:;g;:zkief

North Coast California Section
Toxic Substances Control Division

DRH:DB:cdl

¢¢t Wil Bruhns, SF Bay-RWQCB
Ted Gerow, Alameda County
Milt Feldstein, BAAQMD
Mike Padilla, OPP, Sacramento
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Address reply to:

6601 Owens Drive, Suite 105
Pleasanton, CA 94566

June 1, 1987

Mr. Rafat Shahid, Chief

Hazardcus Waste Management Division
470-27th Street, Room 322

Oakland, CA 94612

Dear Mr. Shahid:

In accordance with your letter of April 30, 1987, underground
storage tanks at 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville, CA 94608,
all underground storage tanks at the above site were removed
during November 1986.

Per your letter, I am returning the computer generated
applications to operate underground storage tanks with the
notation "Removed November 1986",

Thank you for your time in this matter.

teld Maintenance Manager

TJS:Dasg
Attachments

ce:  John Ster, Director of Properties - Jacksonville
Mr. Mike Murphy - G.0. Jackscnville
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"

v LI . APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TC COPERATE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK
€7} 01 HEW PERMIT { ) 05 RENERED PERHIT { ) 07 TANX CLOSED { ) 09 DELETE FROM FILE (NO FEE)
( ) 02 CONDITIONAL PERMIT { ) 086 AMENDED PERMIT { ) 08 HINOR CHANGE (NDO SURCHARGE)
X OWNER
NAME(CORPORATION,INDIVIDUAL OR PUBLIC AGENCY) PUBLIC AGENCY ONLY
RYDER/PIE HATIONMWIDE, INC. ( ) OL FED U ) D2 STATE { ) 03 LOCAL
STREET ADDRESS CITY STATE b4 O
2050 KINGS ROAD JACKSONVILLE FL 32203

IT FACILITY

FACILITY NAME DEALER/FOREMAN/SUPERVISOR
RYDER/PIE NATIONWIDE, INC. MARK TRACY
STREET ADDRESS NEAREST CROSS STREET

5500 EASTSHORE HIGHWAY

cITY COUNTY zzp
EMERYVILLE ALAMEDA 94608
MAXLING ADDRESS CITY STATE e
5500 EASTSHORE HIGHUWAY EMERYVILLE CA 94608
PHONE W/AREA CODE TYPE OF BUSINESS
415-652-5392 € ) 01 GASOLINE STATION (X} 02 OTHER TRUCK TERMINAL
NUMBER OF GCONTAINERS RURAL AREAS ONLY : |TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION

3

IIT 26 HOUR EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSON

DAYS?! NAME(LAST NAME FIRST) AND PHONE W/AREA CODE NIGHTS: NAMEULAST NAME FIRST)} AND PHONE W/AREA CODE
TRACY, MARK- 415-652-5392 TRACY, MARK - -

COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING ON A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH CONTAINER
IV DESCRIPTION

A. {X) 01 TANK ( ) 06 OTHER: CONTAINER NUMBER 2-657

B. MANUFACTURER (IF APPROPRIATE): UNKNOWN YEAR MFG: C. YEAR INSTALLED €X) DHNKNOWN

F

U. CONTAINER CAPACITY: 10000 GALLONS ( )} UNKNOWN |E. DOES THE CONTAINER STORE: ( ) 01 WASTE (X) 02 PRODUCT

F. DOES THE CONTAINER STORE MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL OR MASTE OIL 2 (X) 01 YES ( } 02 N0 IF YES CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX(ES):
€ ) 01 UNLEADED ( 3 02 REGULAR ( ) 03 PREMIUM (X) 04 DIESEL ( ) 05 WASTE GIL ( ) 06 OTHER

<

CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION

A. THICKNESS OF PRIMARY CONTAIMNMENT: € ) GAUSE ¢ ) INCHES ( ) CM {X) UNKNOWN

B. () DI VAULTED (LOCATED IN AN UNDERGROUND VAULTF ( ) 02 NON-VAULTED (X) 03 UNENOWH

C. € ) 01 DOUBLE WALLED ( } 02 SINGLE WALLED ( ) 03 LINED

0. (X} 01 CARBOM STEEL ( )y 02 STAINLESS STEEL ( 3} 03 FIBERGLASS ( 3 04 POLYVIMNYL CHLORIDE ( ) 05 COMCRETE
€ ) 06 ALUMINUM () 07 STEEL CLAD ¢ ) 08 BRONZE ( ) 09 COMPOSITE ( ) 10 NON-METALLIC
€} 12 UNKHOWN 1 ) 13 OTHER:

SC04-070185 (09/25/85) PAGE 1
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"‘CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION

Vg {6,

STATE ID MURBER 00000035995002

E. € ) 01 RUBBER LINED ( ) 02 ALKYD LININS ( ) 03 EPOXY LINING 1 ) 04 PHENCLIC LINING ( } 05 SLASS LINING
€ ) 07 UNLINED (X) 08 UNKNOWN ( ) 09 OTHER:

F. € ) 01 POLYETHLENE WRAP { ) 02 VINYL HWRAPPING ( ) 03 CATHODIC PROTECTION (X) 04 UNKNOWN ( ) 05 NONE
( )} 06 TAR OR ASPHALT ( ) 09 OTHER:

VI PIPING

A. ABCVEGROUND PIPING: L € ) 02 CONCRETE-LIMNED TRENCH ( ) 03 GRAVITY

(CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX(ES)

}
{

01 DOUBLE-RALLED PIPE
¥

04 PRESSURE

¢ ) 05 SUCTION

() 06 UNKNOWM

()} 07 NONE

B. UNDERGROUND PIPING:

(CHECK APPROFRIATE BOX{ES)

€
{

01 DOUBLE-RALLED PIPE

) 04 PRESSURE

f ) 05 SUCTION

( ) 02 CONCRETE-LINED TRENCH
(X} 06 UNKNOMN

( ) 07 NONE

{ ) 03 GRAVITY

VII LEAX DETECTION

(X) 01 VISUAL

(X} 02 STOCK INVENTORY

) g4

YAPOR SNIFF HELLS

€ ) 06 GROUND WATER MONITORING WELLS ( ) 07 PRESSURE TEST ( ) 09 MOME

( ) 05 SENSOR INSTRUMENT

{ 1 10 OTHER:

VIII CHEMICAL COMPOSITION OF MATERIALS STORED IN UNDERGROUND CONTAINERS

,IF YOU CHECKED YES TO IV-F YOU ARE NOT REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION

CURRENTLY PREVIOUSLY DELETE

CASH (IF KNOWN)

CHEMICAL (DO NOT USE COMMERCIAL NAME)

trom  torez e il
(ro croz o3 VI FIFILETT]T
oo tree coros L IPILITLT]
tron etaroe cros I TIIILIELT]
tror cree crvoes |l fLffLfLL]
tooy  tree o3l )it
(oo 2oz o3l If Il
tror  exez «ro3fijiiQlllql
re e oo L]
cror  cyox corosf{ it ifbbLLl
* CHECK STATE BOARD CHEMICAL CODE LYSTING FOR FOSSIBLE SYNONTHS

IS CONTAINER LOCATED OMN AN AGRICULTURAL FARM?

