ALAMEDA COUNTY - . -~
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700

July 5, 2005 FAX (510} 337-9335
Mr. Balaji Angle Mr. John Rutherford

B&C Gas Mini Mart Desert Petroleum

2008 157 Street PO Box 1601

Livermore, CA 94550 Oxnard, CA 93032

Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford:
Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000278, Desert Petroleum, 2008 157 Street, Livermore, CA

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the SCM Rev. 1.1 and the
Quarterly Reports, including the most recent one dated May 2005, submitted for the subject site,
all prepared by Conor Pacific. We would like to thank you for submitting your site conceptual
model (SCM) in the format of ACEH'’s Electronic SCM (e-SCM). Your consultant did an excellent
job of compiling and reporting the results of their field work in the e-SCM. We appreciate Mr.
Angle's and Conor’s willingness to work in collaboration with ACEH to address this site using the
e-SCM.

We have reviewed the SCM Rev. 1.1 in detail and have met with Conor to discuss and interpret
the data obtained at this site. We request that you address the following technical comments,
perform the proposed work, and send us the reports requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

Data from the transect installation indicates that the dissolved MTBE plume is located in a
shaflow aquifer overlying lower permeability strata. The lower permeability strata, in turn, overlie
a coarse-grained sand and gravel aquifer that is pumped by water supply wells, including CWS-8
located less than Ya-mile downgradient of your site. A review of breakthrough curve data (i.e.,
plots of time versus concentration data for samples collected from monitoring wells) plotted over
the plume distance suggests that the MTBE plume may have detached from the source; with a
MTBE plume flowing downgradient from your site at an approximate average velocity of 0.8
feet/day.

Analysis of the breakthrough curves suggests that the dissolved MTBE plume may have already
flowed past the sampling transect installed in 2003 and may now be in the vicinity of CWS-8.
Your consultant has hypothesized that contamination of CWS-8 with MTBE is unlikely because
that well pumps from a deeper aquifer and that the deeper aquifer is protected from shallow
contamination by the aquitard that separates the two aquifers. We concur with this part of your
SCM but feel that continued monitoring of the muiti-level transect, especially ports completed in
the deeper aquifer is necessary to ensure that CWS-8 is not at risk. Continued monitoring of data
from CWS-8 is needed as well as completing an assessment of potential risks to downgradient
water supply sources and resources, as described in more detail below.
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Additionally, the City of Livermore is planning on redeveloping downtown Livermore and has
adopted a Downtown Specific Plan (http.//www.ci.livermore.ca.us) that outlines the scope of the
revitalization efforts. Much of downtown, including the immediate vicinity of your site, has been
rezoned to include both commercial and residential uses. Several residential projects are
proposed near your site. This has created a new driver to complete the assessment and cleanup
of the contamination associated with your site. Moreover, the cleanup strategy and scope needs
to consider land use consistent with the planned redevelopment.

1. Regional Groundwater Pumping — We request that you continue monitoring pumping data,
flow data, contaminant concentration data, etc., from CWS-8 and update your SCM to include this
information on a quarterly basis for at least the next year as a precautionary measure. In addition
to evaluating current pumping rates, please update the SCM to include CWS-8 data since the
August 2003 CMT transect installation. Please submit as detailed of records as are available
(i.e., daily pumping rates) and also summarize the data as necessary {e.g., monthly) to facilitate
comparison with water level data for the site. Please present the results of your work as a
revision to the e-SCM (i.e., Revision 2.0) and the Quarterly Monitoring Reports as requested
below.

2. Preferential Pathway Study —

a. Detailed Well Survey - In SCM Rev. 1.1 your consultant has identified one of 17
abandoned wells as a potential vertical conduit. However, supporting documentation for
why this well is considered a potential conduit and other wells are not (i.e., location,
construction, description, etc.) is not clear. We request that you provide further
information to support your detailed well survey. Please include well completion logs and
tables summarizing welt information (e.g., date installed, diameter, depth, screen interval,
decommissioning details, etc) for all known supply wells (whether active, inactive,
decommissioned, or abandoned) and the rationale to support the vertical conduit analysis
in your updated SCM. Additionally, our January 22, 2003 letter requested a 1-mile radius
well survey. The well survey in SCM Rev. 1.1 was completed to a ¥-mile radius. Please
increase your radius an additional Y-mile in the downgradient direction, to evaiuate all
wells within 1-mile downgradient of the subject site. Include your results in SCM Rev.
2.0, ‘

b. Utility Survey - The SCM Rev. 1.1 identifies data gaps regarding potential deep
horizontal utility locations and we request that you complete your evaluation of this
pathway. Specifically, please evaluate whether or not past and/or present utility lines
may be responsible for conveying LNAPL from your site to the Mill Springs Apartment
area where LNAPL has been detected (e.g., in Well MS-MW1). Include your results in
SCM Rev. 2.0.

3. Evaluation of Potential Risks Posed by Off-Site Dissolved Contaminants -

a. Off-Site MTBE Plume. In SCM Rev. 1.1, a detached plume of MTBE from your site
is thought to be currently in the vicinity of Well CWS-8. While this plume does not appear
to pose a threat to Well CWS-8 for the reasons described above, an evaluation of the
potential risk of the detached plume to other downgradient supply wells needs to be
performed. We therefore request that you specifically assess the likelihood of
downgradient water wells potentially being impacted by the shaliow plume of MTBE that
is presumed to have detached from your site and continues to flow downgradient of the
sampling transect installed by your consultant in 2003. Moreover, your evaluation should
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consider whether the plume could pose a risk to supply wells that could potentially be
instailed in the path of the off-site plume Jn the future. We expect that this evaluation will
require that your consultant (1} estimate the trajectory and attenuation of the detached
plume and (2) confer with local planners and water managers lo assess the planned
utilization of groundwater downgradient of the current location of the detached plume.
Note that this evaluation is critical for us to determine the level of work that may be
necessary to protect water resources in the area. |f, for example, your consultant’s
analysis cannot show that downgradient water supplies are not at risk, it may be
necessary for you to track and extract your detached MTBE plume. We recognize that
this could be a very expensive undertaking which is why the risk evaluation performed by
your consultant should be as accurate as possible. Please present the results of your
assessment in SCM Revision 2.0 requested below. '

b. Off-Site Petroleum Hydrocarbon Plume. As described in SCM Rev. 1.1, high
concentrations of dissoived BTEX and other petroleum hydrocarbons have been detected
as far as 1,300 feet downgradient from yaur site. The fact that these compounds have
not been detected in the sentry transect of multi-level wells installed by your consultant in
2003 may show that dissolved BTEX biodegrades in the aquifer before reaching the
transect. Please evaluate this hypothesis and present the scope, results, and
conclusions of your evaluation in SCM Revision 2.0 requested below. '

As discussed above, the City of Livermore is planning to redevelop portions of downtown
Livermore. These plans include areas that overlie subsurface contaminants that have
been released from your site. Therefore, please evaluate whether dissolved BTEX or
other petroleum hydrocarbons may present an unacceptable risk of exposure via any
pathway, including vapor migration, to receptors. Please be sure to consider the
redevelopment plans in your evaluation. Please present the scope and findings of your
evaluation in SCM Revision 2.0 requested below.

¢. Off-Site LNAPL - As discussed in SCM Rev. 1.1, LNAPL has been detected in the
subsurface as far away as 900 from your site (i.e., in DP borings and in Well MS-MW1 at
the Mill Springs Apartment complex. The issue of the source, extent, and significance of
the LNAPL (1) as an ongoing source of groundwater contamination and (2) as a potential
source of vapors that could pose risks to above-ground receptors has not been
adequately addressed. As we discussed in our meetings with your consultants, this is a
key data gap in the current SCM for your site. The occurrence, source, mobility,
longevity, and risk posed by the LNAPL needs to be evaluated. In particular, please
assess whether the LNAPL detected offsite is LNAPL that has migrated from your site or
LNAPL that may exist from prior activities at neighboring properties. Please present &
concise workplan describing the scope of your evaluation for our approval in SCM
Revision 2.0 requested below.

3. Additional Downgradient Monitoring Welis — We do not concur with your proposal to
install two additional monitoring wells downgradient of the transect. This is because the purpose
of these additional wells has not been described in the SCM (i.e., what specific hypotheses would
those wells test?). Please re-evaluate your proposal for additional monitoring wells considering
the results after performing your detailed well survey (Technical Comment 2a) and evaluation of
the risks posed by the offsite MTBE and BTEX plumes (Technicai Comments 3a and 3b) and
report your results in the SCM Revision 2.0 requested below. .
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4. Groundwater Monitoring Schedule — We cdncur with your groundwater monitoring schedule
proposed in the “First Quarter 2005” report with the following modifications. We request that you
collect and analyze groundwater samples from the following wells on a quarterly basis for the
next 3 quarters: all ports of the CMT wells, 8K2, and MS-MW1. Include updated groundwater
monitoring tables in the SCM Revision 2.0 requested below. Report your groundwater manitoring .
results in the Quarterly Reports requested below. Please continue to submit data tables from
Quarterly Reports for this site by e-mail to ACEH (donna.drogos@acgov.org) at the time the
reports are submitted to our agency.

ACEH's January 22, 2003 letter requested specific modifications to your groundwater monitoring
data tables to facilitate review and interpretation of the data by our agency. Some of the
requested modifications were performed, however most were not. Please revise your data
reporting format to meet the requirements of our January 22, 2003 letter, the text of which is
included below for your reference:

“b) Groundwater Monitoring Data Tables

The cumulative groundwater data tables in technical reports submitted for your site
appear to be incomplete. Examples include but are not iimited to: early sampling data for
MW-1 is missing, analytical results for some monitoring events in 1995 are missing, dates
for sampling and gauging do not corroborate and in some instances are weeks off,
analytical data appears to be missing for several monitoring events, some events have
gauging data but no analytical results or analytical results are inctuded but gauging data
is not, the current quarterly monitoring report does not include cumulative monitoring
data, some monitoring wells are not sampled and no explanation of why sampling was
not performed Is given, etc.

Quarterly Reports submitted for this site are required to include cumulative data tables
containing ali analytical results, groundwater measurements, groundwater elevations,
free product thickness, presence of sheen, explanation for not sampling well(s), etc., from
all previous and current groundwater monitoring events for all wells monitored in relation
to this site. We request that your gauging and analytical data tables be combined into
one table to facilitate presentation of this data and identify missing data, and that dates
are tabulated in @ month/day/year format. Additionally, please include depth discrete
groundwater monitoring data in your tables. Please update your cumulative groundwater
data tables to include this information and include in all future Quarterly Reports
submitted for this site.”

5. Deep Contamination in CMT-4 — Data from installation of CMT-4 indicates subsurface
geologic conditions similar to those encountered in the horings for the transect of multilevel wells
installed 1,600-feet downgradient from the release site in March 2003, As described in the SCM,
a shallow aquifer overlies lower permeability strata which in turn overlies a coarse-grained sand
and gravel aquifer pumped by water supply wells in the area. The hypothesis in your SCM is that
the deeper aquifer is protected from shallow contamination by the aquitard that separates the two
aquifers. However, petroleum hydrocarbon contamination in CMT-4 has been consistently
detected in the ports below the aquitard. Please evaluate the data from CMT-4 and provide an
explanation for the detections of deeper contamination and evaluate whether contaminants
detected in the deeper aquifer presents a potential threat to downgradient supply wells. We
recommend that your data analysis aiso include plots of head vs. depth over time for this well.
Please report your resuits in the SCM Revision 2.0 requested below.
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6. Source Area Sampling of Vapor Pathway — We concur with your proposal to investigate the
vapor pathway in the source area of the subject site and on the property immediately
downgradient. We request that you re-evaluate the sampling locations proposed in SCM Rev.
1.1 as it appears additional sampling points are needed to evaluate the vapor pathway. We
recommend that you also collect vapor samples from CMT-4 Z1. Additionally, please note it
appears that residential use is being proposed by the City of Livermore for the Groth Bros. site,
immediately downgradient of the subject site. Inciude your proposal for this work in the SCM
Revision 2.0 requested below.

7. Definition of Lateral Extent of Source Area —We concur with your proposal to investigate
the extent of NAPL immediately downgradient of your site. Please provide a more detailed map
(larger scale, with data of soil concentrations with depth) of your sampling locations. We
recommmend that you consider additional sampling location(s) in the vicinity of H-2 to H-3. Include
your proposal for this work in the SCM Revision 2.0 requested below.

Additionally, the City of Livermore is scheduled to perform street and utility upgrade activities at
First and L Streets this summer. We encourage you to coordinate your field activities with theirs
in the event they uncover potential source areas and/or utilities that would provide data for your
site.

8. Interim Remediation — We previously approved a workplan, dated March 27, 2003, for
interim remediation at this site, however, it does not appear that any of the work proposed in that
plan was implemented. Remediation of soil and groundwater contamination at the subject site is
required. Please provide an update on your progress on implementing the interim remediation
workplan and/or your recommended adjusted plan based upon the results of your SCM Rev. 1.1.
Include your proposal and schedule in the Revised Interim Remediation Plan requested befow.

9. Corrective Action Plan — The purpose of the CAP is to use the information obtained during
investigation activities to propose cost-effective final cleanup objectives for the entire contaminant
plume and remedial alternatives for soil and groundwater that will adequately protect human
health and safety, the environment, eliminate nuisance conditions, and protect water resources.
We require that you prepare a CAP for the final cleanup of contamination (MTBE, petroleum
products, and associated blending compounds and additives) in soil and groundwater caused by
an unauthorized release at your site. The CAP shall detail at least three technically and
economically feasible methods to restore and protect beneficial uses of water and to meet the
cleanup objectives for each contaminant established in the CAP. The CAP must propose
verification sampling and monitoring to confirm completion of  corrective actions and evaluate
CAP implementation effectiveness. Please submit your CAP by the date below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to ACEH (Attention: Ms. Donna L. Drogos), according to the
following schedule:

* July 30, 2005 - Quarterly Report for the Second Quarter 2005

* August 1, 2005 — Revised Interim Remediation Plan

¢ August 23, 2005 - SCM Revision 2.0, with proposal(s) for additional work
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« 90 Days from Approval of SCM Revision 2.0 — SCM Revision 3.0, with results of additional
field work

» 120 Days from Approval of SCM Revision 2.0 ~ Corrective Action Plan
+ October 30, 2005. - Quarterly Report for the Third Quarter 2005

e January 30, 2006 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth Quarter 2005

L}

April 30, 2006 - Quarterly Report for the First Quarter 2006

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

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

ACEH now requests submission of reports in electronic form. The electronic copy is intended to
replace the need for a paper copy and is expected to be relied upon for all public information
requests, regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities. Instructions for submission
of electronic documents to the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Program FTP
site are provided on the attached “Electronic Report Upload Instructions.” Submission of reports
to the Alameda County FTP site is separate from and in addition to existing requirements for
electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
Geotracker website. In September 2004, the SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic
submittal of information for groundwater cleanup programs. For several years, parties
responsible for cleanup of leaks from underground storage tanks (USTs) have been required to
submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed locations of monitoring wells, and other data to the
Geotracker database over the Internet. Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a
complete copy of all reports is required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the State
Water Resources Control Board for more information on these requirements
{http://www.swrcb.ca.goviust/cleanup/electronic_reporting).

PERJURY STATEMENT

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to this office must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the following:
"I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or recommendations contained in the
attached document or report is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.” This letter must be
signed by an officer or legally authorized representative of your company. Please include a cover
letter satisfying these requirements with all future reports and technical documents submltted for
this fuel leak case.
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PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 8735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that ' S
work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or enginearing

evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an appropriately registered or

certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a valid technical report, vou are to

present site specific data, data interpretations, and recommendations prepared by an

appropriately licensed professional and include the professional registration stamp, signature,

and statement of professional certification. Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted

for this fuel leak case meet this requirement.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

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

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

e

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

Enclosure

cc:  Mr. Bill Fowler (w/Enc) Mr. John Wolfendin Ms. Colleen Winey
Golder Associates Regional Water Quality Control Board = Zone 7 Water Agency
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G San Francisco Bay Region - 100 North Canyons
Mountain View, CA 94043 1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400 Parkway

Qakland, CA 94612 Livermore, CA 94551

Ms. Danielle Stefani Mr. Sunil Ramdass Mr. Murray Einarson
Livermore — Pleasanton Fire State Water Resources Control Board  Einarson & Associates
Department UST Cleanup Fund 2271 Old Middlefield Way
3560 Nevada Street P.O. Box 944212 Mountain View, CA 94043
Pleasanton, CA 94566 Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Mr. John Freeman, Jr.
California Water Service
Company

195 South N Street
Livermore, CA 94550-4350

D. Drogos {w/Enc), files (w/Enc)




o Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC)
Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions :

The Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs {(LOP and SLIC) now request submission of reports in
electronic form. This e-government initiative is aimed at making our programs more effective and efficient. The electronic
copy is intended to replace the need for a paper copy and is expected to be relied upon for all public information
requests, regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement activities,

'REQUIREMENTS

» Entire report including cover letter must be submitted as a single portable document format (PDF) with no
password protection, {If you cannot submit in PDF format, please check with us o see if we can accommodate
your report format). :

+ ltis preferable that reports be converted to PDF format from their original format, (E.g., Microsoft Word) rather
than scanned.

* Signature pages and perjury statements should be included and must have either original or electronic
signature. Alternatively, the paper copy of the signature page and perjury statement can be mailed separately.

* Do not password protect the document. Once indexed and inserted into the comrect electronic case file, the
document will be secured in compliance with the County’s current security standards and a password.
Documents with password protection will not be accepted. If you cannot comply with this you may continue
to submit paper documents. _

e Each page in the PDF document should be rotated in the direction that will make it easiest to read on a computer
monitor.

»  Reports must be named and saved using the following naming convention:

RO#_Report Name_Year-Month-Date
(e.g., RO#5555_WorkPlan_2005-06-14)

Additional Recommendations
* A separate copy of the tables in the document should be submitted by e-mail to your Caseworker in Excel
format. These are for use by assigned Caseworker only.

Submission Instructions
1. Obtain User Name and Password:
= Contact the Alameda County Environmental Health Department to obtain a User Name and Password to

upload files to the fip site.
a} Send an e-mail to dehloptoxic@acgov.org
or

b) Send afax on company letterhead to (510) 337-9335, to the attention of Alicia Lam-Finneke.

* In the subject line of your request, be sure to include “ftp PASSWORD REQUEST” and in the body of your
request, include the Contact Information, Site Addresses, and the Case Numbers (RO# available in
Geotracker) you will be posting for.

« Note: Both the User Name and Password are Case Sensitive.

