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RAS-CO Manufacturing Co | DEC 3 02013
Attn: Karniel Lang ‘
413 West Sunset Boulevard Ervlionmental Hoolih

Hayward, CA 94541

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK (UST) CASE, REMEDIAL ACTION
COMPLETION CERTIFICATION: CASE RO0000164/CLAIM NO. 10081
413 WEST SUNSET BL., HAYWARD, CA 94541

Dear: Karniel Lang,

This letter confirms the completion of site investigation and corrective action for the
underground storage tank(s) located at the above-described location. Thank you for
your cooperation throughout this investigation. Your willingness and promptness in
responding to our inquiries concerning the underground storage tank(s) are greatly
appremated

_ Based on information in the above-referenced file and with the provision that the
information provided to this Agency was accurate and representative of site
conditions, this Agency finds that the site investigation and corrective action carried
out at your underground storage tank(s) site is in compliance with the requirements of
subdivisions (a) and (b) of Section 25296.10 of the Health and Safety Code and with
corrective action regulations adopted pursuant to Section 25299.3 of the Health and
Safety Code and that no further action related to the petroleum release(s) at the site
is required. This notice is issued pursuant to subdivision (h) of Section 25296.10 of
the Health and Safety Code.

Claims for reimbursement of corrective action costs submitted to the Underground
Storage Tank Cleanup Fund more than 365 days after the date of this letter of
issuance or activation of the Fund’s Letter of Commitment, whichever occurs later,
will not be reimbursed unless one of the following exceptions applies:

e Claims are submitted pursuant to Section 25299.57, SUdeVISIOﬂ (k) (reopened
UST case),; or,

Ftucm MARGUS, CHAIR | THOMAS HOWARD, EXECUTIVE OFFIGER

1001 1 Straet, Sacraments, CA 958174 1 Mailing Address: P.C. Box 100, Sacramento, Ca 95812-0100° } www.watarboards.ca.gov
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« Submission within the timeframe was beyond the claimant's reasonable control,
ongoing work is required for closure that will result in the submission of claims
beyond that time period, or that under the circumstances of the case, it would
be unreasonable or inequitable to impose the 365-day time period. .

EHAN NI
Please contact Robert Trommer at (916) 341-5684 if you have any questions
regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

}Lw@

James Maughan, Acting Deputy Director
Division of Financial Assistance

Attachment: Case Closure Summary

cc.  Alameda County
Environmental Health Department
Attn: Mark Detterman
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502

San Francisco Regional Water
Quality Control Board Region 2
Attn: Cherie McCaulou

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
QOakland, CA 94612

Environmental Risk Specialties Corporation
Attn: Kendall Price

2366 Walsh Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95051
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UST CASE CLOSURE REVIEW SUMMARY REPORT

Agency Information . . . . RS
Agency Name: Alameda County Health Care Address: 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Services Agency (County) | - Alameda, CA 94502
Agency Caseworker: Mark Delterman . Case No,: RQ0000164...- . ..

Case Information . o TR L
USTCF Claim No.: 10081 - . . - i Global ID; . : TO600101947. -
Site Name: . . RAS-CO Manufacturing Co... | Site Address: - 413 West Sunset BI.,
S I c e v lame o cweste o | el Hayward, CA 945844
Responsible Party (RP): . RAS-CO Mfg. Co., ..~ | Address::.. 413 West Sunset Bl.,
s co o oot Attne Karnlel kangn o) 0 s e o-Hayward, ‘CA 94541
USTCF Expenditures to Date: $34,789 .. -] Number of Years Case Open: -18

] .
1

" URL: h-ttg:ﬂgeokt‘rartl:l-‘(e'r.watefbdards;icé.gdﬁ!bfbﬁie'

Summal‘y -&-,i R R S T e B R

The Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank (UST) Case Closure Policy {Policy) contains general and
media-specific criteria, and cases that meet those criteria are appropriate-for-closure pursuant'to the
Policy. This case meets all of the required criterid of the Policy. «A-summary evaluation of-compliance
with the Policy.is shown in Attachment-1:: Compliance with State Water Board Policies and State
Law. The Conceptual Site Model upon which the evaluation of the case has.been made is described in