€ )0 YES () 02 No

HIS FORM HAS BEEN COMPLETED UMDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY AND, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOMNLEUGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

PERSON TILING {SIGNATURE)

PHONE W/AREA COUE

‘OR LOCAL AGENCY USE ONLY

ADMINISTRATING AGENSY

CITy CCDRE

COUNTY CCDE

ONTACYT PERSON

PRORE W/AREA CODE

—
ATE OF LAST INSPECTION [IN COMPLIANCE PERMIT APPROVAL DATE TRANSACTION DATE LOCAL PEPMIT ID %
€ ) 01 YES ¢ ) 02 WO
£04-070185 (D9/25/85} PAGE 2




: n@v D MD\J Py

STATE ID MUMBER 00000035998001
APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO OPERATE UNDERGROUND STDRAGE TANK

€ ) 01 NEW PERMIT { ) 05 RENEWED PERMIT { } 07 TANX CLOSED t ) 09 DELETE FROM FILE (NO FEE}
€ ) 02 COMDITIOMAL PERMIT { ) 06 AMENDED PERMIT { ) 08 MINOR CHANGE (NO SURCHARGE)
1 OWNER ) S
NAME{CORPORATION, INDIVIDUAL OR PUBLIC AGENCY) PUBLIC AGENCY OMLY
RYDER/PIE NATIONWIDE, INC. { 301 FED € ) O2 STATE ( ) 03 LOCAL
STREET ADDRESS CITY STATE zIp
2050 KINGS ROAD JACKSONVILLE FL 32203

I FACILITY

FACILITY NAME DEALER/FOREMAN/SURERVISOR
RYDER/PIE NATIONWIDE. INC. MARK TRACY
STREET ADDRESS NEAREST CROSS STREET
5500 EASTSHORE HIGHMAY
cITY COUNTY 2IP
EMERYVILLE ALAMEDA 94608
MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE zip '
5500 EASTSHORE HIGHWAY EMERYVILLE CA 94608
PHONE W/AREA CODE TYPE OF BUSINESS
415-652-5392 f ) 01 GASOLINE STATION (X) 02 OTHER TRUCK TERMINAL
NUMBER OF CONTAINERS RURAL AREAS ONLY : [TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION

3

ITI 24 HOUR EMERGENCY CONTACY PERSON

DAYS: NAME(LAST NAME FIRST) ARD PHONE W/AREA CODE NIGHTS: NAME(LAST NAME FIRST) AND PHONE W/AREA CODE
TRACY, MARK 415-652-5392 TRACY, MARK - -

COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING ON A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH CONTAINER

IV DESCRIPTION

A. {X) 0 TAMK ( ) 04 OTHER? CONTAINER NMBER 1-657

B. MANUFACTURER (IF APPROPRIATE): UNKNOWN YEAR MFG&: €. YEAR INSTALLED (X1 UNKHNOM

B. CONTAINER CAPACITY: -18000 GALLONS ( ) UNKNOWN |E. DUES THE CONTAINER STORE: € ) 01 WASTE (X} 02 PRODUCT

F. DOES THE CONTAINER STORE MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL OR WASTE OIL ? (X! O YES ¢ )} 62 NO IF YES CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX(ES):

{ 3 01 UNLEADED (X) 02 REGULAR ( ) 03 PREMIUM ¢ ) 04 DIESEL ( ) 05 WASTE OIL ( ) 06 OTHER

v CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION

L. THICKNESS OF PRIMARY CONTATMNMENT: U ) BAUGE [ ) INCHES [ J CH (X} UHKNOWN

3. U ) D1 YAULTED {LOCATED IN AN \RDERGROUND VAULT) ( ) 02 NON-VAULTED (X) 03 UNKHOWN

+ 1) 81 DOUBLE MALLED 1 ) 02 SINGLE WALLED ( 3 03 LINED

- {X) 01 CARBOM STEEL ( ) 02 STAINLESS STEEL ( ) 03 FIBERGLASS ( ) 04 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE ( )} 05 CONCRETE
€ ) 06 ALLMINUM () 07 STEEL CLAD ( ) 08 BROMZE ( ) 09 COMPOSITE ¢ ) 10 NON-METALLIC
€ ) 12 UNKNOWN () 13 OTHER:

CO4-070185 €09/25/65] PAGE 1
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LONTAINER CONSTRUCTICN

00000035998001

E, I“) 01 RUBBER LINED )} 02 ALKYD LINIMNG ¢ ) 03 EPOXY LINING ¢ ) 04 PHENOLIC LINING ( 3 05 GLASS LINING
t ) 07 UNLINED €&X) 08 UNKNOMN ( ) 09 OTHER:

F. ( ) 01 POLYETHLENE WRAP ( ) 02 VINYL WRAPPING ( } 03 CATHODIC PROTECTION (X) 04 UNKNOMN ( ) 05 NONE
¢ )} 06 TAR OR ASPHALT ( ) 09 OTHER:

VI PIPING

A. ABOVEGRDUND PIPING: { ) 01 DOUBLE-WALLED PIPE 1 ) D2 CONCRETE-LINED TRENCH € ) D3 SRAVITY
(CHECK APPFROFRIATE BOX(ES) ( ) 04 PRESSURE ( ) 05 SUCTION ( ) 056 UNKNOUN ( ) 07 NONE

8. UNDERGROUND PIPING: C ) 0 DOUBLE-HALLED PIPE { ) 02 CONCRETE-LINED TRENCH ( ) 03 GRAVITY
(CHECK APPROFRIATE BOX(ES) f ) 05 PRESSURE { ) 05 SUCTION (X} 06 UNKNOWN ( ) 07 NONE

VII LEAX DETECTION

(X) 01 VISUAL (X) 02 STOCK INVENTORY ( ) 04 VAPOR SNIFF WELLS ( ) 05 SENSOR INSTRUMENT
€ ) 06 GROUND WATER HONITORING WELLS ( ) 07 PRESSURE TEST ( ) 09 NONE ( ) 10 OTHER:

VIII CHEMICAL COMPOSITION OF MATERIALS STORED IN UNDERGROUND CONTAINERS

IF YOU CHECKED YES TO IV-F YOU ARE ROT REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THIS SECTIORN

&
CURRENTLY PREVIOUSLY DELETE CASH#t (IF KNORN) CHEMICAL (DO NDT USE COMMERCIAL NAME)
STORED STORED
)y 01 €y o2 cms‘l

t ¥y 01 t ) oz ()o3]|

I
l
t)n ()2 ()ole]
I

t)ol t ) o2 (;os!L

t)yo )02 ()oziu

|
I
|
|
l
{)o1 €)ooz ”°3_!UJ_
1

{yo1 )02 (103_”_[

1
l
l
I

€ )01 troee o3t ipbillt

tror coroez eoes]j)ijt)l)