2. Upload Files to the ftp Site

a) Using Internet Explorer (IE4+) or equivalent browser, go to ftp:/falcoftp] .acgov.org

b} Click on File, then on Login As.

c) Enter your User Name and Password.
Note: Both are Case Sensitive.

d) Open “My Computer” on your computer and navigate to the file(s) you wish to upload to the ftp site.

e) With both “My Computer” and the ftp site open in separate windows, drag and drop the file(s) from
“My Computer” to the ftp window.,

3. Send E-mail Notifications to the Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs _
a) Send email to dehloptoxic@acgov.org notify us that you have placed a report on our ftp site.
b} Copy your Caseworker on the e-mail
* Your Caseworker's e-mail address is the entire first name then a period and entire last
name at acgov.org
(e.g., firstname.lastname@acgov.org)
¢} The subject line of the e-mail must start with the RO# followed by Report Upload.
{e.g., Subject: RO1234 Report Upload)

Rev, 07/05/05
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WI_JF COHSUlting 1158 Hanchett Avenue

San Jose, CA 95126
(408) 393-9260
bill_fowler@sbceglobalnet

Telephone Record

Frome  Phil Sansome (sp?), Bank of America Counsel, (415) 953-8157

To: Bill Fowler
Date: 6/23/2003
Re: Request for Access to Livermore B of A for Exploration and Well Installation;

Valley Minimart Hydrogeologic Investigation

¢ Phil returned my call from 5/7 regarding following up on getting permission to drill and install
well(s) on the B of A property in Livermore.

e [ explained we had met with Donna Drogos from the County and there was mutual agreement
that we needed access to complete our characterization of the known plume.

e  Phil reiterated his position that the B of A needed to be indenmified against potential damages
associated with the work.

» [ explained that we would provide standard insurance regarding such work that would protect .
the bank against damages associated with the work (i.e., property damages, etc.).

¢ He said as part of the indemnification he needed to hire a consultant to review the work to
ensure that the Bank was protected with regards to the location of the wells, standard of
construction, and loss of property value associated with stigma of wells.

¢ lexplained we would be happy to work with the bank to ensure that the well(s) were located in
appropriate locations to minimize any inconvenience to the bank or their customers, and that
the work would be performed in accordance with standard professional practice and would be
reviewed by County staff and their consultants.

¢ Regarding well stigma I explained that any property transaction with proper due diligence
would identify this issue regardless of wells on property, and that it was in his interest to have
the problem defined

*  We also discussed how long the wells would be in-place, I said I did not know until we saw
what the results were but a minimum of one year and likely longer.

* He reiterated he needed to hire his own consultant to protect the Bank and that costs would
have to be reimbursed. '

e Itold him I was going to pass this information back to the County and that he would likely be
contacted to see if some agreement could be reached.
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From; Bill Fowler [bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2003 6:34 PM

Ta: Kris Johnson

Cc: Donna Drogos

Subject: B of A access

I got a call from Phil Sasso. He says he wants to try to work something out
and "put this to bed". He couldn't discuss it in detail because he was busy
with other stuff but asked me to call him this week with the current copy of
the access agreement to see if we could resolve it. So | am hopeful he is
going to allow us access without the "pay his consultant" provision. Will
keep everyone posted. '

Bill

o a7y
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Bill Fowler [bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net]
Thursday, June 12, 2003 3:11 PM
Donna Drogos

Kris Johnson

Granada Bowl

| spoke with Dennis Fanuchi re: site access. i explained the situation and

we are going to meef to go over the details and locate some good spots to
drill. He is out of town all next week so we agreed to speak on the 23rd to
set a meeting date and time.

Thanks again Donna for your help.

Bill
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From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

Mr. Dennis Fanuchi
Granada Bowi

1620 Railroad Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550
(925) 447-5600

Bill Fowler [bilt_fowler@sbcglobal.net]
Thursday, June 12, 2003 11:37 AM
Donna Drogos

Granada Bowl
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Granada access
request.doc

FYI.

Bill Fowter [bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net]
Thursday, May 22, 2003 10:14 AM
Donna Drogos

Granada Bowl Access

Zua 78
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' 1158 Hanchett Avenue
m San Jose, CA 95126
(408) 393-9260

bill_fowler@sbeglobal net

May 21, 2003

Mr. Dennis Fanuchi
Granada Bowl

1620 Raiiroad Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550

Re: Request for Property Access for Installation of Groundwater Monitoring Wells
Dear Mr. Fanuchi,

This letter is to follow-up on an earlier letter you received from the County of Alameda regarding
obtaining access to your property for the purpose of installing groundwater monitoring wells. I am
working for Conor Pacific who is the environmental consultant for Mr. Balagi Angle, who owns the B&C
Gas Mini Mart located at the comer of First and L Streets. Mr. Angle is being required to perform further
investigation of groundwater contamination associated with leaking underground tanks at his station. The
County is concerned that the contamination presents a threat to drinking water wells located just to the
northwest of your property.

Based on earlier work, it is clear that the plume of contamination associated with the leaking tanks has
migrated underneath your property and the adjacent Bank of America property. Therefore it is imperative
that additional monitoring wells be instafled to better define the nature of the contamination {(e.g., what are
the limits of the plume, how deep is it, what is the concentration of the various contaminants, etc.). The
County is requiring us to do this work and we are requesting your cooperation in this matter.

We believe that one or two wells would be required on your property and we will work with you to site the
wells in areas that would not impact your business (e.g., along your northern property line adjacent to the
railroad track right-of-way). The wells would be installed in flush mownted traffic boxes and would not be
an eyesore or disrupt your business. This initial work would likely require about two to three days. Afier
that we will likely be required to sample the wells on a quarterly basis for the next year, and possibly
longer. The sampling usually requires only about one to two hours of time.  All information developed
from this work would be provided to you, which would be beneficial should you ever decide to sell your

property.

I'will contact you in the next two weeks to set-up a meeting to discuss access to your property. If you
would like, I can also have Ms, Donna Drogos of the County attend the meeting to explain the County’s
concemns regarding this issue and the importance of the proposed monitoring wells.

Sincerely,

William L. Fowler, CEG 1401
Project Manager
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Te! Record
5 9_03.doc

Bill Fowler [bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net] s e 7
Friday, May 09, 2003 10:12 AM

bonna Drogos

Kris Johnson

Bank of America Access; Valley minimart investigation

Please see attached phone record.
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R
From: Bill Fowler [bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net] 2o z7Y
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 4:00 PMm
To: ddrogos@co.alameda.ca.us
Subject: B & C quarterly report

From: Bill Fowler [mailto:bill_fowler@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 3:59 PM

To: drogos@co.alameda.ca.us

Subject: B & C quarterty report

Donna,

I understand that the quarterly did go out on Friday for delivery to you

today. | have not reviewed in detail as of yet but | wanted to pass along

that Conor went back to the lab to ask them about the MTBE result for Well
MW-5. The result came back ND which seemed add given its location and
historical results. The lab confirmed the ND on the 8260 test however noted
that a peak was seen on the TPHgas result consistent with MTBE (cannot be
accurately quantified using this method). Conor asked the lab to rerun the
8260 sample (although it is past standard holding time) to try and quantify
the sample.

Bili
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» ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 40)
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Aprit 4, 2003 (610) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Balaji Angle Mr. John Rutherford
B&C Gas Mini Mart Desert Petroleum
2008 1°7 Street PO Box 1601
Livermore, CA 94550 Oxnard, CA 93032

Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford:
Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000278, Desert Petroleum, 2008 157 Street, Livermore, CA

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the technical reports entitled
“Work Plan for Additional Site Characterization and Downgradient Investigation,” dated March 5,
2003 and the “Work Plan for Interim Remediation,” dated March 28, 2003, both prepared by
Conor Pacific (Conor). Although we generally concur with the work proposed, we anticipate that
additional work will be needed to address all the concerns in our letter of January 22, 2003, We
request that you address the following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and send
us the reports requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Task 1 — Pre-Field Access Negotlatlons, Schedu!mg, and Permitting — We generally
concur with the proposed work.

2. Task 2 — Source Area Data Compilation — Our review of existing data indicates that soil
contamination associated with this site may be extensive and laferal and vertical definition of
poliution in soil is needed. We note that the current proposal does not include this scope of work.
We will at this time, concur with compiling source area data to identify data gaps in the Site
Conceptual Model (SCM). However, we specifically request that the next phase of work include
delineation of scil contamination based upon your SCM.

3. Task 3 — Evaluation of Preferred Pathways — We generally concur with the proposed
work. ‘

4. Task 4 - Development of Regional and Site Conceptual Model - We generally concur
with the proposed work.

5. Task 5 - Geophysical Evaluation and Sampling of Site Well MW-1 — We generally concur
with the proposed work. Although your work plan notes that “...(additional wells may be surveyed
as time permits)...” we strongly encourage you to perform velocity profiling and depth discrete
sampling in other on-site monitoring wells as appropriate rather than limiting to this work to one
monitoring well.

6. Task 6 - Drilling and Installation of Multi-level Wells - We generally concur with locations
proposed in the work plan. However, regarding access difficulties in siting monitoring wells on
the Bank of America property please be aware that this agency has had conversations with Phil
Sasso, Esq., a representative of the legal department of the Bank of America. Mr. Sasso stated
to this agency that Bank of America would cooperate with site access for installation of soil
borings and/or monitoring wells on the hank property.



Messrs. Angle and Rutherford

April 4, 2003
Page 2

We request that your multi-level wells be constructed with a minimum of two monitoring ports
below the aquitard, one within the aquitard, and three or four ports above the aquitard. Please
note that you may need to install your wells to depths greater than 120’ bgs to appropriately
monitor conditions betow the aquitard, define the vertical extent of pollution, andfor based upon
geologic conditions encountered. We strongly recommaend that you perform depth discrete
groundwater sampling during monitoring well instalfation to ensure that your permanent
monitering wells define the extent of contamination. Your monitoring wells shouid be designed to
fully define the vertical extent of contamination rather than terminate at a predetermined depth.
We reguest that groundwater samples be collected and analyzed within each zone of permeable
materials (coarser grained).

For the source zone monitoring well we recommend that soil samples be collected and analyzed
at &' intervais at a minimum, lithology changes within the fluctuations in groundwater depths at
your site, i.e., within the historical smear zorie, the soil/groundwater interface, areas of cbvious
contamination, and at each unit of lithology change. The purpose of sample retrieval from, and
analysis of, fine-grained materials in contact with coarse-grained strata is to determine whether
significant contaminant mass is stored within fine-grained sediments. MTBE that has diffused
into fine-grained materials may pose a long-term continuing source of groundwater contamination
and may affect future corrective action options. Also, we recommend collection and laboratory
testing of selected soil samples for engineering properties.

7. Task 7 — Groundwater Sampling and Analysis - We generally concur with the proposed
work. In your review of chromatograms of previously and newly analyzed NAPL samples we
request that you have the laboratories identify all peaks in the fuel fingerprint analysis and
gquantify the concentration and mole fraction of MTBE present during these sampling events,

8. Task 8 ~ Evaluation of Contaminant Mass Flux - Although your approach to estimate the
capture zone of CWS#8 by using accepted practices and procedures would appear to be
appropriate for a homogeneous aquifer please recognize that a numeric model will likely be
needed to define a realistic capture zone of the well.

9. Task 9 - Reporting of Field Work and Analytical Results - We generally concur with the
proposed work however, we request that you consider alternative options for reporting results
from this work and upcoming phases of work. Alternative reporting could include data summary
submittals, electronic submittals, etc., with the goal being cost savings without comprising
reporting quality. We anticipate further discussing reporting optaons and possibilities with your
consultant in the near future.

10. Groundwater Monitoring Data Tables — Please include updated and corrected cumulative
groundwater data tables as requested in Technical Comment 8b in our January 22 2003, letter in
all future quarterly monitoring reports submitted for this s;te

11. Interim Remediation Work Plan -~ We generally concur with the proposed work.
Regarding the hydraulic evaluation of extraction wells we recommend that water levels be
monitored in all nearby wells during the 24-hour constant-discharge pumping test. No information
as to the duration of the pneumatic test was given in the work plan. We recommend that the
duration of this {est be on the order of 2 hours minimum. Additionally, we recommend that the
vapor sampies be collected at the beginning, the middle, and the end of the test. We recommend
that you also met the permit requirements of the Air Resources Board for your work.




Messrs. Angle and Rutherford
April 4, 2003

Page 3

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health .(Attention: Donna L.
Dragos), according to the following schedule:

July 18, 2003 — Soil and Water investigation Report with recommendations for additional work
July 18, 2003 - Interim Remediation Startup Report

April 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the First Quarter 2003

July 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the Second Quarter 2003

October 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the Third Quarter 2003

January 15, 2004 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth GQuarter 2003

These reports are being requested pursuant to the Regional Board's authority under Section
13267 of the California Water Code. Each report shall include conclusions and
recommendations for the next phases of work required at the site. We request that all
required work be performed in a prompt and timely manner. Revisions to the schedule above
shall be requested in writing with appropriate justification for anticipated delays.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as requested,
we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other appropriate agency, including
the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement follow up. Enforcement foilow up may
include administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each day of
violation of the California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.75.

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

Sincerely,

Donna L. Drogos, P.E. %

LOP Program Manager

cc:. Mr. Bill Fowler Ms. Danielle Stefani
Conor Pacific Livermore — Pleasanton Fire Department
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G 3560 Nevada Strest
Mountain View, CA 94043 Pleasanton, CA 94566
Ms. Betty Graham Mr. Sunil Ramdass
Regional Water Quality Controf Board State Water Resources Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund
1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400 P.O. Box 944212

Qakland, CA 94612 Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
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Méssrs. Angle and Rutherford

. April 4, 2003
Page 4
Mr. Matt Katen Mr. John Freeman, Jr.
Zone 7 Water Agency California Water Service Company
5997 Parkside Drive 195 South N Street
Pleasanton, CA 84588-5217 Livermore, CA 94550-4350

Mr. Murray Einarson
Einarson & Associates
2271 Old Middlefield Way
Mountain View, CA 94043

D. Drogos
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Drogos, Donna, Env. Heaith

From: Drogos, Donna, Env. Health
Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 4:22 PM
To: ‘apatton@cwp.swrcb.ca.gov'

Cc: 'sramdass@cwp.swrcb.ca.gov'

Subject: Request for addition to Expedited Review List (MTBE case) 2008 1st Street, Livermore, CA
Importance: High

Alan,

As we previously discussed, please add this site to your MTBE Site USTCF Expedited Approval List,

This site is in our sensitive groundwater basin, has a 900' NAPL plume, undefined dissolved MTBE and Benzene
plumes currently extending at least 1500’ from the source area, and an active municipal water supply well that is
<700' from the suspected distal end of the MTBE pilume.

Site: Desert Petroleum, 2008 1st Street, Livermore, CA
RPs: Mr. Balaji Angle (B&C Mini Mart & currently in the USTCF) & Mr. John Rutherford (Desert Petroleumn).

| cc'ed Dave Charter on my 01/22/03 request for work letter and | am about to cc: Sunil Ramdass on the
approval letter for 2 work plans for this site.

Thanks, Donna

Donna L. Drogos, P.E.

LOP Program Manager

Alameda County Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

office 510-567-6721
fax 510-337-8335
ddrogos@co.alameda.ca.us

3/31/2003
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Conor Pacific

February 26, 2003
Project No. BNC103/BNC104

Alameda County

Mr. Balaji S. Angle
B&C Gas Mini Mart | FEB 2 8 2003
35584 Connovan Lane Environmental Health

Fremont, CA 94536

Re: Addendum response to January 22, 2003 Alameda County Environmental Health Letter,
B&C Gas Mini Mart, 2008 First Street, Livermore, California (Station ID 1689)

Dear Mr. Angle:

This letter provides a revised schedule and additional clarification regarding the January 22,
2003 letter from Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH). This letter is in response
to telephone discussions held with Donna Drogos of the ACEH and is an addendum to our
February 7, 2003 response to the ACEH.

As you aware, we have retained Bill Fowler as Project Manager for this project in order to
expedite the required work to the maximum extent possible. Since Bill has agreed to assist us
with the project, we are now able to propose a more aggressive schedule than outlined in our
previous response letter.

Based on our discussions with ACEH we are proposing the following revised schedule:

o  Work Plan Addendum — March 7, 2003
o Interim Remediation Work Plan — March 28, 2003

* Soil and Water Investigation Report — 90 days after Work Plan Addendum Approval
by ACEH and Pre-Approval of investigation costs by the California Underground
Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (USTCF)

» Interim Remediation Start-Up Report — 90 days after Interim Remediation Work Plan
Approval by ACEH and Pre-Approval of costs by USTCF

o Quarterly Reporting 45 days after cdmpletion of sampling (i.e., First Quarter 2003
report will be submitted by May 2, 2003)

Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring

In their January 22, 2003 letter, the ACEH requested that all wells be sampled on a quarterly
basis. To clarify the record on this issue, a modified sampling program was proposed by

Conor Pacific in the Report of Downgradient Investigation prepared November 1999, This
revised monitoring program was accepted by the ACEH in a letter to Mr. Balagi Angle dated

Einarson, Fowler & Watson is a wholly owned subsidiary of Gonor Pacifie Environmental U.S., Inc. 7
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G, Mountain View, California 94043 Telephone 650.386.3828 Facsimile 650.386.3815 www.conorpacific.com
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Mr. Balaji S. Angle
February 26, 2003

November 16, 1999, With minor modifications that were proposed in the First Quarter 2000
Groundwater Monitoring Results, this program has been followed since that time.

It is our opinion that the existing monitoring program provides an adequate level of
monitoring, and did not significantly increase the risk associated with the known release. The
wells that were monitored on an annual basis were generally either upgradient, cross gradient
or non-detect wells that did not provide meaningful data regarding the plume on a quarterly
basis. However, we understand the ACEH’s concern on this issue, and we will return to
monitoring of all wells that were originally in the program. We propose that the full
monitoring plan be implemented for the next four quarters while the supplemental
characterization efforts are performed. Once the data from the proposed supplemental
characterization is available, we will propose a revised monitoring program to monitor the
plume and the source while minimizing costs to the extent possible.

We have begun the process of contacting the property owners where the new wells may be
installed. We will continue to pursue access to these sites.

We trust that the proposed revised schedule proposed above will be acceptable to ACEH.
Please call us at 408-286-5363 (Bill) or 650-386-3828 (Kris) if you have any questions. For
sake of expediency, a copy of this letter has been sent to Ms. Donna Drogos of ACEH.

Sincerely,
Conor Pacific

Ty |
Willianf'L. Fowler, C.E.G. 1401

Project Manager

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G. 1763
Senior Engineering Geologist

cC:
Donna Drogos, ACEH

1-22-03ACEHresponse_newschedule. DOC Page 2 CONOR PACIFIC/EFW
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Page 2

Fuel Leak Case No. RO278

CC:

Mr. Balaji Angle (w/Distribution List)
B&C Gas Mini Mart

2008 157 Street

Livermore, CA 94550

Mr. Bill Fowler (w/Distribution List)
Conor Pacific

2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G
Mountain View, CA 94043

Ms. Betty Graham

Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Mr. Matt Katen (w/Distribution List)
Zone 7 Water Agency

5997 Parkside Drive

Pleasanton, CA 94588-5217

Mr. Murray Einarson (w/Distribution List)
Einarson & Associates

2271 Old Middlefield Way

Mountain View, CA 94043

D. Drogos (w/Distribution List)

Mr. John Rutherford (w/Distribution List)
Desert Petroleum

PO Box 1601

Oxnard, CA 93032

Ms. Danielle Stefani (w/Distribution List)
Livermore-Pleasanton Fire Department
3560 Nevada Street

Pleasanton, CA 94566

Mr. Dave Charter

State Water Resources Control Board
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund
P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

John Freeman, Jr. (w/Distribution List)
California Water Service Company
195 South N Street

Livermore, CA 94550-4350
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALLTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510) 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335

February 26, 2003
Fuel Leak Case No. RO2798

IDENTICAL LETTER SENT TO ATTACHED LIST OF ADDRESSES

Dear Property Owner:

Subject: Property Access by the Parties Responsible for the Investigation and
Cleanup of Petroleum Hydrocarbon and Fuel Oxygenate Pollution at
Fuel Leak Case No. RO278, Desert Petroleum/Bé&C Gas Mini Mart,
2008 157 Street, Livermore, CA

The Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) is overseeing the investigation
and cleanup of gasoline and the gasoline constituents Methyl tert-Butyl Ether
(MTBE) and benzene, released from fuel underground storage tanks at the subject
site. We are uncertain as to how far the contamination from those tanks has moved.