Attachment 2: Summary-of Basic Case Inf rmatio_n”(ConceptuaI:Site,.Mqde!);‘-';"l-_l_]ghlights of the

report.asp?alobal id=T0600101947
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The Site is located at 413 West Sunset Boulevaid in Hayward dnd is occupied by the RAS-CO
""Manufacturing Comipany building dnd'yard as‘well as a héuse and garage. Two USTs were removed in
November 1994 and over-excavation of affected soil to a depth of 21 feet. In 1999, one monitoring well
' was'installéd in the Solircé area and'sampled, ‘Gfohfh’dwatéf?ﬁtjglyiidél Tesults report non-detect

concentrations of contaminants jn groundwater,” © " =
. Do e s teen

The petroleum release was limited to the shallow.soll and groundwater.. No detectable concentrations
. .of contaminants remain.in the groundwater.. There.are no public supply wells regulated by the
California Department of Publi Health (CDPH} focated within 250 feet of the'Site. -An on-Site domestic
- Jirigation well (Ag Well) is located approximately 50,west of the former UST.excavation.- A door-to-door
- well survey was conducted by ERS in 2012, .No additional Water supply.wells have been identified
¢ Within 250 feet of the former source area, In1996-a concentration.of 1,200 micrograms per liter (1g/L)
., of methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) was reported in the on-site domestic irrigation well..:Subsequent
"~ sampling in 1999 and 2010 showed no detections of any. constituents including MTBE in either the
source area wall or.the on-site domestic,frrigation well. The affected groundwater is not currently being
., used as a source of drinking water, and:it is highly, unlikely that the affected groundwater will be used
as a.source of drinking water in the foreseeable future. .Other.designated bensficial uses of
groundwater.are not threatened. Water is provided to water users near the Site.by the East Bay
Municipal Utilities District (EBMUDY.  Additional carrective, action wil notlikely.change the conceptual
., model. The corrective action performed is protective.of human health, safety, and the environment.




Ratlonale for Clcsure under the Policy

Objectlons to Ctosure and‘Response gobo :- S R 4 R U A
The County objects to UST case closure-for this case because SO S R I v
: L atéral.and vertical: ‘extent of: contamination is undetermmed onsute domestlc trngat|on we[l is

. RAS-CO Manufactunng Com( Ay
413 West Sunset B, Hayward

General Criteria: The case meets all eight Pollcy general cnterla s .
Groundwater Specd’ ¢ Criteria: There are not suffi clent mobtie constltuents (leachate vapors or
light non-aguiéous I|qu1ds [LNAPL]) to cause groundwater t6 excéed the groundwater cntena in
this Policy. '

Vapor tntruston to Indoor Air: The case meets Policy Criterion 2a. - Slte-spemt' ic’ cond:tsons at

* the release site’ sat|st'y ‘all of the characterlstlcs and cnterla ‘of Scen afio 3."Benzens”

concentratlcns are less than 100 m1l||grams per’ kllogram (mg/kg) in the upper, 10 feet of soﬂ (the
‘ ne) and groundwater reports benzehe concentratlons less than

100 micrograms per liter (ug/L).

Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure: The case meets Policy Cntenon 3a Maximum
concentrations in soil are less than those in Policy Table 1 and the copcentration’ limits for Utility

‘Worker are satisfied. “There are no soil samplée results‘in the dase record for naphthalene

However, the. relative concentration of naphthalene in.soll can be conservatlvely estimated .

using the pubtlshed relative concentratlons of. naphthalene and benzens in gasollne Taken
- from’ Potter and $:mmons (‘t 998), gasollne mixtures contatn approxnmately 2 percent benzene

and 0.25 percent naphthalene Therefore, benzene can be directly substituted fof naphthalene

concentrations with a safety factar of eight. Benzene concentratlons from the ‘Site are below the

- naphthalene thresholds.in Policy Table 1. Therefore, the estimated naphthaleng; concentrations

meet the thresholds i in Table 1 and the Pollcy criteria for direct contact by a factor of erght itis
hlghl),r untlkety that naphthalene concentratlons |n the sott lf any, exceed the threshold

1, K .:{ 11‘;

posszbly 1mpacted but s¢feen mterval is undetem‘uned o C ey

| - RESPONSE: ‘Concentrations in groundwater in both the source area well (MW 1) and the

- plume ; at the Site; thisis a sous only case, . .