(por ooz enos| )]t

# CHECK STATE BOARD CHENICAL CODE LISTING FOR POSSIBLE SYNONYMS

IS5 CONTAINER LOCATED ON AN AGRICULTURAL FARM? ( ) 01 YES (X) 02 NO

THIS FORM HAS BEEN COMPLETED UNDER THE PEMALTY OF PERJURY AND, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

FPERSON FILING (SIGNATURE) FHONE W/AREA CODE

FOR LOCAL ASENCY USE ONLY

ADMINISTRATING AGENCY CITY CODE TOUNTY CODE
CONTACT PERSCN PHONE W/AREA CODE
CATE OF LAST INSPECYTION |IN COMPLIANCE PERMIT AFPPROVAL DATE TRANSACTION DATE LOCAL PERMIT ID #

¢ ¥ 0} YES { ) 02 WO

5C04-070185 (09/25/85) PAGE 2




;, /%7‘1 OV w : MO uﬁ sg;é ID NAMBER  00000035958003

’ " APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO OPERATE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK

I

{ ) 01 NEW PERMIT £ ) 05 RENEWED PERMIT { ) 07 TANK CLOSED 1 ) 09 DELETE FROM FILE (ND FEE)
{ ) 02 CONDITIONAL PERMIT { ) 06 AMENDED PERMIT { ) 08 HINOR CHANGE (NO SURCHARGE)

1 DWNER

NAME(CORPORATION, INDIVIDUAL OR PUBLIC AGENCY) PUBLIC AGENCY ONLY

RYDER/PIE NATIONNWIDE, INC. C y 01 FED € ) 02 STATE ( ) 03 LOCAL

—

STREET ADDRESS eIty STATE zIp

2050 KINGS ROAD JACKSONVILLE FL 32203

II FACILITY

FACILITY NAME DEALER/FOREMAN/SUPERVISOR
RYDER/PIE NATIONWIDE, INC. MARK TRACY
STREET ADDRESS NEAREST CROSS STREET
5500 EASTSHORE HISHMWAY
cITY COUNTY z1p
EMERYVILLE ALAMEDA $4508
——
MafLING ADPRESS c1TY . STATE  |zIP .
5500 EASTSHORE HIGHWAY EMERYVILLE Ca 94608
FHONE W/AREA CODE TYPE OF BUSINESS
415-652-5392 ( )} 01 GASOLINE STATION (X) 02 OTHER TRUCK TERMINAL
NUMBER OF CONTAINERS ' RURAL AREAS ONLY : |TOMNSHIP RANGE SECTION
3

IIT 26 HOUR EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSON

DAYS: NAME(LAST NAME FIRST) AND PHOMNE W/AREA CODE NIGHTS: MAME(LAST NAME FIRSY) AND PHONE W/AREA CODE
TRACY, MARK 415-652-5392 TRACY, MARK - -

COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING ON A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH CONTAINER
IV DESCRIPTION

A, (X) U1 FANK ( ) 04 OTHER: CONTAINER MRBRER 3-657

B. MANUFACTURER (IXF APPROPRIATE): UNKNOWN YEAR HMFG: C. YEAR INSTALLED (X)) UNKNOWN

D. CONTAINER CAPACITY: 10000 EALLONS { ) UNKNOWN JE. DOES THE CONTAINER STORE: { ) 01 MWASTE (X) 02 PROOUCT

F. DOES THE CONTAINER STORE MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL OR WASTE OIL ? (X):- 01 YES ( ) 02 NO IF YES CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX(ES):
€ ) 01 UHLEADED € ) 02 REGULAR ( ) 03 PREMIUM (X) 04 DIESEL ( ) 05 WASTE OIL ( ) 06 OTHER

v CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION

A. THICKNESS OF PRIMARY CONTAINMENT: € ) GAUGE ( ) INCHES ( ) CM (X} UNKNOWN

B. (1 01 VAULTED (LOCATED IH AN UMDERGROUMD WAULTY € 3 02 HOM-VAULTED (X)) 03 UNKNOWM

C. € ) 01 DOUBLE WALLED ( ) 02 SINGLE WALLED ( ) €3 LINED

D. €X} 01 CAREON STEEL ( )} 02 STAINLESS STEEL t ) 03 FIBERGLASS ( ) 04 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE ( )} 05 CONCRETE
€ 3 06 ALUMINUM U ) 07 STEEL CLAD t ) 03 BRONZE ( )} 09 COMPOSITE t ) 10 RON-METALLIC
€ ) 12 UNKNOWN € ) 13 OTHER:

$C04-070185 (09/25/85} PAGE 1
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) NRMBER  00000035993003
‘TCONTBAINER CONSTRUCTION

E. € ) 01 RUBBER LINED ) 02 ALKYD LINING ( ) 03 EPOXY LINING € ) 04 PHENOLIC LINING ( ) 05 GLASS LINING
€ ) 07 UNLINED (X} 08 UNKNOWN ( ) 09 OTHER:

F. € ) 01 POLYETHLENE WRAP ( ) 02 VINYL WRAPPING ( )} 03 CATHODIC PROTECTIOH {X) 04 UNKNOMHM ( ) 05 NOME
{ ) 06 TAR OR ASPHALT ( ) 09 OTHER:

VI PIPING
A. ABOVEGROUND PIPING: { )} O1 DOUBLE-MWALLED PIPE ( } 02 CONCRETE-LINED TRENCH ( ) 03 GRAVITY
{CHECK APPROFRIATE BOX(ES) ( ) 04 PRESSURE ( ) 05 SUCTION ( ) 06 UNKNOMN ( ) 07 NONE

B. UNDERGROUND PIPING: ¢ ) 01 DOUBLE-WALLED PIPE ( ) 92 CONCRETE-LINED TRENCH { ) 03 GRAVITY
(CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX(ES) { ) 04 PRESSURE ( ) 05 SUCTION (X} 06 UNKNOWM ( ) 07 NOME

VII LEAK DETECTION

€X) 01 VISUAL (€X) 02 STOCK INVENTORY ( ) 04 VAPOR SNIFF KELLS ¢ ) 05 SENSOR INSTRUMENT
( )} 06 GROUND WATER MONITORING WELLS { ) 07 PRESSURE TEST ( ) 09 NONE ( ) 10 DTRER:

VIII CHEMICAL COMPOSITION OF MATERIALS STORED IN UNDERGROUND CONTAINERS

IF YOU CHECKED YES TO IV-F YOU ARE NOT REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION

i
CURRENTLY PREVIOUSLY DELETE CAS® (IF XKNOWN) CHEMICAL (DO RNOT USE COMMERCIAL NAME)
STORED STORED

LA ¢} § ()Yo2 )03

T P
S

()0l 202 (13903

LN I ) § t )02 ()ce3

—

)0l tr02 1)o3

— b e e

{1901 t)yoe €103

) ol €t 702 ()O3

bt b p—
s e b fremae f—

£ ) o} cr02 ¢t 303

t ) o} cyoz «¢)o3

-

{ )ol € yo2 (103

11 |
{1 I
|| I
111 I
L] I
Bl |
] I
{1 I
11 |
| 1] |

pummen e famanr e — e f— o — f—
e L. Losemer b e piad [ prsan ey fr—
prrant e fatiit  fmrm f— - o f— —— faame

|
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I
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I
I
I
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I
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| |
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| |
||
tio 3102 1oz | }
| |
il
| |
[ ]
LC

|
|
|
I
I
I
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# CHECK STATE BOARD CHEMICAL CODE LISTING F SIBLE SYNONTYMS

IS CONTAINER LOCATED ON AN ASRICULTURAL FARM? ( ) 01 YES (X) 02 NO

THIS FORM HAS BEEN COMPLETED UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY AND, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, 1S TRUE AND CORRECT.