The ACEH is requiring B&C Gas Mini Mart and Desert Petroleum to investigate and
clean up contaminated soil and groundwater at the site to prevent the gasoline,
MTBE, and benzene contamination from spreading to other properties or to drinking
water sources and reduce the potential threat to human health and the environment.
To properly determine the extent of that contamination in groundwater, B&C Gas -
Mini Mart and Desert Petroleum must perform additional off-site investigation.
Therefore, we need your help in allowing access to your property by B&C Gas Mini
Mart and Desert Petroleum to properly define the extent of contamination.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Balaji Angle at B&C Gas Mini Mart at
510-654-3461 or Mr. John Rutherford at Desert Petroleum at 805-644-6784. Thank
you for your cooperation.

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




DISTRIBUTION LIST

List of Property Owners to be Notified of Soil and Groundwater
Investigation at Case No. RO278, Desert Petroleum/B&C Gas Mini
Mart, 2008 1°" Street, Livermeore, CA

Mr. John A. Clark

Bank of America

Legal Department

555 South Flower Street
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Mr. Dennis Fanucchi
Granada Bowl

1620 Railroad Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550

Mr. Dan Mclntyre

City of Livermore

Engineering Division
Community Development Dept.
1052 South Livermore Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550
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Conor Pacific

February 7, 2003
Project No. BNC103/BNC104

Mr. Balaji S. Angle
Angle's AM-PM Mini Mart
35584 Connovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

Re: January 22, 2003 Alameda County Enviromnerﬁal Health Letter |
Dear Mr. Angle:

This letter provides Conor Pacific’s general comments regarding the above referenced letter.
Our comments focus on the proposed schedule and clarify some of the Alameda County
Environmental Health (ACEH) comments. In addition, contact information is provided for
the properties along Railroad Avenue, where additional menitoring wells are necessary.

The schedule set forth in the ACEH letter will be difficult to meet, due to the pre-approval
process and re-imbursement delays of the California Underground Storage Tank Cleanup
Fund (USTCF). Conor Pacific cannot perform the scope of the work under the schedule
requested by ACEH and wait for re-imbursement from the USTCEF to get paid. Our
experience with this process in the past has resulted in significant delays in payment (over one
year), even when the work was pre-approved. We understand that you have approved Conor
Pacific to begin work on the workplan addendum requested by the ACEH and that payment
will come directly from you when the work is performed and prior to your re-imbursement by
the USTCEF.

The following discussion addresses specific items in the ACEH letter and are referenced 1o
the numbering system in the letter. '

1) Supplemeﬁtal Site Characterization and Monitoring
a) Downgradicnt

At your direction, we have started the requested workplan addendum. However, because of
the significant changes in the scope of the approved workplan by ACEH and Conor Pacific’s
current workload of previously scheduled contracts, the February 14, 2003 deadline cannot be
met. We anticipate revising the workplan for your submittal to ACEH by March 28, 2003.

b) Source Area

ACEH raised a concern that future borings be continuously cored and that previous
investigations had not continuously cored borings due to limitations of the driliing method.

Elnarson, Fowiler & Watson is a wholly owned subsudlary of Conaor Pacitic Environmental 4.8, Inc.
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G, Mountain View, Califomnia 94043 Telephone 650.386.3628 Facsimile 650 386.3815 www.conorpacific.com
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Mr. Balaji S. Angle
February 7, 2003

Note that the 1999 investigation consisted of seven (7) continuously cored borings to depths
of up to 62 feet, and two (2) deep borings that were continuously cored over the lower 50 to
75 feet of each boring. The combination of coring two shallow and two adjacent deep borings
resulted continuous core to a depth of up to 125 feet. Work previous to that was performed to
obtain grab groundwater samples downgradient of the site to define the lateral extent of the
plume and borings were not continuously cored becausc of limitations of time, access, and
equipment and the desire to not generate off-site soil cuttings that would require handling and
disposal. Conor Pacific does not anticipate these limitations in obtaining continuous core in
any future goil borings.

3) Interim Remediation
a) Near-Source Plume Control and (b) Source Removal

Ax Interim Remediation Workplan is requested for submittal hy February 28, 2003. As
pointed out above, because of the scope of the request and the USTCF pre-approval process, it
is not possible to complete the workplan within the time frame requested. It may also be
prudent to wait until the requested work under (1)(b} Source Area is completed, prior to
instituting interim remediation. The on-site borings may provide information that could have
a direct bearing on the scope or lacation of the interim remediation.

8) Reporting Requirements
a) Quartcrly Groundwater Monitoring

The ACEH requested that all wells be sampled on a quarterly basis. The November 5, 1999
Report of Downgradient Investigation recommended quarterly monitoring of all wells for one
year, with the monitoring program re-evaluated foliowing one year, and changes proposed
based on the monitoring results.' The First Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring Results
contained a recommendation to modify the monitoring program by monitoring some wells
quarterly and some on-site and some un-impacted wells annually.” This revised monitoring
program has been followed since that time. It would be a waste of time and money to return
lo quarterly monitoring of all wells. This requirement should be evaluated when all wells are
sampled during the next annual monttoring event.

Technical Report Request

The fourth quarter 2002 monitoring report was transmitted to ACEH on February 6, 2003,
While this transmittal date did not meet the ACEH requested date of January 30, 2003, the -
reporting was performed within 45 days of sampling (Docember 23 to 24, 2002). Please note
that our current first quarter 2003 sampling schedule for the site is March 18 to 20, 2003.

! inarson, Fowler & Watson, Noverber 5, 1999, Report of Downgradient Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart,
2008 Tirst Street, Livermore, California

* Conor Pacific/EFW. First Quarter 2000 Groundweater Monitoring Results, B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore,
California. May 3, 2000.

CAOFFICEAAWORDASLETTERWODR2269.DOC Page 2 CONOR PACIFIC/ETW
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Mr. Balaji S. Angle.
February 7, 2003

These sampling dates do not allow for the monitoring report to be submitted by April 15,
2003. Therefore, to adhere to reporting within 45 days of sampling, the first quarter 2003
monitoring report will be submitted by May 2, 2003. Conor Pacific recommends continuing
with a similar reporting schedule for future guarterly monitoring events.

Off-Site Property Contacts

There are three potential properties along Railroad Avenue for off-site work at the
downgradient end of the currently defined plume: (1)} the lot owned by the City of Livermore
located to the east of the Bank of America propetty, (2) the Bank of America property, and (3)
the Granada Bowl property. The contacts for each property are listed below:

Engincering Division

Community Development Department
City of Livermore

1052 8. Livermore Ave.

Livermore, CA 94550

Mr. John A. Clark

Bank of America Legal Department
555 South Flower Street

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Business (213) 228-5030

Fax (213) 228-5344

| M. Dennis Fanuechi

} Granada Bowl

| 1620 Railroad Ave.
Livermore, California 94550
925-447-5600

Please call us at 650-386-3828 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Conor Pacific

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G. 1763
Senior Engineering Geologist

CAOFFICEAVWORDGLETTER\MODDB2269.DOC Page 3 . CONOR PACIFIC/EFW




Fek 11 03 09:57p ANGLE BALAJI

v _dngle Enterprises. SJJJQauucE/'lw.,
e IR

15107425924 P.

Oaklgnd, CA 94 6,

1
FA x Dalc:l (Q/"\l ' 0%
Number of puges illcll.lding cover sheet: S5
q
To: - From;
mes DoV a L DPeGos Pc* (B.ﬂngﬁf.
bo £ PROGIRAM MANAGER ot (. Gt
L (ponTY —ENV HERLTY g =
) Defd My o AR
ALa meda
Phone; S8 — b —b 72 .y ]
Cax s Slo — 327 — 4332 < Phane: 510-634-3461
;_Jc.nhane = © Fax phone: -t 5 ) € §{!+S'¢ro1,
IR _J
I —
REMARKS: ] Urgem Mr review ] Reply ASAP {1 Pleass comment

m AL SN E

Crex: s

‘PU’K QUL TELECIN - iDLy TAX
D Co—PIEL oF ACcESS

LS TrERe -




"ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

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

January 22, 2003 © Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr. Balaji Angle Mr. John Rutherford
B&C Gas Mini Mart Desert Petroleum
2008 1°7 Street PO Box 1601
Livermore, CA 94550 Oxnard, CA 93032

Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. R0278, Desert Petroleum/BP Oil, 2008 15T Street,
Livermore, CA

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has recently reviewed the fuel leak
case file for the subject site, including the most recent technical reports entitled “Third
Quarter 2002 Groundwater Monitoring Results,” dated December 5,°2002, and the
“Revised Work Plan Addendum for Additional Downgradient Investigation,” dated April
12, 2001, both prepared by Conor Pacific (Conor). We are very concerned with the high
levels of petroleum hydrocarbons, including benzene and the gasoline oxygenate Methyl
tert-Butyl Ether (MTBE), at and downgradient from your site, the proximity of the site to
water supply wells, and the site’s location within a groundwater basin used for drinking
water.  This letter presents a request for three-dimensional characterization and
monitoring and implementation of interim cleanup of soil and groundwater contamination

(MTBE, petroleum products, and associated blending compounds and additives) from the
unauthorized releases from your site.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

A substantial release of petroleum products, currently undefined and unmitigated, appears
to have originated from your site. Up to 290,000 ppb TPHG, 67,000 ppb MTBE, and
18,000 ppb Benzene have been detected during your groundwater monitoring. Free
phase product is present in monitoring wells both on and off your site. Environmental
investigations performed by your consultants to date have identified an MTRE plume
extending horizontally over 1,500 feet from your site, a Benzene plume extending over
1,400 feet from your site, a TPH-Gasoline plume extending over 1,200 feet from your
site, migration of NAPL over 900 feet from your site; with the distal ends of all your
contamination plumes undefined. Additionally, depth discrete groundwater sampling has
detected a stratified MTBE plume to depths of at least 61 feet bgs, the maximum depth

explored at your site. The lateral and vertical extent of your groundwater contaminant
plumes remain undefined.

MTBE and other petroleum products have been detected in soil to depths of at least 60
fect bgs, the maximum depth explored at your site. A review of groundwater elevations




Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford '

January 22, 2003
Page 2

at your site indicates an unmitigated, predominately submerged source zone more than 50
feet thick may exist at your site. This situation has the potential for creating an unusually
thick dissolved plume. Soil analysis has not been performed during any of your recent
environmental investigations, leaving the vertical and horizontal extent of your source
zone contamination undefined.

Additionally, your site overlies an aquifer used for drinking water and an active water
supply well less than 1/2-mile away is immediately downgradient of your contaminant
plumes. Your site is classified as a highest risk MTBE site.

Moreover, recent detections of chlorinated solvents in deep wells near your site suggest
that the deep aquifer is more vulnerable than you had indicated in your earlier reports.
Reports submitted by Conor indicated the potential for interconnectivity between the
upper and lower water bearing zones. However, Conor suggested that the presence of an
aquitard identified in the Livermore Arcade Study would likely prevent the MTBE plurmne
from migrating to the lower aquifer. This conclusion relied on the absence of solvent
detections in deep wells in the vicinity of the Livermore Arcade sites. Unfortunately,
solvents have recently been detected in the Livermore Arcade area wells indicating that
the separation between the upper and lower groundwater zones is discontinuous and/or
leaky and thus cannot be relied upon to provide an adequate barrier to prevent downward
migration of shallow contaminants, including your dissolved plumes.

We are currently performing a detailed review of all contamination sites in the area.
Based upon this review, additional work will be required at your site. In the interim, the
tasks listed below are required at your site.

Note, the California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1)
requires that work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or
engineering evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an
appropriately-registered or certified professional. Work at your site is required to be
designed, interpreted, and overseen by the appropriately registered professional, -

1) Supplemental Site Characterization and Monitoring

a) Downgradient

We note that the April 12, 2001, work plan approved by our office has not been
implemented. We request that you expedite the installation of the proposed wells
paralleling the railroad tracks, and install two additional wells paralleling the railroad

tracks on the bowling alley property rather than installing a well between the bank and
the bowling alley.

Conor’s off-site investigation work identified strong stratification of the dissolved
contaminants in the shallow aquifer. Analytical results from the traditional water table
wells installed at this site indicate significant dilution of contamination and are therefore
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not appropriate for monitoring your stratified plume. Therefore, monitoring at multiple
depths is required at and downgradient from your site. You are directed to install
monitoring devices, such as well clusters, multi-level wells, etc., that monitor a minimum
of five groundwater zones at cach of the locations identified above. To evaluate whether
the aquitard is discontinuous and/or leaky, we recommend that each of your monitoring
points include an interval screened within the aquitard to evaluate whether the
contaminant plumes are moving through the aquitard. Additionally, we recommend that
your wells be screened in both the upper and lower water aquifers. Generally, these
screened mtervals should not be greater than 2 feet in length.

Groundwater monitoring (hydraulic heads and chemical sampling) in all five zones is
required for your site. Please note that once the location of your plume is identified and
established, future monitoring may not be required within all zones in your monitoring
network. Your consultant’s site conceptual model (see below) will assist in determining
an appropriate monitoring program (i.e., monitoring points and sampling frequency).

Please be aware that additional characterization may be required based upon results of
this phase of work and our ongoing review of regional information.

Please refer to the document entitled “Strategies for Characterizing Subsurface Releases
of Gasoline Containing MTBE, American Petroleum Institute Publication No. 4699,
dated February 2000, when proposing wells to monitor multiple groundwater zones.
Additionally, expedited site assessment tools and methods are a scientifically valid and
cost-effective approach to define the three-dimensional extent of the plume. Technical
protocol for expedited site assessments are provided in the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency's (EPA) "Expedited Site Assessment Tools for Underground Storage Tank Sites:
A Guide for Regulators" (EPA 510-B-97-001), dated March 1997.

Please submit a Work Plan Addendum showing the location of the additional monitoring
wells, describing your proposal for monitoring in multiple groundwater zones, and the
screen intervals for your monitoring network by the date specified below, Report the
results of your fieldwork in the Soil and Water Investigation (SWI) Report requested
below.

Please note, we request that you immediately pursue any off-site access agreements
that you may need to complete your investigation activities in accordance with the
schedule shown below. ACEH will send the access request letter (see Attachment 1) to
owners of the neighboring properties where you propose to perform investigation
activities. Please provide us with the name and address of the appropriate contacts for
your off-site monitoring well locations by February 14, 2003.
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b) Source Area

Work performed at your site has identified the likelihood of a large submerged source
zone, the naturc and extent of which is undefined. Additionally, Conor's 1997
investigations inferred the presence of a regional aquitard but did not demonstrate that it
was present beneath the Desert Petroleum site. Therefore, additional contaminant source
area characterization is needed at your site.

We request that you perform a geologic investigation at and near your site installing
exploratory borings to determine (1) the vertical extent of pollution in your source area,
and (2) identify site geology and confirm stratigraphy that is uncertain from the 1997
investigation. It is especially important to demonstrate whether the aquitard is present at
your site, describe its elevation and nature i.e., vertical extent and lithology of aquitard;

paying particular attention to sedimentary structure that demonstrates if the aquitard is of
alluvial or lacustine origin.

Please position your borings to characterize the source and coliect and analyze soil
samples to define the lateral and vertical extent of the source area. Contaminant source
characterization includes determining the nature and extent of NAPL (liquid phase),
petroleum saturated soils (residual phase), hydrocarbons dissolved in groundwater
(aqueous phase), and high concentrations of soil vapor (vapor phase) that will continue to
generate dissolved phase contaminant plumes. We recommend that you follow the
procedures in the API Publication No. 4699 referenced above regarding identifying
whether residual NAPL is present and to what depth.

We request that you continuously core your borings and retain the cores for future
review. Conor’s previous investigation reports mentioned that continuous coring of
borings had not been possible due to limitations of the drilling method selected. Please
select an alternative drilling method, e.g., sonic or rotary methods, that allows better
recovery of gravels and can case the hole as drilling proceeds downward. -

If free product is not detected in your borings we request that they be converted to a

mounitoring point capable of monitoring multiple groundwater zones as required for the
off-site wells requested above.

Work from this investigation will likely identify additional data gaps that need to be filled
to refine the site conceptual model requested below. Include your proposal for this work
in the Work Plan Addendum requested below. Report the results of your fieldwork in the
SWI Report requested below.

2) Evaluation of Potential Impacts to Water Supply Wells

Please perform an analysis to determine if your plume is within the capture zone of any
water supply wells in the area. In performing your analysis consider the regional
stratigraphy, water supply well construction and pumping rate over time, groundwater
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recharge, etc. Please refer to the following documents during your analysis: US
Environmental Protection Agency, “State Methods for Delineating Source Water
Protection Areas for Surface Water Supplied Sources of Drinking Water,” EPA 816-R-
97-008, August 1997; US Environmental Protection Agency, “State Source Water
Assessment and Protection Programs Guidance,” Final Guidance, Office of Water, EPA
816-R-97-009, August 1997; and California Department of Health Services, Drinking
Water Source Assessment and Protection (DWSAP) Program Document, January 1999,

We request that you make a preliminary estimate of the mass discharge of contaminants
of concemn emanating from your site. Mass discharge estimates can, in some cases, be
used to predict potential impacts of dissolved contaminants to water supply wells. We
recommend that you refer to the following document during your calculations:
ChevronTexaco, “Mass Flux Estimates to Assist Decision-Making, Technical Bulletin,”
June 2002, included as Attachment 4. We recognize that this estimate may need to be
refined in the future as additional data are collected.