:’,Slte Characterlzatlon i s,_.not been completed potentlal nsks and threats have not been Jully
. evaluated. .. ) .

onsite domestic |rr|gat|on well are at non-detect levels. There is no groundwater cohtaminant

s oot : "t’
K] [

. RESPONSE Further chE "acterrzatlon |s unneces;})ry _;"There |_rno groundw 'ter contammant

“plume.” “Shaliow sou concentratlons are non—detect C e
- Well survey and conduit survey | have not been conducted : -
- RESPONSE: A'well’and ¢onduit'surveywas issued’in May 2012 and is avatlable oy

' . GeoTracker. Therearg not ‘sufficient. moblle ccnstttuents to cause groundwater to exceed the |

: groundwater critefia j ‘ ‘
+Orisite dofiestic imigation well is’a pOSSIble receptor; addlttonal wo Y needed to determlne if
o other wcmrty resldentlallagncultural wells e)ust i : »

-Responsmle Party h

‘nearby wells are not thréatened. ThIS Is'a sclls on[y case.’

‘otresponded't requests for s c 3
RESPONSE ‘The case meets the Policy’ crltena for closure Addltlonal work is not neoessary
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RAS-CO Manufacturingdbmpany : ‘ February 2013
413 West Sunset Bl,, Hayward

Claim No.: 10081

+ Site not claimed in Geotracker, so well data are not uploaded. Well not surveyed to Geotracker
standards.

RESPONSE: Review of éeoTracker shows that Site has been 6laimed. Available data are
sufficient for an appropriate site conceptual model. Further data.collection is not necessary.

Determination

Based on the review performed in accordance with Health & Safety Code Section 25299.39.2
subdivision (a}, the Fund Manager has determined that closure of the case is appropriate.

Recommendation for Closure

Based on available information, residual petroleum hydracarbons at the Site do not pose significant
risks to human health, safety, or the environment, and the case meets the requirements of the Policy.
Accordingly, the Fund Manager recommends that the case be closed. The State Water Board is
conducting public natification as required by the Policy. Alameda County has the regulatory
responsibility to supervise the abandonment of monitoring wells.

Lisa Babcotk, P.G. 3939, C.E.G. 1235 - Date

Prepared by: Roger Hoffmore, P.G.
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RAS-CO Manufacturing Company
413 West Sunset Bl.,, Hayward
Claim No.: 10081

February 2013

ATTACHMENT 1: COMPLIANCE WITH S;I;ATE WATER BOARD POLICIES AND STATE LAW

The case complies with the State Water Resources Ccntrcl Board policies and state law. Section
25296.10 of the Health and Safety Code requires that sites be cleaned up to pratect human health,
safety, and the environment. Based on available information, ‘any residual petroleum constituents at

the site do not pose mgmﬂcant rlsk to human health safety, or the enwronment

The case complies with the requ:rements of the Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank (UST)

Case Closure Policy as described below. L _

Is corrective action consistent with Chapter 6.7 of the Health and Safety
Code and implementing regulations? .

The corrective action provisions . contained in Chapter 8.7 of the Health and
Safety Code and the implementing regulations govern the entire corrective actlcn
process at leaking UST sites. If it is determined, at any stage in the corrective
action process, that UST site closure | is apprcpnate further compliance with -
corrective action requirements is not’ necessary.” Corrective attion at this s 5|te has
been consistent with Chapter 6.7.of the Health and Safety Code and" .
implementing regulations and, since this case meets’ applicable case-closure

requirements, further correctwe actlon ss not necessary, unless the actmty is
necessary for case'closuré.” "

' Yes O No

Have waste discharge requ;rements or any other orders |ssued pursuant to
D:wsmn 7 of the’ Water Code been |ssued at thls case? '

OYes ® No

If so, was the corrective action performed consistent with any order?

s g

A

-.{ B3 Yes O No & NA

-General Criteria R ' : \
General cnterla that must be setlsf ed by all candidate S|tes

is the unauthonzed release located wnthm the semce area of a publrc water
system?

Does the unauthorized lje‘le'as':e conmstonlyof petroleum? = .

Has the unauthonzed ("pnmary”) release from the UST system been
stopped? co )

Has free product been r‘éﬁ-.é"\fea ‘td"t’He ntdkiﬁ'um e’:xtent" p'réttiticable? )

Has a conceptual site model that assesses the nature, extent, and moblllty
of the release been developed?

e El

. ,"kl

' IEYesl:l No ‘_

T
-1

S

| B Yes ONo.