PERSON FILING (SIGNATURE) PHONE W/AREA CODE

FOR LOCAL AGENCY USE ONLY

ADMINISTRATING AGENCY CITY CODRE COUNTY CCDE

CONTALT FERSON PHONE W/AREA CODE

DATE DF LAST INSPECTION [IN COMPLIANCE PERMIT APPROVAL DATE TRANSACTICN DATE LOCAL PERMIT ID #
l ¢ ) 0) YES ( ¥ 02 NO

HSCO04-070185% (09/25/85) PASE 2
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK UNAUTHORIZED RELEASE (LEAK) / CbNTAMlNATION SITE - REPORT

EMERGENCY - HAS STATE OFFICE OF EMERGENCY SERVICES FOER LOCAL AGENGY USE ONLY. : TEB E
REPORT BEEN FILED ? "t HERERY CERTIFY THAT. | AM A DESEGNA GOVEBI“MENT EHPLGYE AND TW E HAVE
Cves v [Jves Ao “REPORTED THIS NFORNATION TO 10CAL PEULS PURSORNT ssczm

REPORT DATE ) CASE# THEHEAL?HAND SAFTY DODE.

O &u Od 2d B 84

NAME OF INDIVIDUAL FILING REPORT SIGNATURE ]
D g gt - c 2 A
N ST 7N T E N (-4 ,.) 977 Tre s y,, /"’
E REPRESENTING OWNERDPERATOR D REGIONAL BOARD | COMPANY OR AGENCY NAME
& AT P T
§ [] wocaacency [ ] 6Tver A TR f e
] B PRy,
& | ADDRESS e e ot
e R T I LRI Sy, s FLAE 'Y
STREET oY stare pi
NANE ,;' . ooN}‘Acn:jﬂsE/ PHONE
Etl\f’t SHF )4}%9 / Nm"rf {1 uniown L(, / ﬂfzma/é (// BYAN f-,,wg
The Mot wo G, 4445 e (ol -
R A RN m WY - ol ;«}/{/a t’ . »
<o The ot Qo 4445 Gt e L 750
FACILITY NAME (IF APPLICASLE) OPERATOR PHONE
z B2 0D S LMoy STRECT ( )
£ | ADDRESS . . . s S
g [ ALK AL RAELGEA S E ) EMrrwvitog A state DA A eI
E SYREET emy COUNTY 2p
% | CROSSSTREET TYPE OF AREA (] commerciaL (A wousTRIAL [ | RURAL | TYPEOFBUSINESS [ RETAW FUEL STATION
L4 Hin (I resibenTiAL [ oTHER [] Famm [ ] OTHER T3 wre v Tl

g | LOGALAGENGY AGENCY NAME CONTACT PERSON PHONE

= . ' - s - . - . .

%g A p A gl e T R G PN F R S R I - (455) 27t ATAU

% | REGIONAL BOARD PHONE

T%

z { )

0] NAME QUANTITY LOST (GALLONS)

8 n :

g “ ey . [} unksown

23 T

8 E (2) - 4

3= A - .

@ (S unknown
= DATE DISCOVERED HOW DISCOVERED ] mwvENTORY CONYRAL SUBSURFACE MONITORING [ | NUISANGE CONDITKINS
ELOWA M G o Dy [ mamest  [T] vancrenova [ onew
g | DATE DisCHARGE BEGAN METHOD USED TO STOP DISCHARGE (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
<
& N UNKNOWN [ ] memovecontents [ ) memsceTank [ A CLOSETanK
g HAS DISCHARGE REEN STOFPED 7 ] RePaRTANK [ merarPPng [ ] CHANGE PROCEDURE
51 B4 ves [ no Fves.oae W oW o o o o [ omer
w | SOURCE OF DISCHARGE TANKS ONLY/CAPACITY MATERIAL CAUSE(S)

Z | [ Tawkieak [ ] unknown 7 : GAL. [] reeraLass [] overrr [ ] RUPTUREFALURE
g -

g (7] PiPNGLEAK AGE YRS [F stee (] corrosion UNKNOWN

2| [ omer [Z] unKnown (] omer [ spie [ ] omer

| CHECK ONEGNLY -

E3 DD unoeTERMiNeD (7] sOLONY T GROUNDWATER | DRINKING WATER . (CHECK ONLY IF WATER WELLS HAVE ACT ALY BEEN AFFEGTED)

5 m‘ CHECK OME QMUY

o E ' SITE WVESTIGATION N PROGRESS{DEF INING EXTENT OF PROBLEM) '_: _ CLEANUP INPROGRESS L_l SIGNED OFF [CLEANUR COMPLETED OR UNNECESSARY)

B9 T NOACTONTAKEN | ] POST CLEANUP MON/TORING IN PROGRESS __ NOFUNDS AVAILABLE TOPROGEED k. EVALUATING CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

CHECK APPROPRIATE ACTION(S) (SEE BACK FOR DF TAILS)

g z | cAPSITE(CD) " EXCAVATE & DISPOSE (ED) T REMOVE FREE PRODLCT (FP) T ENHANGED BIC DEGRADATION (IT)

2 ’;; . CONTAINMENT BARRIER (CB) U EXCAVATE 8 TREAT(ET) T PUMS s TREATGROUNDWATER(GT) ©  REPLACE SUPPLY (RS)

o o o i )

. TREZATMENT AT HOCKUP (HU} __ NOACTION SEQUIRED (MNA) . OTHER©OT

COMMENTS




RECEIVED

ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

DAVID J. KEARS AGENCY
AANE R XX MBAE N Xagency Director

—oHN-1311087
473-27th Street, Third Floor
THE MARTIN (0. Oakiand. California 94612

(415874-7237

June 9, 1987

Mr. Walter Xaczmarek

The Martin Co.

4256 Bacienda Dr., Suite 101
Pleasanton, CA 94566

Dear Mr. Kaczmarek:

This letter is in response to your March 30, 1987 letter con-
cerning the development of the Bay Center Site. This site is lo-
cated on land which was created by an artifical £fill over bay mud,
and which consisted of construction spoils and industrial waste.
in addition, trucking operations with underground tanks were also
operating on the site, Site characterizations have been performed
on the site. These include:

°"Soils and Groundwater Contamination Characterization of
Bay Center Site in Emeryville, California®, dated,
August 20, 1986, by BEarth Metrics, Inc.