Report the results of your work in the SWI Report requested below.
3) Interim Remediation

This section requests that you initiate interim remediation at your site. Please note that
additional remediation of the distal end of your plume(s) may be required in the future
based upon the results of additional investigation work at and near your site.

a) Near-Source Plume Control

The purpose of migration control is to prevent continued creation of a dissolved
contaminant plume. Due to the high levels of petroleum hydrocarbons and oxygenates
detected at your site, the large volume of groundwater contaminated by your site, and the
presence of a water supply well immediately downgradient of your plumes, we request
that you immediately implement migration control. We recommend pump and treat
to control migration of BTEX and MTBE contamination. Please outline your proposal
for migration control in Interim Remediation Work Plan requested below. Please
document migration control progress in the Quarterly Reports requested below,

b) Source Removal

The purpose of interim source removal is to immediately remove the ongoing source that
is continuing to add mass to the plume and immediately begin removal of contaminant
mass in the source area. Interim cleanup is necessary to prevent dissolved phase BTEX
and MTBE pollution from impacting or continuing to impact drinking water supply
aquifers, reduce the ultimate impact of the unauthorized release on the resource, limit
continued migration and growth of the BTEX and MTBE plumes, and reduce overall
cleanup costs. We request that you initiate interim source cleanup activities at your site.
Please outline your proposal for source removal in the Interim Remediation Work Plan
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requested below. Please document source removal progress in the Quarterly Reports
requested below.

4) Preferential Pathway Study

A review of data from both on and offsite monitoring wells and sampling points indicates
migration of NAPL over 900 feet from the source area at your site. This is an extremely
long NAPL plume not typically encountered at corner gas station sites and may be due to
migration along some sort of preferred pathway. Work to date has not evaluated the
mechanism for NAPL and dissolved phase plume migration at this site.

We request that you perform a preferential pathway study that details the potential
migration pathways and potential conduits (wells, utilities, pipelines, etc.) for
horizontal and vertical migration that may be present in the vicinity of the site. The
purpose of the preferential pathway study is to locate potential migration pathways and
conduits and determine the probability of the NAPL and/or plume encountering
preferential pathways and conduits that could spread contamination. Of particular
concern is the identification of abandoned wells and improperly-destroyed wells that can
act as vertical conduits to deeper water bearing zones, pumping wells in the vicinity of
your site, and manmade conduits for shallow migration.

Discuss your analysis and interpretation of the results of the preferential pathway study
(including the detailed well survey and utility survey requested below) and report your
results in the SWI Report requested below. Include an evaluation of the probability of
the dissolved phase and NAPL plumes for all constituents of concern encountering
preferential pathways and conduits that could spread the contamination, particularly in
the vertical direction to deeper drinking water aquifers. The results of your study shall
contain all information required by 23 CCR, Section 2654(b).

a) Utility Survey

An evaluation of all utility lines and trenches (including sewers, storm drains, pipelines,
trench backfill, ete.) within and near the site and plume area(s) is required as part of your
study. Submittal of map(s) and cross-sections showing the location and depth of all
utility hines and trenches within and near the site and plume area(s) is required as part of
your study.

Additionally, environmental reports for the area make references to former pipelines
reportedly to have existed and/or currently exist in the vicinity of the Mill Springs Park
Apartment Complex that is located within the current NAPL plume. Please include an
evaluation of these pipelines as part of your study.
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b) Well Survey

The preferential pathway study shall include a detailed well survey of all wells
(monitoring and production wells: active, inactive, standby, destroyed (sealed with
concrete), abandoned (improperly destroyed); and dewatering, drainage, and cathodic
protection wells) within a 1-mile radius of the subject site. As part of your detailed well
survey, please perform a background study of the historical land uses of the site and
properties in the vicinity of the site. Use the results of your background study to
determine the existence of unrecorded/unknown (abandoned) wells, which can act as
pathways for migration of contamination at and/or from your site. Please review
historical maps such as Sanborn maps, aerial photos, etc., when performing the
background study. Submittal of map(s) showing the location of all wells identified in
your study, and the use of tables to report the data collected as part of your survey are
required. Include appropriate photographic prints, in stereo pairs, of historic aerial
photos used as part of your study. We also request that you list by date all aerial
photographs available for the site from the aerial survey company or library you use
during your study. Please refer to the Regional Board’s guidance for identification,
location, and evaluation of potential deep well conduits (see Attachment 2) when
conducting your preferential pathway study.

5) Project Approach and Investigation Reporting

We anticipate that characterization and remediation work in addition to what is requested
in this letter will be necessary at and downgradient from your site. Considerable cost
savings can be realized if your consultant focuses on developing and refining a viable
Site Conceptual Model (SCM) for the project. A SCM is a set of working hypotheses
pertaining to all aspects of the contaminant release, including site geology, hydrogeology,
release history, residual and dissolved contamination, attenuation mechanisms, pathways
to nearby receptors, and likely magnitude of potential impacts to receptors. The SCM is
used to identify data gaps that are subsequently filled as the investigation proceeds. As
the data gaps are filled, the working hypotheses are modified, and the overall SCM is
refined and strengthened. Subsurface investigations continue until the SCM no longer
changes as new data are collected. At this point, the SCM is said to be “validated.” The
validated SCM then forms the foundation for developing the most cost-effective
corrective action plan to protect existing and potential receptors.

When performed propetly, the process of developing, refining and ultimately validating
the SCM effectively guides the scope of the entire site mvestigation. We have identified,
based on our review of existing data, some initial key data gaps in this letter and have
described several tasks that we believe will provide important new data to refine the
SCM. We request that your consultant incorporate the results of the new work
requested in this letter into their SCM, identify new and/or remaining data gaps,
and propose supplemental tasks for future investigations. There may need to be
additional phases of investigations, each building on the results of the prior work, to




Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford
January 22, 2003
Page 8

validate the SCM. Characterizing the site in this way will improve the efficiency of the
work and limit its overall cost.

The SCM approach is endorsed by both industry and the regulatory comrunity.
Technical guidance for developing SCMs is presented in Strategies for Characterizing
Subsurface Releases of Gasoline Containing MTBE, American Petroleum Institute
Publication No. 4699, dated February 2000; "Expedited Site Assessment Tools for
Underground Storage Tank Sites: A Guide for Regulators” (EPA 510-B-97-001),
prepared by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), dated March 1997; and
“Guidelines for Investigation and Cleanup of MTBE and Other Ether-Based Oxygenates,

Appendix C,” prepared by the State Water Resources Control Board, dated March 217,
2000.

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

* A concise narrative discussion of the regional geologic and hydrogeologic setting.
Include a list of technical references you reviewed, and copies (photocopies are
sufficient) of regional geologic maps, groundwater contours, cross-sections, etc.

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

isopach map for the aquitard that is presumed to separate your release from the deeper
aquifer.

* Identification and listing of specific data gaps that require further investigation during
subsequent phases of work.

* Proposed activities to investigate and fill data gaps identified above.

» The SCM shall include an analysis of the hydraulic flow system at and downgradient
from the site. Include rose diagrams for groundwater gradients. The rose diagram
shall be plotted on groundwater contour maps and updated in all future reports
submitted for your site. Include an analysis of vertical hydraulic gradients. Note that
these likely change due to seasonal precipitation and pumping. To evaluate the
potential interconnection between shallow and deep aquifers, include hydrographs of

hydraulic head in the shallow aquifer versus pumping rates from nearby water supply
wells.

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

¢ Several other contaminant release sites exist in the vicinity of your site.
Hydrogeologic and contaminant data from those sites may prove helpful in testing
certain hypotheses for your SCM. Include a summary of work and technical findings
from nearby release sites, in particular the solvent release sites near CWS Supply
Well #8. Incorporate the findings from nearby site mvestigations into your SCM.

Please update your site maps to include the locations of the March 1995 hydropunch
samples (H-1 to H-3) along South L Street. We request that site maps included in future
reports for the site show the locations of all current and former USTs, dispenser islands,
and all existing and destroyed wells. Also, please send us a separate copy of Drawings 1,
2, and 3 (oversize plots) from Conor’s November 1999 report, updated with H-1 to H-3,
and a new larger scale site map of the source zone and vicinity. Include the locations of

all past site borings, grab water samples, and monitoring points on the large-scale site _
map. :

Cross-sections submitted for this site do not depict the construction of MS(MW-1).
Please provide a well construction log for monitoring well MS(MW-1) and include its
construction on your graphics. Report this information and the information discussed
above in the SWI Report requested below.

6) NAPL Analysis

Reported free phase gasoline has been detected in both on and off-site wells in the
vicinity of your site. Results from fuel fingerprint analyses have been reported by both
Conor (November 1997) and by Earth Tech (October 1995). However, neither analysis
quantified MTBE in the samples. Please determine if MTBE is present in historical fuel
fingerprint analyses. Using chromatographs from the previously-analyzed samples
described in both reports, have the laboratories identify all peaks in the fuel fingerprint
analysis and quantify, if possible, the concentration and mole fraction of MTBE present
during previous sampling events.

Free phase product is currently present in monitoring wells on and off your site. We
request that you return to the site this month and collect new NAPL samples from onsite
monitoring wells, off-site monitoring well (MS)MW-1, and any other wells having
NAPL present for a fuel fingerprint analysis. Please request that the laboratory identify
all peaks in the analysis and quantify the concentration and mole fraction of MTRE

present, and perform a product comparison between NAPL present in on- and off-site
wells.

Report your findings for this work in the SWI Report requested below.
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7) Velocity Profiling/Depth Discrete Sampling & Destroy Long Screen Monitoring
Well(s)

On-site monitoring well MW-1 is located within the source zone and screened from 27 to
77 feet bgs. This long screen well could potentially act as a conduit for the deeper
migration of dissolved contaminants beneath your site. We recommend that you destroy

this monitoring well and propose destruction of additional monitoring wells as
appropriate.

Prior to destruction we request that you profile ambient groundwater flow in the well
(using a heat-pulse flowmeter or similar tool), and perform depth discrete groundwater
sampling and analysis. Analyze the groundwater samples for the analytes requested in
Technical Comment 8 below. Perform this same testing and analysis in other
conventional monitoring wells in the source area, as needed, to determine if existing on-
site monitoring wells may be conveying shallow contaminants to greater depths via
ambient flow within the wells. Report the results of your work in the SWI Report
requested below.

8) Reporting Requirements
a) Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring

We request that you monitor the groundwater contaminant plumes on a guarterly
basis. Monitoring of all wells associated with your site and well (MS)MW-1 on a
quarterly basis is required. We anticipate that additional wells monitoring multiple
depths will be required to further define the threat of the plumes to downgradient
receptors,

We request that you analyze groundwater samples from all monitoring wells for TPHG,
and by EPA Method 8260 for BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE, DIPE, TBA, EtOH, EDB,
and EDC. Include cumulative analytical data tables for these compounds (columns for
both EPA Method 8020/21 and 8260 results) in your Quarterly Reports with ND results
reported as a less than (<) the detection limit value. We request that you review the
results of your analysis after 4 quarters of monitoring and if any of the above compounds
are detected at your site and are judged to be of concern (pose a risk to human health, the
environment, or water resources), provide recommendations for incorporating these
compounds into your regular monitoring schedule,

Please note, some laboratories may set detection limits for oxygenates that are higher
than regulatory reporting limits, particularly for TBA.  Additionally, sample
preservations techniques have been reported to hydrolyze ethers (e.g., formation of TBA
from MTBE hydrolysis) during some laboratory analysis procedures. Please work with
your laboratory to meet the regulatory reporting standards for California and determine
appropriate sample preservation techniques. Please refer to the New England Interstate
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Water Pollution Control Commission’s “Analytical Methods for Fuel Oxygenates,” dated
October 2002, included as Attachment 3.

Discuss the results of your plume monitoring in the Quarterly Reports requested below.
Please compile your monitoring data on cross-sections, include groundwater contours,
and rose diagrams for groundwater gradient. We request that Quarterly Reports contain a
discussion of the results of your plume monitoring, in particular whether the results are
consistent with the SCM. Be sure to point out any anomalies in the data, and include
recommended activities to investigate and resolve those data anomalies.

b) Groundwater Monitoring Data Tables

The cumulative groundwater data tables in technical reports submitted for your site
appear to be incomplete. Examples include but are not limited to: carly sampling data for
MW-1 is missing, analytical results for some monitoring events in 1995 are missing,
dates for sampling and gauging do not corroborate and in some instances are weeks off,
analytical data appears to be missing for several monitoring events, some events have
gauging data but no analytical results or analytical results are included but gauging data is
not, the current quarterly monitoring report does not include cumulative monitoring data,
some monitoring wells are not sampled and no explanation of why sampling was not
performed is given, etc.

Quarterly Reports submitted for this site are required to include cumulative data tables
containing all analytical results, groundwater measurements, groundwater elevations, free
product thickness, presence of sheen, explanation for not sampling well(s), etc., from all
previous and current groundwater monitoring events for all wells monitored in relation to
this site. We request that your gauging and analytical data tables be combined into one
table to facilitate presentation of this data and identify missing data, and that dates are
tabulated in a month/day/year format. Additionally, please include depth discrete
groundwater monitoring data in your tables. Please update your cumulative groundwater
data tables to include this information and include in all future Quarterly Reports
submitted for this site.

Additionally, we request that data tables from Quarterly Reports for this site be e-mailed
to ACEH (ddrogos(@co.alameda.ca.us) at the time the reports are submitted to our
agency.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health (Attention:
Donna L. Drogos), according to the following schedule:

January 30, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth Quarter 2002
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February 14, 2003 - Work Plan Addendum

February 14, 2003 — List of off-site property owners for access request

90 days after Work Plan Addendum Approval- Soil and Water Investigation Report
February 28, 2003 - Interim Remediation Work Plan

90 days after Interim Remediation Work Plan Approval — Interim Remediation
Startup Report

April 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the First Quarter 2003
July 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the Second Quarter 2003
October 15, 2003 - Quarterly Report for the Third Quarter 2003
January 15, 2004 - Quarterly Report for the Fourth Quarter 2003

These reports are being requested pursuant to the Regional Board’s authority under
Section 13267 of the California Water Code. Each report shall include conclusions
and recommendations for the next phases of work required at the site. We request
that all required work be performed in a prompt and timely manner. Revisions to the
schedule above shall be requested in writing with appropriate justification for anticipated
delays.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please be aware that you may be eligible for reimbursement of the costs of investigation
from the California Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (Fund). In some cases, a
deductible amount may apply. If you believe you meet the eligibility requirements, I
strongly encourage you to call the Fund for an application.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

If it appears as though significant delays are occurring or reports are not submitted as
requested, we will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other appropriate
agency, including the County District Attorney, for possible enforcement follow up,
Enforcement follow up may include administrative action or monetary penalties of up to
$10,000 per day for each day of violation of the California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.75.

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

Ly

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

Enclosures
cc:

Mr. Kris Johnson (w/enc)
Conor Pacific

2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G
Mountain View, CA 94043

Ms. Betty Graham

Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Mr. Matt Katen

Zone 7 Water Agency

5997 Parkside Drive
Pleasanton, CA 94588-5217

Mr. Murray Einarson
Einarson & Associates
2271 Old Middlefield Way
Mountain View, CA 94043

D. Drogos (w/orig enc), files (w/enc)

Ms. Danielle Stefani
Livermore - Pleasantion Fire
Department

3560 Nevada Street
Pleasanton, CA 94566

Mr. Dave Charter

State Water Resources Control Board
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup
Fund

P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

John Freeman, Jr.

California Water Service Company
195 South N Street

Livermore, CA 94550-4350




ATTACHMENT 1

Adjacent Property Owner - Access Cooperation Request
January 8, 2003

<DATE=>
DISTRIBUTION LIiST

Subject: Property Access by the Parties Responsible for the Investigation and Cleanup of Petroleum
Hydrocarbon and Fuel Oxygenate Pollution at Fuel Leak Case No. <xx-xxx>, <Site Name and
Address>

Dear Property Owner:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) is overseeing the investigation and cleanup of gasoline and
the gasoline additives Methyl tert-Butyl Ether (MTBE) and benzene, released from fuel underground storage
tanks at the subject site. We are uncertain as to how far the contamination from those tanks has moved.

The ACEH is requiring <RP COMPANY> to investigate and clean up contaminated soil and groundwater at the
site to prevent the gasoline, MTBE, and benzene contamination from spreading to other properties or to
drinking water sources and reduce the potential threat to human health and the environment. To properly
determine the extent of that contamination in groundwater, <RP COMPANY> must perform additional off-
site investigation, Therefore, we need your help in allowing access to your property by <RP COMPANY> to
properly define the extent of contamination.

If you have any questions, please contact <RP CONTACT> at <RP COMPANY> at <RP PHONE NUMBER>. Thank
you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

<CASEWOQRKER>
<CASEWORKER TITLE>
LOP Program

cc: <LIA>, with Distribution List

<RP CONTACT>, with Distribution List
<RP COMPANY>

<ADDRESS>

<CITY, STATE ZIP>

D. Drogos, <CASEWORKER>




. Attachment 2 .

CALTFORNIA REGIONAT, WATER QUALTTY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCD BAY REGICN

“MEMO-

To: Steven I. Morse, Chief . July 3, 1986

south Divi iz ,° File No. 1114.17(TJB)
From: /i J .Zldns_ :

Enviramental Engineer
Subject: Guidelines for the Identification, Location, and Evaluation of
Potential Deep Well Conduitss

PURPCOSE
Peryamrequwtﬁﬁsmmpmuposwbivisimstaffgﬁdelh&sforraquiring
dischargers to identify, locate, and evaluate private and public wells which
may be potential conduits for contamination to migrate from shallow aquifers
to deep aquifers. The guidelines below are based on the investigations
which we have required same campanies in the City of Mouritain View to follew
in the course of their investigation to define the extent of pollution.

INTRODUCTICON

Recent investigations by companies in Mountain View have detected volatile
organic chemical (VOC) pollution in a mumber of deep {C aguifer) monitorirng
wells installed to a depth of 500 fest. The contamination of the deep
aquifer apparently occurred via improperly abandoned private wells located
within the shallow aquifer contamination plume. It is important to note
that pollution from the shallow aguifer zones (less than 100 feet) has
reached the deep C aguifer zone (greater than 200 feet) even though there is
a relatively clean aguifer zone and a 20~30 foot thick aguitard in between
the shallow and deep acuifers. ‘
Thus, it is important to require a more extensive investigation of potential
conduits at other sites, beyond simply relying upon the records of the Santa
Clara Valley Watexr District (SCVWD). The scope of the investigation to be
conducted at each site will depend on the extent of contamination (mown and
unknown), available informaticn, and the degree of uncertainty.

TECHNICAL REFPORT

The following steps outline the minimm effort which should be congidered by

i in cases where active and inactive/improperly abandoned private
wells are known to exist within and in the vicinity of the contamination
plume.

T. IDENTIFICATION OF WELLS

A. Records and Map Search

Typically, sites located in the Santa Clara Valley have relied solely uporn
the records of the SCVWD to obtain information regarding the location and
status of any known wells in the vicinity of a site. However, the SCVWD
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recordsareimon'plete. Thuss, thefirststepofthspatenﬁalcmmit

ipvestigation should involve a more thorough search of 211 available yecords
and maps. The following sources of information should be utilized to gather
all availsble data existing on potential conduits:

i, Santa Clara valley Water pistrict

a) active well printout

b) well location map

c) inactive well files

d) destroyed well files

e) abandoned well files

f) f£ield canvas for Salt Water Intrusion Preventicn Program

sy

2, U. 8. Geolegical survey

a)
b} Water Resources Division

3. Californianepartnm'ﬂ: of Water Resources

4. v“Groud Water in the santa Clara Valley, Calif " -

:
:
g
B
4

8. City and Coumty offices )

The information obtainedf_rcmmevarims sources listed above ghould be
compiled in a trechnical report. Tt would be useful to summarize the results
of the yecords and map seaxch in a table, including the following informa~

tions

- well - CRNAY

~ gource of information - status

- water quality data - condition

- wyater level data -

- total depth -~ period of usage

~ goreened jnterval(s) - Punp rata

~ gravel pack jrterval (s) - accessibility

- sanitary seal - location

- well construction method(s) - casing (type, (s), etc.)
- date installed date if icable

- top of casing elevation - use (Garestic, jrrigation, etc.)