,,AIZ Yes .JEI Nc 0O NA

Yes 0 No

"il Loty

T

! Refer to the Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank Case Closure Pcltcy fcr closure crrtena for Iow—threat

petroleum UST sites.

htto://www.waterboards.ca.gov/board declsmnsiadopted orders/resolut:ons!2012lr32012 001Batta, pdf
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RAS-CO, Manufacturlng Com sy
413 West Sunset Bl., Hayward
Claim No.: 10081

. srte? e Mo g amif

Nursance as def‘ ned by Water Co

Are there unique 5|te attrrbutes or 5|te-specrf‘ c condltlons that
-|. demonstrably increase the rrsk associated with residual petroleum
‘ constrtuents? P R PO U DV YT ST oY

Medla-Spemf'c Criteria . | ST VTPV
Candidate S|tes must satlsfy aII three of these medta spectt‘ c crlterla' ; .

1. Groundwa‘tér:J _

Talagh o

exceeds water quallty ob;ectlves 'must be stable or decreasmg |n area! extent

Is the contammant pltime that exceeds water quality ob]ectwes stable . e

- or decreasmg in areal extent?

Does the oontamrnant plume“th_‘ ‘ exceeds water qualrty -object:r'\res rheet
all of the additional charactenstms of one of the five classes of s;tes?

X : '
NI

"I YES, cheok applicable class El 1 o 2 M 3 O 4 l:l5

- For sites W|th releases that have not affected groundwater, do mobile
constituents (léachate, vapors, or light non-aqueous phase liquids) -
contain sufficient mobile constltuents to cause groundwater to exceed
the groundwater criteria? B

LI l‘ér ool M

:‘.’“': ‘_Vi

2. Petroleum Vapor lntrusron to lndoor Air:
The site is considered low-threat for vapor intrusion to indoor air |f site-specific
condltrons gatisfy all of the charactenstlcs of one of the three classes, of sites (a
through c) or |f the except:on for adtivé commerc:ual fuellng facilities applles ‘

ts the Srte an actwe commerc:al petroleum fuellng fac1I:ty?
Exceptlon Satisfaction of the media-specific criteria for petroleum vapor

{ intrdsion to [ndoor air is.not requ1red at active commerc1a| petroleum fuehng
facilities, except in cases where retease'oharactersstlcs oan be reasonably
belleved to pose antunacceptable health l'ISk_..,

I»a

a. Do SIte-spemflc condltlons at the release srte sattsfy all of the " .
' applicable’ charactenstlcs and criteria-of scenarios 1 through Jor aII
of the appllcabte characterlstlcs and crlterla of scenarro 4? :

R

EIYes INo

“If YES, check’ apphcable scenarlos """

s . B T
\ ‘} [ R o

_;‘ F__’age 5 of 1 0’:




RAS-CO Manufacturing Ebmpany
413 West Sunset Bl., Hayward
Claim No.: 10081

February 2013

b. Has a site-specific risk assessment for the vapor intrusion pathway 0O Yes ONo & NA
been conducted and demonstrates that human health is protected to _
the satisfaction of the regulatory agency?

c. As aresultof controlling exposure through the use of mitigation O Yes O No ENA
measures or through the use of institutional or engineering
_ controls, has the regulatory agency determined that petroleum
vapors migrating from sol! or groundwater will have no s:gmf‘ cant
risk of adversely affecting human health?

3. Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure:
The site is considered low-threat for direct contact and outdoor air exposure if
site-specific conditions satisfy one of the three classes of sites (a through c).

a. Are maximum concentrations of petroleum constituents in soif less

than or equal to those listed in Table 1 for the specified depth below
ground surface {bgs)?

& Yes ONo ONA .

b. Are maximum concentrations of petroleum constituents in soil less | DO Yes O No & NA
than levels that a site specific risk assessment demonstrates will
have no significant risk of adversely affecting human health?

c. As aresult of controlling exposure through the use of mitigation :

‘'measures or through the use of institutional or engineering D Yes O No RINA
controls, has the regulatory agency determined that the
concentrations of petroleum constituents in soil will have no
significant risk of adversely affecting human health?
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RAS-CO Manufacturing ‘Cbmpany
413 West Sunset Bl., Hayward
Claim No.: 10081 .