°"Results of the Gas Emissions Tests of the Bay Center Con-
struction Site" Dated, October 9, 1986, and "Assessment of
Gas Emissions® at the Bay Center Apartment Site dated
March 3, 1987, by GSF Energy, and

°"Report Subsurface Hydrocarbon Investigation, Bay Center
Project, Emeryville, California", dated, March 17, 1987,
by Groundwater Technology, Inc.

These studies have indicated that the site is underlain with mod-
erate metal contamination (principally lead) and some gas genera-
tion resulting from old landfilling activities at the site.

Your development plan includes the construction cof cffice build-

ings and residences on the site. In order to minimize present
and potential exposure, the following activities should be under-
taken:

1., A1l contaminated so:ils remaining on site, should be cov-
ercd e1lther by asphalt or concrete, except in landscaped
areas where at least 16" to 18" of clean soil will be
placed cver any contaminated or potentially contaminated
soil.
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The Martin Co.
Pieasanton, CA 94566
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The early warning system for methane gas should be de-
signed and approved by a registered Safety Engineer. The
system should include a strip chart recorder, which would
continuously monitor and record any methane emissions.

The design of the system should be submitted to the County
for approval.

With regards to the proposed groundwater treatment system,
there are several issues that should be addressed.

a) A single pumping well may not be sufficient to effec-
tively create a cone of depression large enough
to draw contaminated groundwater from the several
tank areas where leaks were known to occur.

b) Since there was no reason cited in the groundwater
technology report for discarding the earlier Aqua-
science reports, the “worst case" influent concen-
trations of 13 ppm total hydrocarbons may not be
a realistic assumption.

c) Since hand bailing is not a generally acceptable
method of well development, its effect on subse-
guent water analysis results should be considered.

4a) Your groundwater treatment system proposal should
be approved by the San Francisco Regional Water
Quality Control Beard or its designee.

A deed restriction should be placed on the entire Bay
Center property, which would restrict future develop-
ment of the property to a similar type of project that
currently exist there. 1In addition, in the event of any
disturbance of the sub-surface soil of the property, (ex-
cavation construction, etc.), an individual safety plan
will be activated. The plan should be devised by your
office and designate a responsible individual who would
determine that elements within the plan are carried out.
The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
should be notified one week prior to the commencement

of any construction on the site, which would disturb
sub=-surface scoil.

As 1ndicated in your letter, you have indicated that you will pay
for ewpenses incurred in monitoring the property and reviewing
associated plans. The Alameda County Health Department is willing
to act as the reviewing agency and assess The Martain Co. for ex-
penditures 1ncurred.
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Pleasanton, CA 94566
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Please call our office to schedule a meeting regarding these items.

If you have any questions, please contact Lowell Miller, Senior
Hazardous Materials Specialist, at 874-7237.

Sincerely, \ L
%ca\\ J*L)

Rafat A. Shahid, Chief
Hazardous Materials Division

RAS:mnc
cc: Howard Hatayama

Dale Bowyer, RWQCB
DOHS
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A aﬁud? the total hydrocarbons to elow 1,000 parts per million.
H”‘ Laboratory results showing the current levels of hydrocarbons
in the so0il have Dbeen enclosed.
Groundwater monitoring wells have been installed as part ..of a
+Jwﬁ groundwater contamination remediation program. These wells will
An ¥ Je be used to fulfill the requirements for monitoring wells at
d¢f&”ﬂw- locations with soil contamination over 100 parts per million of
4% lwﬁ .. total hydrocarbons (because of one soil sample at 300 parts
u&jAWef . per million).
v e
4 If you have any questions regarding the soil treatment or
backfilling, please call.
Cordially yours,
ey
Z@f%&’ 5/’.)756 L7 Wf/@'/??;
7 . BLYMYER & SONS ENGINEERS, INC.
&%%3c2p&/‘7é/%%f‘j%fjkwd, ’
iF woitd he Sofprel # P7
2 p/&é%@/ fio A e Frer
cees Zhaévééy 7@45 ores
T fel T wey T
reall phioh A Foers”
;77L Chris Falbo
CF/dS c.:‘e/i éf-’x —
Attachments
cc: Mt. Bob Weaver ~-PIE NATIONWIDE, JACKSONVILLE, FL.
Ms., Jan Jacobson -GROUNDWATER TECHNOLOGY, INC.
~¥Mr, Peter Johnson-REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
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February 25, 1987
BSE Job No. 8648

Mr. Ted Gerow

ALAMEDA COUNTY

Division of Environmental
Health

470-27th Street #324
Qakland, CA, 94612 , .4 1987

a e e T3

SUBJECT: PIE NATIONWIDE
SOIL CONTAMINATION CLEANUP s

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA Gt on L
Dear Ted:

Confirming our telephone conversation of February 2, 1987, we are
proceeding with the ©backfilling of the soil treated for
hydrocarbon contamination at the subject facility. We have

conducted \enhanced natural de radation/ on the soil and reduced
well b




~BLYMYER & SONS engineers, inc..

February 25, 1987
BSE Job No. 8648

Mr, Ted Gerow 7gyg§5

ALAMEDA COUNTY Mﬁ

Division of Environmental 7
Health

470-27th Street #324
Oakland, CA. 94612

SUBJECT: PIE NATIONWIDE
SOTL CONTAMINATION CLEANU?P
EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ted:

Confirming our telephone conversation of February 2, 1987, we are
proceeding with the ©backfilling of the soil treated for
hydrocarbon contamination at the subject facility. We have
/~conducted enhanced natural degradation on the soil and reduced
the total hydrocarbons to well below 1,000 parts per million,
Laboratory results showing the current levels of hydrocarbons
in the soil have been enclosed.

Groundwater monitoring wells have been installed as part of a
groundwater contamination remediation program. These wells will
be used to fulfill the requirements for monitoring wells at
locations with soil contamination over 100 parts per million of
total hydrocarbons (because of one soil sample at 300 parts
per million).

If you have any questions regarding the soil treatment or
backfilling, please call.

4 Cordially yours,

is BLYMYER & SONS ENGINEERS, INC.

REcE
usr b @C&
£iTAL HEALTH

ENVIRONMERTAL S
ADMINISTRATION Chris Falbo
CF/ds
Attachments
cc: Mr. Bob Weaver ~PIFE NATIONWIDE, JACKSCONVILLE, FL.

Ms. Jan Jacocbson -GROUNDWATER TRCHNOLOGY, INC,

Mr. Peter Johnson-REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
Dr. Paul Williams-DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Mr. Tom Gram —-EAST BAY PARK COMPANY

Mr. Alan McKay ~McKAY & ASSOCIATES

“829 Clemer® Avenue AlaTeda Califormia 94501-1286 « Phone (415) 521-3773 - TLX 364472 INTR




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES {40\
DAVID J. KEARS  AGENCY \&&'=
WAQGHC){ Director '

470-27th Street, Third Floor
Oakland, California 94612
(415)874-T237

February 18, 1987

Mr. Walter T. Kaczmarek

The Martin Co.