. —pp inforpation (type, capacity, depth, etc.)
- Jog availability (arillex's, 1itholegic, gecphysical, and TV)




Potential conduits =3= July 3, 1986

Tt would also be useful to list the wells by status, for example:

a) wells officially listed as properly destroyed under a SCWWD permit
b) active wells, including seasonal or standby wells -

c) inactive wells

d) abandoned wells, location known but methed of abandorment unknown
e) abandoned wells, location unknown and method of abandorment unknown

B. AFRIAL PHOTOGRAPHY SEARCH

Upon campletion of the records and map search, a thorough search and review
of historical aerial photographs should be conducted, Analysis of aerial
photos has proven useful in identifying wells which were previcusly unknown
(i.e., not found in the records or map search). The aerial photo search has
also been shown to be useful in lcocating wells for vhich records were avail-
able but the well location was uhcertain. Conducting the aerial photo
gearch after the records search will ensble ane to better locate wells for
which records exist but the lecation is uncertain. I recommend that all
sitesocxﬂmtixgthereco:ﬁsarﬂmapseardushmﬂdalsocmducttheaerial
photo review. The time and effort to be spent in this regard should ke
determined on a case-by-case basis.
Historical aerial photos should be dbtained dating back to the period prior
to residential and industrial development at the site. It is also important
to obtain aerial photos taken intermittently over time (e.g., 1940, 1945,
1950, 1955, etcy). It would also be preferable to obtain aerial photos
taken over a shorter time pericd during the pericd of residertial growth in
the avea, Aerial photos with the smallest scale (i.e. greatest resclution)
are cbviously of mich more use than larger scale photos. Cbligue photos are
very useful since they are usually taken from lower altitudes and therefore
are in more detail for identifying wells, storage tanks, etc..

The following is a list of sources where aerial photos can be dbtained or
reviewed: _

1. Iocel aerial surveyors (Bero-Geodetic and Pacific Aerial Surveys)
2, City and county Planning Departments
3, University's library, map rocm
a) U.C. Berkeley and U.C. Santa Cruz
b) Stanford University -
c) University of 8anta Clara . :
d) whittier College, Geology Department, "Pajrchild Collection®
e) San Jose State
4. U. S. Geological Survey, Westerm Mapping Center, Menlo Park

5, U. S. Department of Agriculture, Agriculture Adjustwent Administration
photos (these may be available at the University libraries)
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6. Santa Clara Valley Water District

7. Natiomal Archives
8. Soil Conservation Service
9. Corps of Enginesrs

In general, the aerial photos cbtained from the local aerial surveyors and
the City/County files will have a greater resolution. However, the univer-
sity l1ibraries will have a larger collecticn and will prebably cover a
greater time period (i.e., photos prior to 1960). It should be rderstood
that itmymtmnmsaxymmcteadlofﬂmabwemcesif
adequate photo coverage (ti:nePeriodaIﬂ:esoltrtim) can be cbtained from
cne or two sources.

IT. mmsmmmsmmmmmms
A. Door-to-Door ard Field survey

TE is 1likely that a majority of the information reguested as part of the

Yecords and map seaxch will not be available. In agditicm, it is also
1likely that the exact location of some wells will not be known. Thus, it
probably will benecessarytowﬂuctamreﬂmxgh investigation to
determine the exact location of awell and also to gather additional data.
A field survey and door-to-door survey are the only methods available £0
dbtain this information. It should also be noted that deor-to-door suxveys

have}grovan most useful in identifying wells vhich were not previcusly known
o exist,

At a minimm, I reccamend that adoox-to—doorsurveybeommctedof all
vesidences, businesses, etc., located within the contemination plume (in all
aquifers). It would alsobapmﬁenttoazpardﬂxemrveybmnﬂary (perhaps
1000 feet cross-gradient and 2500 feat dowrgradient of the known plume) to
account for wncertainties associated with historical gradients and unknown
extent of the plume.

mepersmcmmaiwﬂmaurveystmldattenpttogaﬂxeralltheinfoma-
timrequestedaspartoftherewzdsmmpsearch(seepagetwo). It may
be useful to develcop a form which could be given to each household/business,
listirgalltherequatedinfomtim meszmveyfomusedinthecityof
Mountain View is attached for your reference. T recommend that all the
hﬁomtionrequestedasPartoftherwordsmﬂmapseamhbemchﬂaion :
the survey form I also recammend taking a picture(s) of the well and/or
well site when conducting the survey. :

may be possible to identify the general Jocaticm of a well. In certain
cases, the use of a metal detector may prove useful in locating wells vwhich
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are covered over. The use of a metal detector was instrumental in locating
improperly abandoned agricultural wells located under a concrete parking
gaxage in Mountain View. 2n attempt should be made to uncover any well
identified by the metal detector to the extent technically feasible,

The results of the door-to—door survey, including ccpies of any swrvey
forms, should be documented in a technical yeport. A map showing the kncwm
and/or general location of all identified wells should also be provided.

ITI. EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL CONDUITS

Based on the resmlis of the well idemtification and locationprbgram, it may
than be apprapriatetocoxﬁwtanevaluaﬁmtodetermineawell‘spctential
to act as a conduit. All wells lecated during the fiq.ldsurvaythatam

- .inspection should be investigated. An attempt should be made to uncover any
wells if the general lecation is known. 2n attempt should also be made to
wplug wells (e.q., remove silt and/or surface concrete plugs which may be
present) in order to comduct a proper investigation. Wells which have a
potential to be a conduit should be investicated. It may be appropriate to
canduct the following investigations on such wells: -

1. borehole television inspection
2. matural gama log
3. water quality amd water level smmpling

As part of the water quality sampling, the discharger may also want to
consider time series sampling. It may also be appropriate to conduct
"packer tests" for wells which are screened in more than one aquifer. Pumps
which may be present in the wells should be removed to cbtain access +o the
wall for depth souding, gecphysical logying, TV inspection, water quality
sampling and water level measurewent, as appropriate,

Based on the results of the potential conduit evaluation it may be necessary
to destroy certain wells. If the results of the evaluation indicate that a
well is screened in a single discrete aguifer and is not contaminated it may
be useful to utilize that well for future monitoring puposes. General
criteria which may be used to decide vhether to destroy a well include;

1. the well is located within the known contamination plume

2. groundwater at the well is contaminated

3. the well is screened and/or gravel packed in more than one aquifer
4. well dapth ;

Similar to the jdentification and location portions of the potential conduit
investigation, the results of the evaluation of potential conduits should be
sukmitted in a technical report. The report should include all data, waps,
logs, interpretation of logs, etc. In additien, the ratiocnale for exclud-
ing any wells from a complete investigation and evaluation should also be
provided.




Potential Conduits ~6—- July 3, 1986 ~

CONCIIISTION

The above propesed staff guidelines cutline a process to identify, locate,
amd evaluate private and piblic wells which may be potential conduits, This
memo should be considered for transmittal to appropriate dischargers to
aseist them in investigating and evaluating potential conduits. I recammend
thatanydisdmgeromﬂmtmgapotential condiiit investigation sumit a
technical proposal, outlining the scope of their investigation, to Regional .
Board staff prior to implementing the investigation.

 RECOMMENDATTON:

AFPROVED:

M%ﬂ X{ /%tw/
Steven I, Morse

Chief, Scuth Bay Division

4

Approve the above proposed staff potential conduits investigation and
evaluation guidelines.

attachment: Door-to~Door Survey Form
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nalytical Methods for

Fuel Oxygenates

by Hal White, Barry Lesnik, and John Wilson

on Fuel Oxygenates

Fuel oxygenates are oxygen-

containing compounds {e.g., (?
ethers and alcohols) that are
added to gasoling either to boost
the octane rating, to make the
fuel burn cleaner by increas-

A Concise Background é

ing the oxygen conient, or to ‘ ‘r N
achieve a combination of ; (L )
both. The most commonly D Y A ) & 9 \ \’
used oxygenates are / = W \\\\\\\\\\\l 4
tnethyl tertiary-butyl i"‘n.-':\\\\“‘g- ) X s

ether (MTBE) and
ethanol. Other oxy-
genates include ter-
tiary-amyl methyl cther (TAME), ethyl tertiary-butyl ether
(ETBE), diisopropyl ether (DIPE), tertiary-amyl ethyl ether
{TAEE), tertiary-butyl alcohol (TBA), tertiary-amyl alcohol
(TAA), and methanol, Some oxygenates have a long history
of usage in gasoline. For example, ethanol has been used in
automotive fuel blends since the 1930s, Ethers, and primarily
MTBE, have been used increasingly since the late 1970s. Ini-
tially, MTBE was used to boost the oclane rating of mid- and
high-grade gasoline and was present at concentrations of
ahout ¢ to 8 percent by volume. These fuels were transported,
stored, and used nationwide.

Amendiments to the Clean Air Act in 1990 led to the
itnplementation of the Oxygenated Fuel (Oxyfuel) and Refor-
mulated Gasoline (RFG) programs in 1992 and 1995, respec-
tively. While these programs stipulated a minimum oxygen
content for gasoline sold in specific metropolitan areas to
reduce air pollution, the choice of which oxygenate to use was

AN

B continued on page 2
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left to the discretion of the petroleum
refining industry. Primarily for eco-
nomic and logistical reasons, the indus-
try overwhelmingly opted for MTBE,
and it is currently used in approximately
80 percent of oxygenated fuels at concen-
trations ranging from 11 to 15 percent
by volume. Ethanol-containing fuel is
used primarily in the midwestern United
States and accounts for about 15 percent
of the oxygenated fuel supply. The other
oxygenates combined account for the
remaining 5 percent.

The Down Side of Fuel
Oxygenates

Releases of oxygenated fuel into the
environment have occurred nation-
wide from leaking storage tanks and
pipelines, transportation accidents,
refueling spills, unburned fuel pre-
sent in the exhaust from watercraft,
and/or consumer misuse. Even at
very low concentrations, the pres-
ence of some of these oxygenates can

render water unsuitable for a partic-
ular intended purpose (e.g., drink-
ing, cooking, bathing, laundry,
watering livestock) because it is
either unsafe or unpalatable due to
objectionable taste and/or odor.

Remediation of contaminated
groundwater and treatment of conta-
minated drinking water is time-con-
suming and expensive. Detecting the
presence of fuel oxygenates and
delineating their extent in the envi-
ronment is difficult for a variety of
reasons. In fact, only a couple of
states have even started to investi-
gate the contamination of their
groundwater with oxygenates other
than MTBE. Thus, the extent and
magnitude of oxygenate contamina-
tion in the United States is largely
unknown.

Oxygenates easily dissolve into
water and tend to migrate without
significant retardation in flowing
groundwater, MTBE plumes in par-
ticular may extend farther than is the
case for the petroleum hydrocarbons
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and
the three isomers of xylene (BTEX).
Because they spread more exten-
sively, oxygenate plumes are more
difficult to detect and delineate. In
LUSTLine #36 (2000}, Jim Weaver
and Jehn Wilson discuss the difficul-
ties of characterizing MTBE plumes
in their article “Diving Plumes and
Verlical Migration at Petroleum
Hydrocarbon Release Sites.”

A tremendous amount of oxy-
genate data from leaking UST sites
have been generated over the past
several years, yet there is under-
standable concern as to whether
these data are valid. In general, these
concerns are related to two issues:

* Analytical obstacles, and

» Ether hydrolysis (particularly of
MTBE to TBA).

In the following sections, we’ll dis-
cuss these issues and present some
new information that may help us in
dealing with oxygenates in the envi-
ronment.

Analytical Obstacles

One of the greatest impediments to
understanding the extent of contami-
nation caused by fuel oxygenates is
the perceived lack of a single analyti-
cal method for the determination of
fuel oxygenates as a group. Although

the capability to conduct the analyses
necessary to determine all of the fuel
oxygenates at the concentrations of
regulatory concern does exist in the
current marketplace, the availability
of this service is limited. It simply
isn't standard operating procedure to
calibrate for all of the oxygenates
and, until now, no single method
with this capability has undergone a
rigorous demonstration of applicabil-
ity. Conventional analytical proce-
dures designed for petroleum
hydrocarbons (i.e.,, BTEX) can also
detect MTBE and the other ethers
when properly calibrated for them,
but they have very poor sensitivity
for TBA and the other alcohols.

Of the several widely used deter-
minative methods published in SW-
846 (U.S. EPA, 1997), the two most
appropriate for oxygenates are
Method 8260 (Volatile Organic Com-
pounds by Gas Chromatography/
Mass Spectrometry, GC/MS) and
Method 8015 (Nonhalogenated
Organics Using Gas Chromatogra-
phy/Flame Ionization Detector, .
GC/FID). Other GC detectors (e.g.,
the electrolytic conductivity detector
[ELCD] and the photoionization
detector [PID]) are not designed to
respond well to compounds that do
not contain halogens (ELCD) or dou-
ble bonds (PID). Therefore, methods
using either of these detectors are not
recommended for the analytical
determination of oxygenates.

In particular, Method 8021 (PID
detector) cannot be regarded as a
consistently reliable analytical tool
for the analysis of oxygenates
because it is susceptible to both false
positives (misidentifying the pres-
ence of an oxygenate) and false nega-
tives (failing to identify the presence
of an oxygenate). False positives
often result in resources being
wasted on unnecessary investigation
and cleanup efforts. False negatives
may result in the exposure of recep-
tors to harmful levels of contami-
nants. The problems with Method
8021 are due primarily to coelution
interferences and to the high ioniza-
tion energies of many oxygenates.

Method 8021 uses a specialized
light bulb (lamp) to ionize analytes of
concern. The lamps typically used in
a PID for Method 8021 operate at a
maximum potential of 10 eV. The
ionization potentials of ethanol and

' TBA are 10.2 eV and 10.25 eV, respec-
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tively. As a result, ethanol and TBA
are not ionized and cannot be
detected by these lamps. The poten-
tial required to ionize MTBE is 10 eV,
which is right at the maximum
potential of these lamps. Although
the PID may respond to MTBE when
the lamp is new, the response
becomes weaker as the lamp ages
with use. If the calibration curve for
Method 8021 is not current, the
method can return false negatives for
MTBE when MTBE is present al con-
centrations above regulatory action
levels.

Method 8021 (PID) may also be
subject to coelution interferences
and generate false positive results
when real-world samples contain sig-
nificant concentrations of other
contaminants such as petroleum
hydrocarbons. Halden et al. (2001)
found that when a sample contains
petroleumn contamination (as total
petroleum hydrocarbon, TPH) of
greater than about 1,000 ug/L (1 part
per million), Method 8021 is subject
to false positive results for MTBE. He
also found that.-the effect is concen-
tration-dependent (i.e., the effect
increases as the concentration of
other contaminants in the sample
increases). Most laboratory QA /QC
procedures for MTBE are not set up
to identify circumstances in which
coelution and concentration effects
compromise the reliability of the
method. Without this information the
analyst may have the mistaken
impression that the analytical results
are accurate, when in fact they are
erroneous.

A more important concern in-
olves the unequivocal determination
of the presence of oxygenates. Using
either GC/MS (Method 8260) or
GC/FID (Method 8015) with an
appropriate GC column and an
appropriate sample-preparation tech-
nique, it is possible to detect oxy-
genates at concentrations of 5 ug/L
or less. However, GC/MS provides
positive confirmation of the chemical
identity of the analyte that is
detected, while GC/FID does not.

It is not necessary to modify
existing conventional practice for
chromatography to obtain data for all
of the oxygenates; only the sample
preparation and method calibration
steps need to be modified. If calibra-
tion curves are run for all of the other
ethers, then concentrations of all of

these oxygenates can be determined
for the same samples and in some of
the same analytical runs used to

determine BTEX and MTBE, pro-

vided that the concentrations of all
target compounds fall within the
operational calibration ranges of the
detectors used.

Another important concern is the
method detection limit or the report-
ing limits of current analytical proto-
cols for the alcohols, and TBA in
particular. Analysis of the alcohol
oxygenates is a more difficult chal-
lenge than analyzing for BTEX (or
even MTBE). Many commercial labo-
ratories set reporting limits for TBA
that are much higher than reporting
limits for BTEX and MTBE. Typical
reporting limits for TBA may be as
high as 100 or 1,000 pg/L. These
reporting limits are higher than the
concentrations of TBA that are of reg-
ulatory interest to many states.

Overcoming Analytical
Obstacles '

Methods 8015 (GC/FID) and 8260
(GC/MS) are appropriate for deter-
mining the presence and concentra-
tion of fuel oxygenates and BTEX.
Appropriate  sample-preparation
methods include Methods 5021 (sta-
tic headspace), 5030 (purge-and-
trap), or 5032 (vacuum distillation).
TBA can also be recovered for analy-
sis using the azeotropic distillation
technique (Method 5031). If ethers
are the only target analytes of inter-
est, then using Method 5030 at ambi-
ent temperature (rather than heated)
is adequate to determine concentra-
tions of oxygenates that are greater

than 5 ug/L. However, if alcohols {or
acetone) are analytes of concern, the
water sample must be heated to
attain adequate recovery of analytes.
If the sample is not heated, the effec-
tive limit of quantitation for TBA
using Method 5030 is near 100 pg/L;
when the water sample is heated to
80° C the limit of quantitation is near
10 ug/L.

In response to problems identi-
fied with current analytical practice,
EPA conducted a study to determine
the optimum conditions for purge-
and-trap sample preparation of
MTBE and the other fuel oxygenates
in river water samples both with and
without BTEX interferences in the
form of gasoline spiked at 600 Lg/L.
The compounds included in the
study were MTBE, TBA, DIPE, ETBE,
TAME, TAEE, and acetone. The tar-
get sensitivity was 5 pg /L (U.S. EPA,
2002).

The study was performed over a
five-point calibration range of 2 ug/L
to 40 ug/L for each target analyte.
The analytes were purged at 80° C for
seven minutes and trapped on a
Supelco H trap’, held at 35° C, dry
purged, desorbed and baked for
three minutes each, and analyzed on
a standard VOA column and a wax
column. Water samples were run
both with and without BTEX present
in the samples. An additional evalua-
tion using purge-and-trap conditions
at ambient temperature (20° C) and
the standard VOA column was also
performed.

The results of EPA’s study
demonstrate that the recoveries of
low levels of MTBE and related oxy-
genates can be improved over cur-
rent practice. The most consistent
oxygenate recoveries were obtained
using the following combination of
methods: sample preparation using
Method 5030 with a heated (80° C)
purge-and-trap, then analysis by
Method 8260 using a DB-Wax capil-
lary column as the determinative
method. Use of ant RTX-Volatile cap-
illary column with a heated purge
did not significantly improve the

!performance with other brands of traps
may vary from that of the present study.
If a different trap is used, its performance
must be demonstrated, not merely
assumed to be comparable to the Supelco
H trap. Silica gel is needed as a trapping
material for the trap to perform properly.