February 2013

ATTACHMENT 2: SU‘N‘IMARY_QF BASIC CASE ‘IN__FORMAT.!O.N (Congeptual Site Model)
Site Location/History * = e Tt Tt o o

* The Site is located at 413 West Sunset Boulevard in Hayward

» . The Site is occupied by the RAS-CO Manufactiring Company buﬂding and yard as. well as a
" house and garage. The Site Is bounded by residences to the south, west and north and by

~ Interstate Highway 880 to the east. '

- The USTs were removed in November 1994 and over-excavation of affected sail occurred in the
following months: In 1999, one monitoring well was instalied and sampled.

« Site map showing the location of the former USTs and wells MW-1 and Ag Well s prowded at
the end of this closure review summary (Environmental Risk Spemaltles Corporatlon [ER31
2011). o e
+ Nature of Contam:nants of Concern Gasolme o
P '_,Source USTsystem CooTmoe ot
‘& " Date reported;’ November1994 ‘_' R L
+ Status of Release: USTs removed. e e
» Free Product: None repgrtegl_.f'w:,f. . o .
Tank Information..;.. G mar , |
Tank No. | Sizein Gallons | - .Contents 'Closed in Place/ Date
L : , N N R Removed/Active e FL
1 : 500:| Gasoline Removed November 1994*
2 _ 250 Gasollne _| Removed November 1994
Receptors - | o e

« GW Basin: Santa Clara Valley — East Bay Plain,

» Beneficial Uses: Agricultural Supply, Mumctpal and Domestlc Supply

» Land Use Designation: Residential.:: . P .

e+ Public Water System: :East Bay Munlctpal Ut:!ltles DIS’(I‘ECt (EBMUD) S SR

. .ex:Distance o ‘Nearest Supply Well: , According to data available in- GeoTracker, there are no

R "‘__v;publlc supply wetls “regulated by C'F’H‘Wlthln 250 feet of the' defined plume boundary. "An on-
.. - Site domestic lrngatlon well (Ag Weli)is; Iocated approx1mately 50 west of the former UST
excavation. A door-to-door well survey was conducted by ERS.in 2012. No addltlonal we!ls

~ have been identifiéd within 250 feet of the defined plume boundary in files reviewed. -

Distance to Nearest Surface Water: No surface water 1dentit" ed w1thsn 250 feet of the deﬂned
plume boundary.

GeologylHydrogeology

» Stratigraphy: The Site is underlain by sandy clay, fine-grained sands anct sHts to approx;mately
30 feet bgs.

Maximum Sample Depth: 30 feet below ground surface (bgs).
Minimum Groundwater Depth: 21.38 feet bgs at the Ag Well.
Maximum Groundwater Depth: 23,06 feet hgs at the Ag Well. -
Current Average Depth to Groundwater: ~23 feet bgs.
Saturated Zones(s) Studied: 18 - 28 feet bgs.

Appropriate Screen Interval; Yes.

Page 7 of 10
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TPHg: Total patroletim hydrocarbons as gasoline