4256 Hacienda Drive, Suite 101
Pleasanton, CA 94566

Dear Mr, Kaczmarek:

We are in receipt of your letter and report entitled "Soils Quality Assess-—
ment, PIE Freight Terminal Site, Emeryville, CA".

We have reviewed the report and agree with the conclusion that the areas
tested are relatively clean with the exception that, one boring shows
lead contamination in excess of allowable limits.

After consultation with Erwin Kohler, DOHS Toxics Surveilance and Enforce-
ment Unit, it is required that you either, remove the lead contaminated
soil exceeding 1,000 mg/kg TTLC or 5.0 mg/kg STIC or if left in place and
encapsulated as stated in your letter, a restriction must be approved by
DOHS Toxics Surveilance and Enforcement Unit and made part of the deed.

If yvou have any questions, please call Edgar B. Howell, III, Senior Haz-
ardous Materials Specialist, at 874-7237.

Sincerely,

9
¢ A S L4

Rafat A. Shahid, Chief,
Hazardous Materials Program

ce: Dwight Hoenig, DOHS
Erwin Kohler, DCHS
Pete Johnson, FWCB
Gerald Winn, Director, Environmental Health
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer & Envirormental
Protection Agency

RAS:mme
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ThHE MARTIN COMPANY

Februsry 3, 1987

¥r. Rafat Shahid

Alameda County

Hazardous Materials Unit
470-27th Street, Third Floor
Oakland, CA 94612

Re: PIE - Nationwide Site
Emeryville, California

Dear Mr. Shahid:

Included for your review is & report entitled "Soils Quality Assessment,
FIE Freight Terminal Site, Emeryville, Califormia" by Geomatrix
Consultants dated Jamiayy 28, 1987. -

As you will see, the soil analysis demonstrates that the site is
relatively clean except for one boring showing lead contamination in
excess of allowable levels and some hydrocarbon contaminatien,

The hydrocarbon contamination analysis and cleanup is being handled by
Blymeyer & Sons and Groundwater Technology on bhehalf of PIE. Such
anslysis and cleanup has been coordinated with Ted M. Gerow at the
Alameda County Division of Environmental Health. The cleanup is near
completion. All water analysis and cleanup procedures have been
coordinated with Dale Boyer and Peter Jolmson at the Regional Water
Quality Control Board.

The only other soils contamination found at the site is the lead
contamination referenced in the aforementioned report. Our intention
for such area is to leave the soil in place and make sure it is
encapsulated by either concrete, asphalt or 18 inches of clean soil (if
in a landscaped island of the parking area), 30 it cannot be accessed by
normal human activity.

Plans for the site consist of building a 160,000 square foot retail
shopping center (called "Pastshore Center"). Construction of the center

4256 Hacienda Drive, .Sulte 101 ¢ Pleasanton, CA 94566 ¢ (415) 463-3773
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Mr. Rafat Shahid
February 3, 1987
Page two

will begin March 1, 1987. Included for your information is the site
plan for the project. As you can see, the lead contamination area will
be located in the parking area of the center. -

1f you have any questions, or problems with our proposed plan, please
call me at {415) 463-3773.

Singerely,
Walter T. Xaczmarek

cc: Ted Gerow
Tom Gram

Enclosure

WIX/pla
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD . Phone: Area Code 415

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION o120
1111 JACKSOMN STREET, ROOM 6040
OAKLAND 94807

November 26, 1986
File No. 2198.11

» Mr. Jim Skelton
P.I.E. Natiormwide
P.O. Box 2408
Jacksonville, Florida 32203

. Subject: NPDES Permit for Diesel Ieak Clearup, P.I.E. Nationwide,
. 5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville

Dear Mr. Skelton,

Under State and Federal law, discharges of polluted water to surface
waters require an NPDES permit. We acknowledge receipt of the EPA forms 1
and 2C NPDES applications and the application fee. I camnot at this time
provide you with an estimated date for the Regional Boardsto consider your
NPDES permit application at the required public hearing. However, I
believe it is in the public interest to have the discharge of hydrocarbon
contaminated grourxiwater proceed in this specific instance, without my
recommendation to the Regional Board for enforcement action, provided the
following requirements are met:

1. At no time shall the total dissolved hydrocarbon content of the
discharge exceed 100 ug/l. Total phenol shall be analyzed specifically
and will contribute to the hydrocarbon total. At no time shall poly-
aramatic hydrocarbons detected by EPA method 610 exceed 15 ug/l. If these
limits are exceeded, the discharge will cease immediately and the Regional
Board shall be notified at the earliest opportunity at 415-464-1255.

2. Discharge shall not occur until at least a 24 hour pilot operation
of the treatment system meets the standards listed in item 1..

3. Sampling shall occur daily for the first three days of discharge.
These samples shall be analyzed on the most rapid basis practically
available.

4. Following this start-up phase, sampling shall occur weekly, and
analysis can cccur oh a more normal basis.

5. Reports sghall be submitted on a weekly basis for the first three
weeks of operation, and on a monthly basis thereafter, detailing the
results of effluent analysis, flow rate of effluent, and general
description of the operation and maintenance of the recovery system,

‘ 6. After this four week start w phase, general reports shall be
submitted quarterly, describing the overall status of the investigation and
recovery cperation, including precise water and product levels in



groumdwater monitor wells.

A detailed technical review of the investigation and remedial action
proposed for this site has not been undertaken by our staff, and due to the
large mmber of cases of this type and limited staff availability, a review

. of this type i= not anticipated in the near future.

- We appreciate your cleamup activities. Any questions on this matter
should be directed to Dale Bowyer at 415-464-0846.

Sincerely,

Roger B. James
Executive Officer

cc: Mr. Chris Falbo
Blymyer ard Sons
1829 Clement Ave.
Alameda, CA 94501

Mr. T. M. Gerow

Alameda County Div. of Envirormental Health
470 27th st., Rm. 324

Cakland, CA 94612
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S ATE OF CALIFORNIA GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD Phone: Ares Code 415

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION 464-1255
1111 JACKSON STREET, ROOM &040
OAKLAND 94407

L~ Novenber 25 1986 S,

: . B MmENN
) /lp,@ File No. 2198.11 ?% R GRE U \_{/E
P | 1

NGV 231986
BB Nat fommie ENVIRONMENTAL HEAL T
P.O. Box 2408 ADMINISTRATION

Jacksonville, Florida 32203 o
(" Subject? “FETES Permit for Diesel Lesk Clesmup, P.IE- Nati
\5500 Eastshore Highway, Emeryville

Dear-Mr. Skeltem;—

Under State and Federal law, discharges of polluted water to surface
waters require an NPDES permit. We acknowledge receipt of the EPA forms 1
and 2C NPDES applications and the application fee. I cammot at this time
provide you with an estimated date for the Regional Board to consider your
NPDES permit application at the required public hearing. However, I
believe it is in the public interest to have the discharge of hydrocarbon
contaminated groundwater proceed in this specific instance, without my
recommendation to fhe Regional Board for enforcement action, provided the
following recquirements are met:

1. At no time shall the total dissolved hydrocarbon content of the
discharge exceed 100 ug/l. Total phenol shall be analyzed specifically
and will contribute to the hydrocarbon total., At no time shall poly-
aromatic hydrocarbons detected by EPA method 610 exceed 15 ug/l. If these
limits are exceeded, the discharge will cease immediately and the Regional
Board shall be notified at the earliest opportunity at 415-464-1255.