W continued on page 4
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overall oxygenate recovery com-
pared to the DB-Wax capillary col-
umn. In addition, BTEX interferences
did not adversely affect the chro-
matographic separation, quantita-
tion, and recovery of oxygenates.

For samples with high concentra-
tions of hydrocarbons and oxy-
genates, the samples will have to be
diluted so that they are within the
operating range of the instrument. As
a general rule, analysts dilute and
rerun samples when the concentration
of any analyte exceeds 0.5 mg/L when
using Method 8260 (MS detector) or
exceeds 4 mg /L when using Method
8015 (FID). If the concentration of one
of the BTEX compounds or oxy-
genates is much higher than the other
analytes, then multiple runs will have
to be made using diluted samples.

These methods must only be
used by, or under the supervision of,
analysts experienced in the use of gas
chromatography for measurement of
organic compounds at low concentra-
tions (i.e,, pg/L) and skilled in the
interpretation of gas chromatograms
and/or mass spectra. Each analyst
must demonstrate the ability to gen-
erate acceptable results with these
methods. This should be no different
than current good laboratory practice.

To demonstrate that these meth-
ods work as well with real field sam-
ples as they do with laboratory-
prepared samples, EPA recently par-
ticipated in an interlaboratory com-
parison of the performance of
methods for the BTEX compounds
and the fuel oxygenates using static
headspace as the sample preparation
method. Water samples from moni-
toring wells in two fuel plumes on
Long Island were sent to an
EPA/ORD lab and two commercial
labs. The agreement in the reported
concentrations between the three lab-
oratories was expressed as the per-
cent relative standard deviation
(%RSD) of the samples.

All three laboratories reported
concentrations of MTBE above their
detection limit in water from 23 of the
50 wells that were sampled. The
%RSD for MTBE was 12.9. All three
laboratories detected ETBE in water
samples from six wells; the %RSD
was 12.3. All three laboratories
detected TAME in 12 wells; the
% RSD was 5.3.

the commercial laboratories detected
TBA in 10 wells; the %RSD was 21.4.
The method detection limits for TBA
in the EPA laboratory and the com-
mercial laboratory were 2.4 and 5
pg/L respectively. The reported con-
centrations of TBA ranged from 6 to
154 ug /L. The other commercial lab-
oratory had a minimum reporting
limit of 100 pg/L and did not detect
TBA in any of the water samples ana-
lyzed. The agreement between analy-
ses of MTBE, TAME, ETBE, and TBA
was good. The other oxygenates were
not present in these plumes at con-
centrations that made it possible to
make a comparison.

Ether Hydrolysis

Under norimal environmental condi-
tions ethers do not undergo hydroly-
sis at significant rates without
enzyme catalysis; even in acidified
(pH<2) groundwater samples, ethers
are generally stable (Church et al.,
1999), However, Wade (1998)
reported evidence of decreasing
MTBE concentrations in 91 acidified
groundwater samples collected over
a two-year period from a site known
to have experienced a release of gaso-
line that contained MTBE. He postu-
lated that acid-catalyzed hydrolysis
of MTBE during sample storage
could explain these observations.

Most protocols for the preserva-
tion of groundwater samples call for
the addition of a sufficient volume of
hydrochloric acid to adjust the pH of
the sample to < 2. As a practical mat-
ter, more acid is added than is needed
to preserve the samples. One stan-
dard drop of concentrated hydrochlo-
ric acid will adjust distilled water in a
standard 40 mL VOA vial to pH = 1.8.
Most field technicians add two or
three drops of acid to each 40 mlL
VOA vial. Typically, it takes seven
drops of acid to adjust a 40 mL VOA
vial to pHi=1. The majority of ground-
water samples that have been pre-
served with acid probably have a pH
of between 1 and 2.

As discussed in the preceding
section, if purge-and-trap is used as
the sample preparation procedure for
TBA and the other alcohols, then it
must be modified to increase method
sensitivity, or an alternate high-
temperature sample preparative
procedure must be used. One
straightforward approach to increase
sensitivity is to heat the water sample

to 80° C during sample preparation.
However, heating creates a problem
with conventional practice for pre-
serving groundwater samples.

If the sample is heated, the acid
commonly added to preserve the
sample can actually cause the
hydrolysis of ether bonds. As a con-
sequence, ether concentrations origi-
nally present in the sample may be
underestimated, and the concentra-
tion of the hydrolysis products may
be overestimated (e.g., TBA formed
from the MTBE hydrolysis),

These analytical errors can cause
errors in risk assessment, can lead to
the implementation of a remedial
technology that is not necessary, and
can bias an evaluation of monitored
natural attenuation (MNA). For
example, the alcohol that corre-
sponds to the ether is often the first
product of biotransformation of the
ether. Higher concentrations of the
alcohol and lower levels of the ether
may be interpreted erroneously as
evidence for natural bicdegradation
in the plume. Consequently, the time
required for MNA to achieve cleanup
goals may be significantly underpre-
dicted.

Recently, O'Reilly et al. (2001)
published rate constants that can be
used to calculate the effect of temper-
ature on the rate of acid hydrolysis of
MTBE in samples of groundwater.
They measured the rate of MTBE
hydrolysis at 26° and 37° C. As dis-
cussed above, a temperature of 86° C
is necessary to promote efficient
transfer of alcohols to the gas phase
for sampling. If the rates published
by O’'Reilly et al. are extrapolated to
80° C, they predict that MTBE should
be rapidly hydrolyzed to TBA during
analysis.

EPA/ORD measured the rate of
MTBE hydrolysis at 80° C at pH =1
and pH = 2; the results are presented
in Table 1. The water samples in the
heated headspace sampler are typi-
cally heated for 30 minutes before
they are analyzed. After 30 minutes
of incubation, 6 percent of the MTBE
was hydrolyzed to TBA at a pH of 2,
and 57 percent of MTBE was
hydrolyzed ata pH of 1.

Data documenting the hydrolysis
of MTBE during analysis of ground-
water samples from an MTBE plume
in California are presented in Table 2.
The samples were preserved in the
field with hydrochloric acid to pH <2

The EPA laboratory and one of

4
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Tahle 1

EFFECT OF PH ON THE EXTENT OF HYDROLYSIS OF MTBE* AT 80°C

Time of Incubation Percent MTBE
Preserved with {minules} MTBE (pg/L) | TBA (pg/L) Hydrelyzed
0 536 <3
ne 30 196 255 57%
on = 343 7%

1% trisodium 0 476 <3
phosphate 30 424 <3 <i%
pH > 12 60 432 <3 <1%

* The hydrolysis of 1 pg/L of MTBE should yield 0.84 pg/L of TBA. -

Talile 2

EFFECT OF SAMPLE PRESERVATION WITH HYDROCHLORIC ACID

ON THE MEASURED GONCENTRATIG_N OF T8

TBA {pg/L) MTBE (po/L)
corrected for corrected for | Percent MTBE
Sample 1D Ditution dilution dilutien Hydrolyzed
ML-12-16 none 3,230 89%

.-

8,551

and shipped to EPA’s R. S. Kerr Envi-
ronmental Research Center for analy-
sis using a static headspace sampler
(Method 5021).

The water samples were brought
to 80° C for 30 minutes prior to analy-
sis of the headspace by GC/MS.
Replicates of selected groundwater
samples were diluted and then ana-
lyzed. The concentration of TBA
reported for a sample was the sum of
the concentration of TBA that was
originally present plus the concentra-
tion of TBA produced from hydroly-
sis of MTBE.

For each tenfold dilution, the
concentration of acid used as a

preservative was diluted tenfold, the
rate of acid hydrolysis of MTBE was
reduced tenfold, and the concentra-
tion of TBA produced from hydroly-
sis was reduced. The reported
concentrations in Table 2 are cor-
rected for dilution of the sampie. The
reported concentration of TBA in the
undiluted samples was much higher
than in the diluted samples.

The last column in Table 2 pre-
sents the fraction of MTBE that was
hydrolyzed during analysis. The frac-
tion was calculated by assuming that
the reported concentration of TBA at
the highest dilution was the true con-
centration of TBA that was originally

present in the sample and that the
higher concentrations of TBA in the
undiluted samples were produced by
hydrolysis of MTBE.

In 15 undiluted samples, the frac-
tion of MTBE that was hydrolyzed
during analysis varied from 22 per-
cent to 89 percent, with a median of
62 percent hydrolyzed. The hydroly-
sis of MTBE in the undituted samples
increased the reported concentration
of TBA by a factor of four to eight.
When samples that were diluted 1:10
are compared to samples that were
diluted 1:100, the extent of hydrolysis
in the samples that were diluted 1:10
varied from 1 percent to 18 percent
with an average of about ¢ percent,

These data-quality problems
associated with the hydrolysis of
MTBE to TBA illustrate the impor-
tance of a quality assurance/ quality
control program. Any significant
hydrolysis of MTBE can be detected
easily if matrix spike samples are
included in the analyses. The accu- -
racy of the analysis is determined by
measuring the concentration of the
target compound present in a sam-
ple, then adding a known concentra-
tion of the target compound to a
replicate sample of the same water {(a
matrix spike} and again determining
the concentration of the target com-
pound. The concentration in the
matrix spike sample should equal the
sum of the spiked concentration and
the original concentration.

Therefore, if water samples are
preserved with acid, there is an
understandable concern as to
whether or not any of these data are
valid. Unfortunately, the answer to
this can only be determined by
reviewing the reports of analytical
results from each site of interest. The
things to look for are indications
of sample-preservation methods,
method operating parameters, qual-
ity assurance/quality control results,
and whether or not confirmatory
identification of analytes is provided.

The rate constants published by
O'Reilly et al. (2001) can be used to
estimate the stability of MTBE in
water samples. Figure 1 (page 6) pre-
sents predictions for water samples
that are preserved at pH=1 and
pH=2 and stored before analysis at
temperatures of 4° C, 16° C, and 20°
C. If the samples were refrigerated at
10° C or lower, less than 5 percent of

B continued on page 6
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the MTBE would be hydrolyzed in
the first 30 days of storage. If samples
were acidified to pH=1 and stored at
20° C, as much as 20 percent of the
MTBE could be hydrolyzed in 30
days. If groundwater samples are
refrigerated before analysis and all
the sample preparation methods are
carried out at ambient temperature
(as opposed to an elevated tempera-
ture of 80° ), there is minimal
opportunity for hydrolysis of the
ether oxygenates.

Preventihg Ether Hydrolysis
Through Improved Sample-
Preservation Technique

There are two widely used methods
of preservation: refrigeration and
chemical preservation (usually acidi-
fication). Often both methods are
used on the same samples. If acid
causes a problem with analysis of
MTBE and TBA, one might be
tempted to not use acid and rely on
refrigeration alone.

It is essential, however, to use
both a chemical preservative and
refrigeration for groundwater sam-
ples, especially if they are to be
analyzed for BTEX compounds.
Groundwater samples from perma-
nent wells typically contain micro-
organisms that are capable of
degrading BTEX relatively quickly
when oxygen is available. Contami-
nants may persist in groundwater
because the plume is devoid of dis-
solved oxygen, but groundwater
samples from wells invariably con-
tain dissolved oxygen, particularly if
samples were collected with a bailer.
In samples that have not been pre-
served, BTEX compounds may be
completely biodegraded in less than
two weeks (Wilson et al. 1994} and
MTBE and TBA may be completely
degraded within two weeks of stor-
age (Kane et al. 2001). -

As good practice, samples should
be packed in ice for shipment and
refrigerated during storage. The tem-
perature and general condition of the
samples upon receipt by the labora-
tory should be indicated on the
chain-of-custody. Samples should be
cold (preferably close to 4° C upon
arrival at the lab), they should be pre-
served, and they should be analyzed
within prescribed holding times.

If samples arrived at the lab
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FIGURE 1. Predicted effect of pH and temperature on the stability of MTBE in samples of

groundwater.

warm, if they weren’t preserved, if
they were analyzed past their hold-
ing time, or if acid-preserved samples
were analyzed using a heated
preparatory method, then there is a
chance that some of the MTBE was
hydrolyzed to TBA. If hydrolysis is a
possibility, then examine the quality
assurance/ quality control data pro-
vided with the analytical report. If
the recovery of MTBE (or other ether
oxygenate) from spiked samples is
near 100 percent, then hydrolysis of

MTBE during analysis was minimal

and should not be of concern.

We must reiterate that both a
chemical preservative and refrigera-
tion should be used to preserve sam-
ple integrity. Refrigeration by itself
may slow the rate of biological degra-
dation, but not to a useful extent. A
conventional refrigerator is often
near 10° C and refrigerated storage
for samples is usually near 4° C.

The temperature of groundwater
in the northern half of the United
States ranges from 10° C to 15°C. As
a consequence, the microorganisms
collected along with a groundwater
sample are already adapted to cold
conditions. Storage of samples with-
out a chemical preservative at 10°C
to 4° C will only slow the rate of bio-
logical degradation of BTEX by a fac-
tor of two to four at most. Although
refrigeration is only minimally effec-
tive in retarding biodegradation of

the sample, it is effective at inhibiting
the chemical deterioration of the
sample.

Kovacs and Kampbell (1999)
developed an alternative procedure
for chemically preserving groundwa-
ter samples that avoids hydrolysis of
ether oxygenates. Instead of using an
acid to lower the pH, samples are
preserved with a base to a pH greater
than 11. The elevated pH effectively
prevents the biodegradation of
organic compounds in the sample.
The ethers are not subject to base-cat-
alyzed hydrolysis, and a basic pH has
no adverse effect on BTEX or the
alcohol oxygenates (O'Reilly et al.
2001). The pH is elevated by adding a
salt of a weak acid (trisodium
phosphate dodecahydrate, or TSP),
instead of a solution of a strong base
such as potassium hydroxide. Table 1
compares MTBE hydrolysis in sam-
ples that were preserved with acid to
samples preserved with TSP. There
was no evidence of MTBE hydrolysis
to TBA in the samples that were pre-
served with TSP,

The Kovacs and Kampbell (1999)
procedure is safe and convenient. In
the laboratory, between 0.40 and 0.44
gram of TSP is added to each 40 mL
sample vial. Because it is more conve-
nient to measure the required
amount of TSP on a volume basis
rather than by weight, staff of the R.5.
Kerr Center use a precalibrated

6
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spoon (Hach # 907-00 or equivalent).
In the field, each vial is filled with the
groundwater sample and sealed
without headspace (the same as is
done if the sample is preserved with
acid).

The sait is added to excess. If a
portion of the salt is washed out of
the vial as the vial is filled with sam-
ple, enough TSP will remain to pre-
serve the sample. As the salt
dissolves, it buffers the sample to a
pH greater than 11.

No special handling of the sam-
ples is required prior to analysis,
although they should be stored in a
refrigerator at 4° C. Water samples
preserved with TSP are 1 percent
salt by weight. If purge-and-trap
{Method 5030) is used to prepare the
water samples, it is particularly
important to prevent the transfer of
aerosols from the purged water to the
trap and GC column. This should be
no different than current good labo-
ratory practice.

It is prudent to check the pH of
the sample with indicator paper to
ensure that the pH is greater than 11
prior to introducing it into the purge
vessel or the headspace sampler for
analysis. If it is necessary to analyze
samples that have already been pre-
served with acid, the acid can be
destroyed with TSP prior to analysis.
An amount of TSP sufficient to raise
the pH of the sample to greater than
11 is added to the sample vial, which
is quickly resealed without head-
space and shaken gently to dissolve
the salt. Generally, about 0.7 gram of
TSP is sufficient for a 40 mL VOA
vial, but sometimes (depending upon
the pH of the sample} more must be
added to elevate the pH to greater
than 11.

Recommended Protocol

The protocol described in this article
enables us to determine the presence
and concentration of all of the com-
mon oxygenates and BTEX at levels
of regulatory interest. Routine use of
this protocol will greatly improve the
quality of the data that are reported,
which in turn will enable us to make
better decisions, which will ulti-
mately result in more effective uti-
lization of available resources.
Because MTBE (and potentially
any other oxygenate} may be present
at any petroleum UST site, whether
the release is new or old, virtually

anywhere in the United States, it is
also important to respond promptly
to any petroleum release. The sooner
all of the contaminants in a plume are
identified and their subsurface extent
determined, the sooner a remedy can
be . selected and implemented.

Because a contaminant plume is
smaller and more easily managed
early on, the magnitude of the impact
and the overall cost of the cleanup
should be less than if the plume is
allowed to expand.

Consequently, it is prudent to
analyze samples for the entire suite of
oxygenates as identified in this proto-

- col (i.e., MTBE, TAME, ETBFE, DIPE,

TAEE, TAA, and TBA). Samples
should be prepared for analysis,
preferably using EPA Method 5030
heated to 80° C (although either
Method 5021 or Method 5032 may be
used if the laboratory can demon-
strate appropriate performance with
these methods).

The determinative method (e.g.,
Method 8260, 8015, or other appro-
priate method) should be calibrated
for the entire suite of oxygenates, and
these analytes should be reported for
every sample analyzed. With the
understanding that ethanol and
methanol are potentially present at
fuel release sites, it is also advisable
to have samples analyzed for these
alcohol oxygenates using appropriate
preparative and determinative meth-
ods.

EPA Method 8260 {or another
method that provides confirmatory
identification of all of the fuel oxy-
genates and can be demonstrated to
meet project data quality objectives)
is the preferred determinative analyt-

- ical method for fuel oxygenates (and

other contaminants of concern) when
the analyses will be used to (1) char-
acterize the three-dimensional extent
of a contaminant plume, (2) deter-
mine whether a site requires active
remediation, (3) select an active rem-
edy, (4) design an active remedy, (5)
determine whether a site has met
site-specific cleanup objectives, or ()
determine if it is no longer necessary
to continue monitoring a site.

After all of the oxygenates (and
other contaminants of concern) pre-
sent at a site have been identified and
their concentration and extent deter-
mined, future analyses might then be
conducted using a less expensive
determinative method (e.g., 8015).
Situations that might not require con-
firmatory analysis would include
routine long-term performance moni-
toring as part of a MNA remedy or
exposure management strategy.,

To properly implement this pro-
tocol, groundwater samples should
be collected from locations where
oxygenates are most likely to occur,
based on their chemical and physical
behavior. Because oxygenates are
more soluble than petroleum hydro-
carbons and can be more recalcitrant,
oxygenate plumes may be longer
than typical BTEX plumes.

Oxygenate plumes may also
“dive” beneath conventional moni-
toring wells and migrate undetected

until a drinking water source is

impacted. (See Weaver and Wilson's
article in LUSTLine #36.) To ensure
that such plumes aren’t migrating
undetected, samples should be col-
lected from a series of discrete sam-
pling points that draw in
groundwater only over short vertical
intervals. There should be a sufficient
number of sampling points to cover
the entire vertical distance over
which an oxygenate plume may
migrate. Generally this means that
additional sampling points are
required at progressively greater
depths below the water table as the
downgradient ' distance from the
source increases. Increasing the
length of monitoring well screens is
not appropriate as this will only
dilute the concentration of contami-
nants in the sample and mask the
true concentration in the plume.