MTBE: Methyl tert-butyl ether
TBA: Tert-butyl alcohal

RAS-CO Manufacturmg Company .
413 West’ Sunset Bl., Hayward
Claim No.: 10081
. Groundwater Flow Dlrectxon Regional groundwater ﬂow is towards the west to northwest
o general!y towards San Francisco Bay.; Monltonng wells. MW-1 and Ag’ Welt _are_ulocated
v approxzmately 10feet west and 60 feet west of the former excavatlo ’ sctiv
groundwater Ievets within these wells are consrstent wnth regional data
. Monitoring Well |nfom'|at|on . ,1-_, b et st : Gt
... Well Designation . Sl e _Date Installed " Screen Interval -~ Depth to Water.
e (feet bgs) 2 (feetbgs)
CUITMWAL L U June 1999 . .r-ﬁ -fa 18 28 ;x,;.",} 22.59
LAgWell . NA NAL 23.06
: Remedlatlon Summary B | i
e Free Product: None reported .
« Soil Excavation: Impacted soil (approxrmately 230 Cubic yards) was removed to a depth of
21 feet bgs, remediated to non-detect levels, and reused on-Slte as approved by County
+ In-Situ Soil/Groundwater Remedratron None reported " e
Most Recent Concentrations of Petroleum Constituents in' Soil* " PR
Constituent Maximum 0-5 feet bgs Maximum 5-10 feet bgs
[mg_ILg and (date)] , [mgikg and (date)]:
Benzene , A0 . <0.005(10/03/95) et i i - 1<0.005 (10/03/95)
Ethylbenzene- : <0,005 (10/03/85) - <,0 005 (10/03/95) .
Nabﬁthaleﬁe C g st NAS . NA
PAHS i i | Dine i i NAL NA
* Values reported for stookplled soil whlch reporled non-detect oonoenlrattons pnor to use as baokf TE ’
mglkg milligrams pér kilogram, parts per million
" <: Notdetected at or above stated reporting fimit =~ ., .. ., . . . R
PAHs! Polycyctloaromatlohydrooarbons L . At
[EEN DHEIG R R ! ' oo e e ' -
" Most Recent Concentratlons of Petroleum Constltuents in Groundwater e e
Sample | Sample |. iBenzene:'| “Toluene Ethyl_benzene Xylenee. MTBE | TBA
g oo Date frslpaf)e. | wpalls)s | (uall).” b (u’afL) (ugfL) (pgiL)
 MWeT-] 1201670 [5 <5 <0:005 |71 #<0.005.| _ ;:;-;.};:f.:‘:of:,ooa ..... " <0.005 | . <050 | <10
L Agt-12/16/10 -<0,005 |+ -+<0,005' +. ~ : <0.005 T 20,005 |. ‘1<0.50 <10
. We“ N St cont e e ey i At
WQOs et G E s B0 3 .u:'l Lo L300 [ bl 00 0] n 5 12
. Mg/l micrograms per Ilter parts per billlon . xr o s < e ho e Tve AL FE
<: Not detactad at or above stated reporting 1|m|t o

.. WQOs: Water Qudlity Objectives, Reglonz Basm Plan R ORR L PR SRR
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RAS-CO Manufacturing Company | -~ February 2013
413 West Sunset Bl., Haywar
Claim No.: 10081 :

Groundwater Trends

Available data reports non-detect concentrations in groundwater, although Ag Well was reported
to have MTBE in one sample in 1996, There is no groundwater plume.

Evaluatidn of Current Risk

Estimate of Hydrocarbon Mass in Soil: None reported.

Soil/Groundwater tested for MTBE: Yes, see table above.

Plume Length: No plume.

‘Plume Stable or Degrading: No plume.

Contaminated Zone(s) Used for Drinking Water; No.

Oxygen Concentrations in Soil Vapor: None reported.

Groundwater Risk from Residual Petroleum Hydrocarbons: There are not sufficient mobile

constituents (leachate, vapors, or light non-aqueous liquids [LNAPL]) to cause groundwater to
exceed the groundwater critéria in this Policy. ' '

~Indoor Vapor Risk from Resldual Petroleum Hydrocarbons: The case meets Policy Criterion 2a,

Site-specific conditions at the release site satisfy all of the characteristics and criteria of
scenario 3. Benzene concentrations are less than 100 mg/kg in the upper 10 feet of soil (the
bicatienuation zone) and groundwater reports benzene concentrations less than 100 pg/l.
Direct Contact Risk from Residual Petroleurn Hydrocarbons: The case meets Policy Criterion
3a. Maximum concentrations in soil are less than those in Palicy Table 1 and the concentration

'~ limits for Utility Worker are satisfied. There are no soil sample results in the case record for

naphthalene. However, the relative concentration of naphthalene in soil can be conservatively
‘estimated using the published relative concentrations of naphthalene and benzene in gasocline.

' Taken from Potter and Simmons (1998), gasoline mixtures contain approximately 2 percent

‘benzene and 0.25 percent naphthalene. Theréfore, benzene can be directly substituted for
:naphthalene concentrations with a safety factor of eight. Benzene concentrations from the Site

- are below the naphthalene thresholds in Policy Table 1. Therefors, the estimated naphthalene

concentrations meet the thresholds in Table 1 and the Policy criteria for direct contact by a

. factor of eight. It is highly unlikely that naphthalene concentrations in the soil, if any, exceed the
. ithreshold, L - L ,, :

£
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RAS-CO,Manufacturing Comisiiny
413 West Sunset Bl., Hayward
Claim No.: 10081
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