2, Discharge shall not occur until at least a 24 hour pilot operation
of the treatment system meets the standards listed in item 1..

3, Sampling shall occur daily for the first three days of discharge.
These samples shall be analyzed on the most rapid basis practically
available.

4. Folleowing this start-up phase, sampling shall occur weekly, and
analysis can occur on a more normal basis,

5. Reports shall be submitted on a weekly basis for the first three
weeks of operation, and on a menthly basis thereafter, detailing the
results of effluent analysis, flow rate of effluent, and general
description of the operation and maintenance of the recovery system

6. After this four week start up phase, general reports shall be
submitted quarterly, describing the overall status of the investigation and
recovery operation, including precise water and product levels in



groundwater monitor wells.

A detailed technical review of the investigation and remedial action
proposed for this site has not been urndertaken by our staff, and due to the
large mmber of cases of this type and limited staff availability, a review
of this type is not anticipated in the near future,

We appreciate your cleamp activities. Any questions on this matter
should be directed to Dale Bowyer at 415-464-0846.

¢cc: Mr. Chris Falbo
Blymyer and Sons
1829 Clement Ave.
Alameda, CA 94501

Mr. T. M. Gerow

Alameda County Div. of Envirornmental Health
470 27th St., Rm. 324

Oakland, CA 94612



BLYIVIYER & SONS engineers m.

Mr. T. M. Gerow

ALAMEDA COUNTY

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
470~-27th Street #324
Oakland,

SUBJECT: PIE-NATIONWIDE

SOIL CONTAMINATION CLEANUE

EMERYVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ted:

Confirming our telephone conversation of this
proceeding with the soil contamination cleanup at
referenced truck terminal. As mentiomned in our proposal,

date, we

the above-
we will

excavate the soil and conduct enyhanced natural degradation

s0il venting to remove total hydrocarbons from the soil.

to have the soil contamination reduced to acceptable levels
six weeks time, so that the material can be used as backfill.

We will forward soils analyses to all requisite agencies

during and after soil treatment, to certify the cleanup of

site,
If you have any questions, please call my office.

Cordially yours,

BLYMYER & SONS ENGINEERS, INC.

Chris Falbo
CF/ds

cc: Mr., Bob Weaver ~PIE NATIONWIDE, JACKSONVILLE, FL,

Ms. Jan Jacobson ~GROUNDWATER TECHNOLOGY, INC.

Mr. Alan McKay ~McKAY AND ASSOCIATES

Mr. Dale Boyer -REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

Dr. Paul Williams-~DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

15820 Clement Avenve Avameca, Carforma 84501-7396 ¢ Phore /2157529 3773 -

TLX 384412 INTR

~ We hope

both

arilagl
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" TECHNOLOGY
e ,,:_._w‘ A DIVISION OF OIL RECOVERY SYSTEMS, INC, 5047 Clavten Road. Concord. CA 94521, 1415) 671-2387. telex 358867

September 2, 1986

Mr. Chris Falbo

Blymyer & Sons Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Ave.

Alameda, CA 94501 Re: P.I.E./Emeryville Soil
Remediation

Dear Chris,

IRTRODUCTION

Groundwater Technology, Inc. (GTI) is pleased to respond to
your request for bids regarding the implementation of a remedial
action program for soil contamination at the P.I.E./Nationwide
site in Emeryville, California. It is our understanding that you
are requesting remedial action for the soils only, and therefore,
groundwater treatment is not discussed as part of this proposed
work scope.

The soil c¢lean-up objectxves as described in the Augqust 20,
1986 reguest for bids is to "restore the site to contamlnatlon"
levels acceptable to all county and state regulatory agencies”
Based upon this clean-up objectlve and consideration of the 51te
conditions, GTI has developed the first phase of a remedial
action plan which provides for the excavation of the contaminated
soils with hydrocarbon concentrations greater than 1000 ppm (part
per million). The excavated material will be stored on site for
active aeration via venting and land farming through modified
Enhanced Natural Pegradation (ENDT ). Upon attaining acceptable
levels, the soil will be backfilled into the excavated pits.

PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK

The proposed scope of work would inveolve -seoil excavation at -
two seperate locations on the property. One rectangular (Pit 1)
would be excavated around the site of the former waste oil tank
located to the east of the Service Building, and one pit (Pit 2)
would be excavated around the site of the former fuel tanks west
of the Service Building. Pit 1 would be approximately
45 ft. square and approximately 11 feet deep (to the water
table)., Pit 2 would consist of two rectangular and one tri-
angular shaped excavations. One rectangle would be approximately
25 ft. x 40 ft. in areal extent and the other would be approxi-
mately 25 ft. x 65 ft. The triangular portion will extend to the
west toward the fence line. All pertions of the pit would be
excavated to the water table. Additional material may
Mr. Chris Falbo



Mr. Chris Falbo
September 2, 1986
Page 2

also be removed from the subsurface if contamination warrants

it. 1If possible, the soils will be seperated into piles of
greater and lesser contamination. Field screening will occur
based upon observation of contaminant saturation and photo-
ionization detector (PID) levels. Composite soil samples of the
resultant soil piles will be taken for analysis of total fuel
hydrocarbons to provide baseline data.

The excavated so0il will be stored on the site to the east of
the railroad tracks to form a mound six feet deep and approxi-
mately 90 feet square (the diminsions may be modified based upon
available space}. If possible, the socil contaminated with
gasoline components will be placed in a seperate mound due
to the difference in requlations governing on-site aeration.

The treatement proposed for degradation of the hydrocarbon
contaminants within the excavated soil consists of active
aeration and above-ground Enhanced Natural Degradation (ENDTM).
The specifics of the treatment programs and construction details
are presented in the following sections.

AERATION

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District recently
adopted a regulation regarding the on-site aeration of soils
contaminated by organic chemicals or petroleum chemicals
(Requlation 8, Rule 40). This regulation stipulates allowable
rates of uncontrolled aeration, exemptions from the rule and.
controlled aeration criteria. These criteria were used in the
development of this on-site aeration plan.

The majority of subsurface contamination—is-due to diesel —,
fuel which has a boiling point range of 356'F - 464'F. The soils
contaminated with diesel fuel are thus exempt-from the rule per
section 8-40-113, EXEMPTION Non-volatile Hydrocarbons because
their boiling point is greater than 302'F. The scils in the
vicipity of the excavated gasoline tank pit, however, are
subjected to this regulation and will thus be aerated accord-
ingly. N L.

Aeration Mound Constructiocn

Two feet of contaminated scil will be spread out initially.
Four two-inch PVC slctted vent pipes will be placed on top of
this soilil, and four feet of soil will then be placed over the



Mr. Chris Falbo
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Page 3

vent pipes. The vent pipes will be approximately 18 feet apart
and will extend the 1ength of the mounds. A Rotron bleower will
be attached to the vent pipes to create a vacuum and thus induce
movement of air through the soil pile which will increase
volatization of the hydrocarbons. Although diesel is comprised
of the heavier, less volatile hydrocarbons, induced aeration
will, none the less, expedite removal of the adsorbed contam-
inants (contamination phase present within the soil). The
gasoline contaminants present within a portion of the soil will
be effectively reduced by the venting program.

The section of the mound containing the gasoline contam-
1nated soil will be covered with a tarp. In addition, a Carbi-
trol™ vapor cannister will be utilized to provide for controlled
aeration as per section 8-40-302 due to the presence of gasoline
contaminants. This section allows for aeration at rates exceed-
ing the stated limitations of section 8-40-301 "provided emis-
sions of organic compounds to the atmosphere are reduced by at
least 90% by weight". The reduction will be verified by retreiv-
ing one air influent sample and one air effluent sample from the
Carbitrecl can. The samples will be analyzed for total petroleum
hydrocarbons by the Groundwater Technoloqy, Inc. Environmental
Laboratory in Greenv111e, New Hampshire. Subseguent to system
start up, the air influent and effluent will be monitored with a
field photo-ionization detector (HNU PID 101).

ABOVE GROUND ENHANCED NATURAL DEGRADATION (ENDTM)

The existence of naturally occuring microbes within the
subsurface which degrade hydrocarbon contaminants is well
documented. It has also been well documented that stimulation of
the microbes by adding oxygen and nutrients (i.e., phosphates)
creates population booms. The increase in population in turn
increases the degradation of hydrocarbons as the microbes seek
out a food source. The technique of enhancing the naturally
occurring degradation process has been used by GTI at sites
across the country and has been coined with the acronym ENDTM

This same process can and has been used for above ground
soil remediation. This process, which is commonly referred to as
land- farming, is the second aspect of GTI's proposed remedial
action plan for the excavated soils at the P.I.E./Nationwide,
Emeryville site. Because of the exposure of the socils to the
atmosphere and the actiocn of the vent system, an additional
oxygen source is not required for land-farming. The addition of
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Mr. Chris Falbo
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Page 4

nutrients, however, will enhance the population growth of
existing microbes which will result in expedited degradation of
. the hydrocarbon contaminants.

Groundwater Technology, Inc. proposes to 1mp1ement bio-.
degradation at the Eméryville site by adding nutrients twice a
week to the scil mounds. The nutrients will be mixed with water
on-site in a 500-gallon mixing tank. The resultant emmulsion
will then be sprayed across the top of the soil mounds by a GTI
technician., A ladder and wooden planks set across the top of the
soil mound will be utilized to provide access and thus ensure the
nutrients are applied evenly.

JOB COMPLETION

Groundwater Technology, Inc. anticipates a reduction from
the current soil contaminant levels to less than 1000 ppm to
occur within six weeks. At the six week mark, scil samples will
be retreived for each 50 yd.3 of gascline contaminated soil and
each 100 yd.3 of diesel/oil contaminated soil to verify hydro-
carbon concentrations.

When the soil contaminant levels are acceptable for back-
filling to proceed, a GTI civil engineer will manage the oper-
ation. The soils will be backfilled into the excavated pits and
compacted as necessary to meet the site requirements.

Based upon GTI's experience at similar sites in the Bay
Area, a reduction of the hydrocarbon levels to below
1000 ppm should be acceptable for backfill. If the actual
situation at this site varies such that a more stringent reduc-
tion is required, then GTI will provide a modification of costs
to Bylmyer & Sons Engineers, Inc. to proceed with the malntenance
and monitoring phase of work.

PROPOSED COSTS

The following cost breakdown reflects the estimated costs
associated with each phase of the proposed project. The total
proposed cost estimated will be considered a Not-to-Exceed amount
upcn acceptance of this proposal. Billing will thus occur on a
time and materials basis not to surpass the total cost estimate
without prior approval from Blymyer & Sons Engineers, Inc..
Billing will occur as per the attached rate schedule which
stipulates our terms and conditions.



Mr. Chris Falbo
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Page 5

- - COST ESTIMATE BREAKDOWN
WORKSTEP COST

Excavation--.o.-...o-o.ocoo..cooocooocc.oo..c..oo.SlS'sgonoo -

0 Sub-contractor fees.
o Professional services.
0 Equipment, supplies.

Vapor Vent/Nutrient Feed System Construction......$10,890.00

0 Scil movement.

o Construction materials.
o Professional services.
© Equipment.

Maintenance/Monitoringn--ooo.--.---o.---..-.--..--$11'630-00
Nutrients.
Professional services.

o

o

0 Equipment rental.

o Sampling, analyses.

Backfill.....‘-.....-C..I.'........l..Q.l‘..’l...‘sls'ooo.oo

0 Sub-contractor fees.
o Compaction analysis.
o0 Professional services.

TOTAL PROPOSED COST ESTIMATE..ceevsoncscesescecses$33,110.00
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CLOSURE

Groundwater Technology, Inc. appreciates the 6pportunity to
bid on a soil remediation program for the P.I.E./Nationwide site
in BEmeryville, California. If GTI can be of assistance in any

subsequent phases of remediation at this site, please contact us
directly at the Concord office at (415) 671-2387.

Sincerély,
Groundwater Technolegy, Inc.

Ppepdon

Jan Jaco n
Project Geologist

,/1f/// /%?,‘-—_—_r
G;;;ﬁgéiTaggart \\
District Manag ,\

C.E.G. #1061

~

§+€‘J£ H "
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MNATIONWIDE

Aungust 5, 1986

Enery 07148

Mr. Thomas J. Gram %L
East Bay Park Company .

5901 Christie Avenue - e e
Suite 403 W
Breryville, CA 94608 —

——

RE: 5500 Bastshore Highway
Breryville, CA

Dear Tom:

Ll W - Y -

Please consider this notice oI removal of the underground tanks from
the referenced property. Enclosed are the resnlts of the initial soil
tests made at the time of removal. Per our engineer, the results of
agditional testing will be received on August 6 and I have reguested
that the additional test results and his recommengations be hand
delivered to your office by Thursday, August 7. I am hopeful this will

enable you to waive the soil conditions and proceed with the contract
‘by Friday, August 8.

As outlined in Blymyer's letter, we have committed a total experditure
of §59,496. Depending upon your election to proceed or withdraw, we
will forward the appropriate invoices upon their receipt.

Sincerely,

| AT

Robert W. Weaver
Director of Properties
and Real Estate
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ce:  Sohn Mangu
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