To prevent constituents in the
samples from being biodegraded

W continued on page 8

7




LUSTLine Bulletin 42« Qcfeber 20002

m Analytical Methods from page7

during storage and transport, sam-
ples should be preserved. To prevent
chemical hydrolysis of the ether oxy-
genates during storage, the samples
should be preserved with a base
delivered as a salt (TSP), rather than
as a strong acid, and also refriger-
ated. Preservation with TSP will also
eliminate the possibility that ethers
will be hydrolyzed during sample
preparation. Stored samples should
be refrigerated at 4° C and analyzed
within the holding period. B
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MASS FLUX ESTIMATES TO ASSIST DECISION-MAKING
TECHNICAL BULLETIN

Tim Buscheck
. TimBuscheck@chevrontexaco.com _
ChevronTexaco Energy Research and Technology Company

Introduction

A conceptual site model (CSM) is a tool to manage contaminated sites. A CSM is a
written or graphical summary of the likely sources, pathways, and receptors for a site.
The CSM is revised as additional data are collected. The CSM should be used to assist
decisions regarding site characterization and remediation. Risk-based decisions are
typically concentration-based, applying the highest concentrations measured at a
contaminant release site in a concentration versus distance framework. A concentration-
based approach does not distinguish between small and large releases. This type of
approach does not account for the contaminant mass flux from a release site.

Einarson and Mackay (2001) describe a complete conceptual model for a contaminant
release site and water supply well. This Technical Bulletin summarizes Einarson and
Mackay (2001) and information found in the “Supplementary Material to the ES&T Feature
Article.”  The Einarson and Mackay (2001) conceptual model accounts for the
contaminant mass flux from a release site and the mixing of groundwater caused by a
supply well. Figure 1 illustrates capture of a dissolved piume by a supply well. Mass flux
estimates are useful to prioritize sites and evaluate potential impacts to receptor wells,
Mass flux estimates may also be used for commingled plumes to determine the impact of
individual sites on receptors. ‘

e e e ——

Source
Zone

|
Supply Well 7

Capture Zone —\ o

RS

Figure 1. Complete Conceptual Model: Plume + Supply Well
(Einarson and Mackay, 2001)
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The mass flux calculation is an estimate of the contaminant mass flowing past a cross
section in the groundwater system per unit time (grams per day or g/d). This approach
can distinguish between small and large releases. The mass flux estimates at multiple
transects, perpendicular to the direction of groundwater flow across the plume, can also
be used to demonstrate naturai attenuation. If remediation is required, the mass flux
estimate can be used to select the remedial alternative. For example, the contaminant
mass flux can be used to determine oxygen demand {(or demand for other electron
acceptors) exerted by the target compound for a biostimulation remedy. '

Estimating the Mass Flux of Contaminants from a Release Site

There are three methods to estimate the mass flux from a release site that appear to offer

promise for practical application:

» Snapshot sampling of transects of single- or multi-level monitoring wells across a
plume

e Short-term plume capture and extraction by pumping from one or more wells

+ Remediation system performance data

It is important to note, however, that more demonstration sites are required to determine
the accuracy and precision of these methods for different contaminant settings and
densities of monitoring or extraction well transects.

Transects of Monitoring Wells Across a Plume

Sampling transects can consist of single- or multi-level monitoring wells. Single-screened
wells may be adequate for thin plumes or if the groundwater flow system is relatively
homogeneous. For more complex hydrogeological conditions, transects of multi-level
wells are preferred to delineate the dissolved plume. Monitoring well transects should be
perpendicutar-to groundwater flow direction, although it may be possible to utilize data
from angled transects if appropriate corrections are made in the calculations described
below. To account for a large percentage of the contaminant mass, sampling points
should extend a sufficient distance (both laterally and vertically) so the plume is bounded
by concentrations at least two orders of magnitude below concentrations in the core of the
plume. Itis also necessary to estimate the groundwater velocity (specific discharge) using
Darcy's Law. The calculation of specific discharge requires reliable estimates of hydraulic
conductivity, which would be available from a pumping test or slug test(s).

A cross section is drawn parallel to the transect, showing concentration contours and/or
boundaries of the hydrostratigraphic units. Polygons are defined based on the distances
separating the sampling points (see example below). The areas of these polygons are
used in equation (1). The product of the contaminant concentration, area of the polygon,
and specific discharge, yields the contaminant mass flux through the polygon (Ms).
Einarson and Mackay (2001) provide the following equation for the summation of these
values as an estimate of the total mass flux (Mg4) across the transect:

Ma = Z Mai = Z CiAiqicr equ. (1)
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where:

Mg = contaminant mass flux across a transect (g/d)

Ma = contaminant mass flux through polygon i (g/d)

n = number of polygons

C,= average contaminant concentration within polygon i (ug/L or ppb)

i = specific discharge (ft/d) (product of hydraulic conductivity and hydraulic gradient)
A; = cross sectional area of polygon i (ft?) '

¢ = units conversion factor = 2.83 x 10°° (g-L)/(ug-ft®)

Short-Term Capture and Extraction of the Plume by Pumping

A second method to estimate contaminant mass discharge is based on short-term
pumping of wells located in a transect across the plume. This technique, developed by
German researchers (Bockelmann et al., 2000), relies on capturing the contaminated
groundwater flowing within the plume. Ideally, pumping should continue until steady stale
conditions are achieved, although the German researchers are exploring methods to
interpret non-steady state data. An advantage of this method, assuming that it does in
fact capture all of the plume, is that it does not require interpolation of contaminant
concentrations between monitoring points, as is the case with transects of monitoring
wells. Depending on the number of extraction wells needed to capture the contaminated
groundwater, one or several wells can be used. Einarson and Mackay {2001) calculate
contaminant M, as:

Ma = Z QiCin equ. {2)

where;

Mg = contaminant mass flux (g/d)

Q; = extraction rate from well i (gal/min)

Ci = contaminant concentration measured in extracted groundwater (ug/L or ppb)
¢t = units conversion factor = 5.45 x 10 (min-L-g)/(d-gal-ug)

Remediation System Performance Data

A third method to estimate contaminant mass flux entails the calculation of mass removail
rate for an operating remediation system, which is known to be capturing the entire plume.
The mass removal rate for a pump and treat system near a nonagueous phase liquid
{NAPL) source area is likely an overestimation of the mass fiux for ambient conditions
because the hydraulic gradient induced by pumping is greater than the ambient gradient
and may therefore increase the contaminant emanation from the NAPL zone. However,
the calcuiation of mass removal can be useful, particularly where remediation is oceurring
at two or more release sites and the task is to determine the relative contributions of the
sites to a receptor. Using this method to compare two sites assumes the remediation
systems have similar recovery efficiencies, i.e. capture the same fraction of the plume
mass discharge at each site and/or have the same positive bias caused by increased
hydraulic gradient near the NAPL sources. The mass removal rate for a pump and treat
system is calculated using equation (2) above. C;is the influent concentration to the
groundwater treatment system. At a site where groundwater extraction and soil vapor
extraction (SVE) are both being conducted, the SVE mass removal rate can also be
calculated. While the SVE mass removal rate is not as relevant to the dissolved
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contaminant mass flux, it can be compared to the groundwater extraction mass removal
rate to evaluate the performance of the remedial strategy.

Contaminant Mass Flux to a Water Supply Well

Mass flux estimates are useful to prioritize sites and evaluate the impact on a receptor

well. According to Einarson and Mackay (2001), M; emanating from the source zone can

not exceed My extracted from the supply well, if the following six conditions are satisfied:

" e The flow field is constant {in rate and direction) '

e The release rate of dissolved contaminants from the source zone is constant

+ The entire plume is captured by the supply well

s Mass transfer processes (sorption and diffusion into low permeability units) within the
saturated zone are at equilibrium

» Mass transfer from the saturated zone (volatilization, transpiration, etc.) is negligible

e There is no loss of mass due to in situ biotic or abiotic transformation

In general, most sites will deviate from the six conditions in ways that resulf in an
overestimation of the contaminant mass flux to the supply well. For example, if the last
condition is not valid and biodegradation of the target contaminant occurs, the mass flux
declines along the direction of groundwater flow. By estimating mass flux at multiple
transects across a plume, a natural attenuation rate can be calculated.

If NAPL is depleted of MTBE by the time monitoring is conducted, a transect near the
source may Yield a lower Mythan a transect in a more downgradient portion of the plume.

The hydraulic capture zone of the supply we!l should be determined in order to assess the
risk of impacting the supply well. The contaminant mass flux calculation from a source
zone or migrating past any transect across the plume can be used to estimate the
concentration in a downgradient supply weli, given the six conditions described above.
The concentration in the supply well is defined by Einarson and Mackay (2001) as:

Csw= Cf equ. {3) )
Qsw
where: &
C.w = maximum concentration of contaminant in water extracted from the supply well
{ug/L or ppb)

Mg = contaminant mass flux from release site (g/d)
Q.qw = supply well pumping rate {gal/min)
¢; = units conversion factor = 184 (ug-gal_—d)l(g—L-min)

Given an estimate of contaminant mass flux and the receptor well pumping rate, it is
possible to estimate the receptor well concentration. Figure 2 is a nomogram from
Einarson and Mackay (2001) to estimate concentrations in a pumping well, based on the
mass flux estimate and the supply well pumping rate. '
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Figure 2: Nomogram to Estimate Concentrations in a Pumping Welt
(Einarson and Mackay, 2001)

Example Mass Flux Estimates

Transects of Monitoring Weills Across a Plume

At a former service station in northern California, 23 Geoprobe borings were advanced to
define the site stratigraphy and the three-dimensional extent of MTBE and other gasoline
constituents. A muiti-level well cluster was installed to define the occurrence of three
water-bearing zones. Between 8 and 15 feet below grade (fbg), an unconfined, “perched”
water table zone is present within fine-grained materials. The “shallow permeable zone”
occurs at 18 to 22 fbg and the groundwater flow direction is to the west (Figure 3).
Specific discharge in the “shallow permeable zone” is 0.34 fi/d, based on a pumping test
performed in that zone. The “deeper permeabie zone” is between 38 and 48 fbg. The
shallow and deeper permeable zones are confined water-bearing zones. Groundwater
elevations measured in the monitoring well cluster consisting of MW-13A (perched), MW-5
(shallow}, and MW-13B (deeper), demonstrate an upward hydraulic gradient. MTBE was
detected in the “shallow permeable zone” but not in the “deeper permeable zone.”
Therefore, the mass flux estimates below are based on MTBE concentrations in the
“shallow permeable zone.”

Figure 3 is a site map for the former service station, which iilustrates MTBE plume
contours for October 1997. Figure 3 also shows the locations of two transects,
approximately perpendicular to the direction of groundwater flow. Transect 1 is about 50
feet from the former USTs and transect 2 is 100 feet downgradient of the first transect.
Table 1 summarizes the mass flux calculation for transect 1, which includes three
monitoring wells (MW-5, 6, and 10) and two Geoprobe well points (GP-4 and 5. (Well
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point GP-3, shown in Figure 3, was not included in transect 1 because it was completed at
a greater depth.) The polygon thickness for the monitoring wells is defined by the well
. screen thickness. The polygon thlckness for the Geoprobe well points is 4 feet, the
thickness of the “shallow permeable zone”, based on boring logs.
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Figure 4. Mass Flux Transect 2

Figure 4 is a cross section for transect 2, constructed with six Geoprobe well points.
MTBE concentrations in the “shailow permeable zone” are posted in F:gure 4. The MTBE
mass flux for transect 2 is summarized in Table 2.
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Table 1. MTBE Mass Flux Across Transect 1
MTBE Polygon Specific Mass
Concentration| Length Thickness Area Discharge Flux
Well Point C (ug/lL) L {ft) b (ft) A (ft2) q (ft/d) Mdi (g/d) |
MW-6 0 42 7.5 315 0.34 0.00
GP-5 5.8 40 4 160 0.34 0.01
GP-4 900 31.5 4 126 0.34 1.09
MW-5 330 62.5 9 562.5 0.34 1.79
MW-10 0 108 8 864 0.34 0.00
Mass Flux Across Transect, Md {g/d) 2.9
Table 2. MTBE Mass Flux Across Transect 2
Polygon Specific Mass
Concentration Length Thickness Area Discharge Flux
Well Point C {uglL) L (ft) b {it) A (ft2) q (ft/d) Mdi (g/d)
GP-11 0 75 4 300 0.34 0.00
GP-10 5.9 69.5 4 278 0.34 0.02
GP-9 630 63 4 252 0.34 1.53
GP-8 220 61.5 4 246 0.34 0.52
GP-17 19 52 4 208 0.34 0.04
GP-19 0 46 4 184 0.34 0.00
Mass Flux Across Transect, Md (g/d) 2.1

Note: Assume ND=0 ug/L

The MTBE mass flux is estimated to be 2.9 g/d across transect 1 and 2.1 g/d across
transect 2. These mass flux rates are very small, consistent with a low strength plume.
The site hydrogeology and stratigraphy made it possible to estimate MTBE mass flux
based on single level well points. A site with more complex hydrogeology would require
multi-level wells points and/or short screened monitoring wells.

Remediation System Performance Data

Sites 1 and 2 are located within 500 feet of a receptor well, which was pumping at
approximately 1200 gpm before it was shut in because MTBE was detected at 1.1 ppb.
Table 3 summarizes the remediation performance data at Sites 1 and 2. A pump and
treat system was operated for 42 months at Site 1. At Site 2, a pump and treat system
was operated for 31 months and a SVE system was operated for 38 months.

Table 3. Mass Removal Rates at Remediation Sites

Cumulative MTBE Mass Cumulative
MTBE Mass MTBE Mass Removal Rate in MTBE Mass
Removal Rate in [ Removal inthe | the Vapor Phase | Removal in the
Site the Dissoclved Dissolved Phase SVE System Vapor Phase
Phase (g/d) ‘ (kg) _{g/d) (kg) ~
1 24 3.0
2 45.8 43.0 618 1129

The Site 1 MTBE mass removal rate in the dissolved phase (extracted groundwater) is
estimated to be 2.4 g/d and the cumulative MTBE removal estimate is 3.0 kg. The MTBE
mass flux at Site 2 is estimated to be 45.8 g/d and the cumulative MTBE removal estimate
is 43.0 kg. As noted earlier, these mass removal rates are likely an overestimation of
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mass flux for ambient conditions. Assuming the hydraulic effects caused by the extraction
systems are similar at both sites, these performance data suggest that Site 2 releases
almost 20 times as much MTBE as Site 1. The Figure 2 nomogram suggests that the
natural mass flux from Site 1 alone would likely not result in a detectable MTBE
concentration in the supply well. As shown in this example, mass removal rates can be
useful to estimate maximum mass flux values, which can, in some instances, be used to
determine the contributions of two or more sites to a receptor well.

Summary

e Mass flux estimates at release sites may be a useful and economical way to
prioritize the need for site remediation.
Given the economics of direct push technologies, it may be cost-effective to install an
appropriate number of well points to estimate mass flux. In some cases, the existing
monitoring well / well point network may be adequate to estimate mass flux. This type
of estimate can be very useful in making remediation decisions.

» Mass flux estimates may be used for commingled plumes to determine the
contributions from individual sites to a receptor well.
As illustrated with the remediation example for Sites 1 and 2 above, this calculation can
be done with remediation system performance data (or with transects). If done properly,
these calculations can be used to assign responsibility at comminged plumes.

» Mass flux estimates can be used to properly scale remediation systems. :
In situ remediation systems can be focused on the area of the greatest mass flux. Ex-
situ systems can be designed to handle the expected flux-based concentration. This
can result in a smaller treatment system than one based on monitoring well
concentrations.

» Mass flux calculations for remediation sites can be used to evaluate system
performance.
By comparing mass removal rates for different remedial options, it is possible to
evaluate system performance. For example, the removal rate for the SVE system at
Site 2 above suggests SVE is an effective remedial technology and residual NAPL
containing MTBE remains in the source zone in the vadose zone, i.e. accessible to SVE.

+ Additional estimates for MTBE mass flux will be needed to demonstrate the utility
of this method.
ERTC would like to collect more data to evaluate the mass flux estimate as a tool in our
prioritization process for sites contaminated with MTBE.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘ .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES g«
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Division

StID 4618 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
_ Oakland, CA 94621
April 18, 1995 (510) 271-4320

Mr. Mark Milani

Earth Tech

2030 Addison St, Sulte 500
Berkeley, CA 94704

RE: Mill Springs Park Apartments, 1809 Railroad Ave, Livermore

Dear Mr. Milani:

This office is in reciept of Earth Tech’s April 1995 LNAPL
Assessment Report, and a deposit of $200.00 for the review of the
case file for the above referenced site. Upon review of the
files, past activities included remedial action to remove soil
contaminated with #6 fuel oil and oil and grease. It appears the
recent detection of gasoline constituents in free phase in the
ongsite monitoring well may be from an offsite source.

Case closure was granted by the SF-RWQCB on December 24, 1993,
after the onsite well was sampled for two years without detecting
elevated levels of TPH or BTEX. A maximimum of 4.5 ppb benzene
was detected in the past. :

At this time, this case will not be re-opened: A potential
upgradient source of the gasoline release has been identified.
This office will require the responsible party of the site up-
gradient from Mill Springs Park Apartments to fully delineate the
extent of their plume and to assess if their plume has impacted
your client"s site. 4

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

ICON /.

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Jim Hardy, Wingfield Venture Fund, 121 E Maple Street,
Hinsdale, IL 60521
John Rutherford, Desert Petroleum, P.0O.Box 1601, Oxnard.
CA 93032
files

millapr.1
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February 8, 2001

Balaji Angle
35584 Conovan Ln
Fremont, CA 94536

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,
CLAIM NO. 011496, PRE-APPROVAL REQUEST NO. 4
SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94550

I have reviewed your request, received on January 31, 2001, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; please use this form in

the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective action costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the January 2, 2001, Conor Pacific workplan approved by the Alameda County EHD
(County) in their January S, 2001 letter, is $16,449; see the table below for a breakdown of costs.

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: necessary (as
determined by the Fund) corrective action costs for action work directed and approved by the
County will be eligible for reimbursement at costs consistent with those pre-approved in this
letter. However, depending on what happens in the field, some costs may not actually be
necessary. If the Fund agrees that they were in fact necessary, the Fund will reimburse at
reasonable rates (rates consistent with those pre-approved.)

In an effort to expedite future reimbursement requests associated with the implementation of the
corrective action tasks pre-approved in this letter, we ask that the attached 'Pre-Approval Specific
Reimbursement Request Form' be completed, updated and submitted with each reimbursement
request. All relevant supporting documentation must also be included with each reimbursement

request.

In order for future costs for corrective action to be part of the expedited reimbursement
process, they must be pre-approved in writing by Fund staff.

All costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of Article 11, Chapter 16,
Underground Storage Tank Regulations in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Balaji Angle -2- February 8, 2001
Claim No. 011496 Pre-Approval Request No. 4

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Amount Pre-

Task* Comments
Approved
) Preparation of WP, H&S plan, traffic control plan, arrange
Pre-Field  Access off-site access, pre-mark borings, schedulling and
1 | negotiations, $2,946 permitting and all other necessary activities associated with
schedulling and per pre-field work. .
Drill two soil borings to 70' bgs (each). Collect soil
samples at 5' interval for lithological logging. Includes all
2 $8,651 costs associated with drilling, logging, sampling, wells

Drilling
development and traffic coordination. Includes Lab

analysis of soil samples.

Survey the newly installed wells TOC to a benchmark of
know clevation above MSL. Wells gauging, sampling,
traffic control and survying. All costs associated with GW
sampling and lab analysis.

Prepare detailed SAR (sections for site background, |.
history,  geology, geohydology, field activites,
4 Reporting $2,965 methodology, log of borings, figures, corss-sections,
isoconcentration maps in soil and GW [TPH(g), benzene,
MTBE], conclusions & Recommendations

Surveymg and GW $1,887
sampling

TOTAL PRE-
APPROVED 516,449

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Conor Pacific’s January 2, 2001 cost estimate,

* Only the tasks/costs reflected on the above table are pre-approved at this time. The Fund will
review any tasks/costs that go beyond the pre-approved amount to be determined if the
additional tasks and costs are necessary and reasonable. However, if costs exceed the above
pre-approved amounts, the Fund will be unable to expedite your Reimbursement Request.

¢ The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

o If a different scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs
on the new scope of work.

e Although I have referred to the Conor Pacific proposal in my pre-approval above, please be
aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot compel
you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in the
proposal dated January 2, 2001 by Conor Pacific for conducting the work approved by the
County for implementing the January 2, 2001, Conor Pacific workplan.

California Environmental Protection Agency

)
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Balajt Angle -3- February g, 2001
Claim No. 011496 Pre-Approval Request No. 4

[ also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids,
or a bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary future corrective action
work. If you need assistance in procuring contractor and consultant services, don’t hesitate to

call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in

the Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-
approval before you will be reimbursed. Please insure that your consultant prepares their

invoices to include the required breakdown of costs on a time and materials basis, that
invoiced tasks are consistent with the original proposal, and that reasonable explanations are
provided for any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the
invoices are submitted you must include copies of all.

e subcontractor invoices,
o technical reports, when available, and
o applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 341-5831.

Sincerely,

zepaltd

Hari Patel, Sanitary Engineering Associate
Technical Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Eva Chu
- Alameda County EHD
I/ 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FI.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Profection Agency
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ALAMEDA COUNTY $
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700
StID 1689 FAX (510) 337-9335

January 5, 2001

Mr. Balaji Angle

Angle Enterprises

5131 Shattuck Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

RE: Workplan Approval for B&C Gas Mini Mart, 2008 1* Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Mr. Angle:

{ have completed review of Conor Pacific's January 2001 Workplan Addendum for
Additional Downgradient Investigation prepared for the above referenced site. The
proposal to install two additional downgradient wells to delineate the extent of the MTBE/
BTEX plume is acceptable. It is my understanding that Conor Pacific may encounter
difficulties in gaining access to the properties where the wells are proposed. This Agency
will assist with obtaining access, if necessary. If Conor Pacific encounters difficulties, they
may also consider re-locating the wells. If new locations are proposed, they should still be
down-gradient of wells MW-8 and MW-13 and closer in, rather than further away.

The workplan addendum should be implemented as soon as possible. Please provide at
least 72 hours advance notice of field activities. If you have any questions, | can be
reached at (510) 567-6762.

sz Ao~ ———

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Mark Smolley
Conor Pacific
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G
Mountain View, CA 94043

desert32
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Balaji Angle
35584 Conovan Ln
Fremont, CA 94536

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 011496,
SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94550

[ have reviewed your request, received on December 27, 2000, for pre-approval of corrective
action costs. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; please use this
form in the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective action costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the September 1, 2000, Conor Pacific workplan approved by the Alameda County
EHD (County) in their September 11, 2000 letter, is $ 18,999; see the table below for a

breakdown of costs.

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: necessary (as
determined by the Fund) corrective action costs for action work directed and approved by the
County will be eligible for reimbursement at costs consistent with those pre-approved in this
letter. However, depending on what happens in the field, some costs may riot actually be
necessary. If the Fund agrees that they were in fact necessary, the Fund will reimburse at
reasonable rates (rates consistent with those pre-approved.)

In an effort to expedite future reimbursement requests associated with the implementation of the
corrective action tasks pre-approved in this letter, we ask that the attached 'Pre-Approval Specific
Reimbursement Request Form' be completed, updated and submitted with each reimbursement
request. All relevant supporting documentation must also be included with each reimbursement

request. —_

In order for future costs for corrective action to be part of the expedited reimbursement
process, they must be pre-approved in writing by Fund staff.

All costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of Article 11, Chapter 16,
Underground Storage Tank Regulations in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

California Environmental Profection Agency
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Balaji Angle -2- January 2, 2001
Claim No. 011496

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Task* Amount Pre-Approved Comments
1 i . This cost is for all time, material
Quarterly Sampling & Analysis $12,979 and labor associated with this task.
Ancillary charges are not
i approved. All receipts for all
2 | Reporting $6,020 services must be submitted at the
time of reimbursement.
TOTAL PRE-APPROVED " $18,999 This is the cost for 4 events,

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Conor Pacific’s November 10, 2000 cost estimate.

* Only the tasks/costs reflected on the above table are pre-approved at this time. The Fund will
review any tasks/costs that go beyond the pre-approved amount to be determined if the
additional tasks and costs are necessary and reasonable. However, if costs exceed the above
pre-approved amounts, the Fund will be unable to expedite your Reimbursement Request.

» The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board. ‘

e If adifferent scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pfe-approval of costs
on the new scope of work.

* Although I have referred to the Conor Pacific proposal in my pre-approval above, please be
aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot compel
you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in the
proposal dated November 10, 2000 by Conor Pacific.

[ also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids,
or a bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary future corrective action
work. If you need assistan¢® in procuring contractor and consultant services, don’t hesitate to
call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in
the Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-
approval before you will be reimbursed. Please insure that your consultant prepares their
invoices to include the required breakdown of costs on a time and materials basis, that
invoiced tasks are consistent with the original proposal, and that reasonable explanations are
provided for any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the
invoices are submitted you must include copies of all:

e subcontractor invoices,

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Balaji Angle -3- January 2, 2001
Claim No. 011496

s technical reports, when available, and
e applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 341-5757.

Sincerely,

Sunil Ramdass, Water Resources Control Engineer
Technical Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Enclosure

cc: Mr. Thomas Peacock
Alameda County EHD
1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FL
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency

<
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November 10, 2000

Mr. Sunil Ramdass .

State Water Resources Control Board

UST Cleanup Fund, Technical Review Unit
P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Re: Request for Pre-Approval of Corrective Action Costs, Claim No. 011496, Site Address:
2008 First Street, Livermore CA 94550

Dear Mr. Ramdass:

I am responding to your letter of October 24, 2000 that addressed my request for Pre-
Approval of Corrective Action Costs for the B&C Gas Mini Mart at 2008 First Street,
Livermore, California. The October 24, 2000 letter indicated that you are approving $14,855
from the total requested amount of $19,235 for Quarterly Groundwater Sampling, Analysis
and Reporting, Based on the following information, I am requesting that you re-evaluate the
amount approved.

1. The hours budgeted for the Technician in Task 1 were reduced from 90 to 52 hours. This
does not seem reasonable given the number of wells that are sampled at the B&C site.
Nine wells are sampled each quarter and an additional seven wells are sampled annually.
This equates to approximately 11 wells for cach quarterly event. The Cost Guidelines for
the UST Cleanup Fund (July 1996) budgets 12 hours for sampling six 50-foot decp wells
during a quarterly event. The average depth of the wells at the B&C site is more than 60
feet, with some of the wells being deeper than 100 feet. Using the information listed
above, the following calculation shows the approximate number of hours that might be
anticipated for sampling the B&C site:

11 wells sampled/6 wells typical x 12 hours/quarter x 4 quarters/year = 88 hours

Based on this information, the 90 hours budgeted in the Conor Pacific Cost Estimate
seems reasonable.

2. The mileage rate was reduced from 0.43/mile to 0.35/mile according to the Cost
Guidelines and I understand the reason for this change. However, the number of miles
was reduced from 280 to 160 although the Cost Guidelines budget 60 miles per quarterly
event. My consultant, Conor Pacific is located approximately 45 miles one-way from the
B&C site. The mileage budgeted should be at:least 240 miles based on the Cost
Guidelines, if not the 360 actual miles, Q\




I \

I;/Ir. Sunil Ramdass () o R .

11/10/00

3. The Purge Water/Drum Disposal cost of $2,000 was not approved since the B&C site has
a Sewer Discharge Permit. The purge water from some of the wells is discharged to the
sewer, however the water from at least five of the wells is hazardous and this water is
disposed at an approved hazardous waste disposal facility. Therefore, the $2,000 disposal
costs are necessary. In addition, since this disposal cost is necessary, the 15% mark-up of
$300 on these costs is also appropriate.

4, The ancillary charges of $200 are for report copying costs. | understand that the Cost
Guidelines budget $12 per quarter for these costs. I can agree that the costs should be
reduced from $200 annually to $48.

Based on the information presented in Items 2 and 4, I requested that Conor Pacific revise
their cost estimate, which is attached. I hope that you can approve the revised Cost Estimate
of $19,047. I do not want to have to get bids from other consultants at this time and feel that
this would considerably delay the Corrective Action Process. When I originally hired Conor
Pacific in 1997, they were competitively priced. Since the hourly rates for the UST Cleanup
Fund work have not been changed since 1996, [ expect that it will be difficult to find other
technically competent firms that are willing to work at these rates.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my request.

Sincerely,

ala)i Angle
Angle Enterprises

Attachment: Cost Estimate from Conor Pacific

Page 2




conor paciFicErw @ o
COST ESTIMATE - REVISED

CLIENT: Mr. Balaji Angle DATE: November 10, 2000

PROJECT: B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore, _ PROJECT NO. BNC 103

Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring - 3rd Quarter 2000 Through 2nd Quarter 2001

DESCRIPTION UNIT UNIT QUANTITY COST SUB- TASK

COST TOTAL TOTAL |

MMARY: .

TASK 1 - Quarterly Sampling and Analysis $12,979

TASK 2 - Reporting ‘ $6,068
TOTAL $19,047

TASK 1 - Quarterly Sampling and Analysis
SCOPE: Quarterly sampling and analysis of nine wells MW-2, 5, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, D-2, (MS)MW-1),
and dispose of purge water. Included are additional analyses for 8260 oxygenates per Alameda County
Environmental Health Services request.
Annual sampling and analysis of seven additional wells MW-1, 3, 4, 6, 9, 11, and D-1) during 3rd quarter 2000

Professional Services
Technician hour $50 90 $4,500
Geologist ‘ hour $75 4 $300 $4,300
Chargeable Equipment
Mileage mi $0.35 240 584
Pamp day $50 8 $400
Bailer each $5 50 $250
pH, EC, temp, DO meter day $50 8 $400
Water Level Indicator day $20 8 $160 $1,294
Indirect Charges
35-gallon drums each $s0 10 $500
Purge Water/Drum disposal drum $200 10 $2,000
City Sewer Discharge Permit year $250 1 $250
TPHg/BTEX/MTBE each $s5 50 $2,750
EPASB260 for oxygenates each $140 4 $560
Administrative Fee (15% of Indirect) ' $825 $6,885
TASK TOTAL $12,979
TASK 2 - Reporting
SCOPE: Prepare report and submit to client and agencies
Professional Services
Admin, Support hour $35 - 4 $140
Drafter * hour $45 8 $360
Geologist hour - %75 64 $4,800
Sr. Geologist hour $90 8 $720 $6,020
Consumable Materials ‘
Report each $12 4 $438 $48
TASK TOTAL $6,068
PROJECT TOTAL $19,047

\WProjects\BNC1103400_01cost_revised.xls CONOR PACIFIC
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Facsimile
To: Ms, Eva Chu, Alameda County From: Katrin Schiiewen
Environmental Health Services Phone:  Bus (650) 843-3828
Phone: Business (510) 567-6762 Fax (650) 843-3815
Fax (510) 337-9335 Date: November 14, 2000
Re: Conor Pacific response to State Proj. No.; BNC103

Tank Fund regarding lowering of
costs for quarterly sampling.

Number of pages including cover sheat:

Romarks: 3 Urgent [0 Fiease review ] Reply ASAP [0 Pisase Comment
Dear Ms. Chu,

This is our response to the Mr. Sunil Ramdass of the State Tank Fund regarding lowering our
quarterly sampling costs. Since any correspondance must go through Mr. Angle, and since
Mr. Angle is out of the country until November 18", Mr. Ramdass likely has not received this
response yet. It is also up to Mr. Angle whether to send the response as is. You can contact
either myself or Mark Smolley regarding this letter, Mark Smolley reviewed our costs, the
State Fund Cost Guidelines, and prepared this response in Mr. Angle’s namne. We hope that
this matter can be resolved quickly, and thank you very much for your interest.

KL

1 you have received thiz tmrgmission In error, please celf the sendar immadialely. I you are nol the intandad recipient of his facsimils, you are hereby
nolifled that the informalion in this facsimie may ba confidential, propriotary, andjor logally priviiagad infarmation, and that any capying or dislriturtion of this
information ja prohjbited. Thank you for your conporation.
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‘CONOR PACIFIC/EFW

COST ESTIMATE - REVISED _

CLIENT: M. Balaji Angle DATE: November 10, 2000

PROJECT: B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore, PROJECT NO. BNC 103

Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring - 3rd Quzuter 2000 Thruugh 2nd Quarter 2001

DESCRIPTION UNIT UNIT QUANTITY COST SUB- TASK
COST TOTAL TOTAL

MMARY: :

TASK 1 - Quarterly Sampling and Analysis _ $12,979

TASK 2 - Reporting : _ 36,068

TOTAL ' 512,047

TASK 1 - Quarterly Sampling and Analysis
SCOPE: Quarterly sampling and analysis of nine wells (MW-2, 5, 7, §, 10, 12, 13, D-2, (MS)MW-1}, :
and dispose of purge water. Included are additional analyses for 8260 nygenartes per Alameda County
Environmentsl Health Services request.
Annual sampling and analysis of seven edditional wells (MW-1,3, 4,6, 9, 11, and D-l) during 3xd guacter 2000

Professional Services
Technician hour ‘ $50 90 84,500
Geologist " hour $75 4 $300 $4,800
Chargeable Equqnm:n!
Mileage mi $0.35 240 fz4
Pump day $50 8 $400
Bailer each, ) $5 50 $250
pH, EC, temp, DO meter day $50 8 $400
Water Level Indicator day 520 8 $160 51,294
Indirect Charges ‘
55-gallon drums - each ' $50 10 $500
Puxge Water/Drum disposal . drum, $200 10 $2,000
City Sewer Discharge Permit year 3250 i $250
TPHg/BTEX/MTEBE each §55 50 $2,750
BPAS&260 for oxygenates each 5140 4 $560
Administrative Fee (15%6 of Indirect) ' §825 %6, 885
TASK TOTAL $12,97%
TASK 2 - Reporting
SCOPE: Prepars report and submit to client and agencies
Professional Services
Admin. Support hour $35 - 4 $140
Drafter © hour $4s 8 $360
Geologist hour 875 64 $4,800
8r. Geologist hour $90 8 $720 6,020
Consumuable Materials ‘
Report each $12 4 $48 548
TASK TOTAL $6,068
PROJECT TOTAL $19,047

\\Projects\BNCAI03\00_0OIcost_revised.xls _ CONOR PACIFIC
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Facsimile

To: Ms. Eva Chu, Alameda County From: Katrin Schliewer
Environmental Health Services " Phone: Bus (650) 843-3828

Phone: Business (510) 567-6762 Fax (650) 843-3815
Fax (510)337-9335 Date:  November 13, 2000

Re: B&C Mini Mart workplan due : R '
Nov 13, 2000, Proj. No.: BNC103

Number of pages including cover sheat: 1

Remarks: O Urgent 7] Pleasereview [ Reply ASAP [} Pleass Comment
Dear Ms. Chu,

I understand that you have been away from the office for several days and with this fax I am
following up on two phone messages 1 left at your office during the past week.

On Septernber 11, 2000 you sent us a letter titled Additional Groundwater Monitoring Wells
at 2008 15t Street, Livermore, CA specifying a November 13, 2000 deadline for a workplan
. proposing a minimum of two groundwater monitoring wells installed to better delineate the
lateral extent of the plume to the north-northwest. We are unable to submit the requested
4./ workplan at this time because (1) Mr. Angle of B&C Mini Mart is away to attend to a family
. é " emergency, and (2) we are in the process of reviewing and justifying quarterly monitoring
4’12{) costs to the State Water Resources Control Board Tank Fund which may affect our future

Qy’x \\0\ ' work at the B&C Mini Mart site.

We hope that we will be able to continue our regular groundwater monitoring at the site and

Y proceed with further characterization of the existing plume, as soon as the above mentioned
iterns are finalized. We anticipate receiving a reply from the Tank Fund by the middle of
December and look forward to agreeing on a new due date for the workplan.

Please note that as of November 15, 2000, we will have a new office location and phone

number, as follows:
2580 Wyandotte Street, Suite G, Mountain View, CA 54043

Business (650) 386-3828, Fax (650) 386-3815

Please contact either myself or Mark Smolley at our office should you have any comments or
questions. :

Thank you for your understanding in this matter, ﬁ:,
q i

-

I you have roceived this ransmission in error, pleave cali the sendar immadfately. If you are riot the interided raciplant of this fscsimile, you are hersby
notified Al the information fn this lagsimie may be confidantial, propriatary, andjor legatly priviteged informalion, and thal any copying of distribulion of this
information is prohibited, Thank you for your cooperation,




-

" Conor Paclfic,
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Facsimile

To: Mr. Balaji 8. Angle, Angle's Am- From: Mark Smolley/Kris Johnson

PM Mini Mart Phone:  Business (650) 843-3828
Phone: Business (510) 654-3461 Fax (650) 843-3815-

Fax (310) 654-5904 Date: November 9, 2000
Re:  Pre-Approval of Costs Proj. No.:
Number of pages including cover shest: ’
Remarks: [l Urgent 7] Pleasse review ] Reply ASAP . [J Please Comment

Angle — We have reviewed the response from the State Water Resources Control Board to
your request for Pre-Approval of the costs for the Quarterly Groundwater Sampling,
Monitoring, and Reporting at the B&C site. We cannot agree to their reduction in the costs
and cannot do the work at their revised cost,

We have drafied a letter for you to review and send to the State, if you wish to do so. The
letter describes why we think our costs are reasonable and justified. The letter has to come
from you, since the UST Fund staff will not talk to consultants ou these matters. We have
revised our Cost Estimate based on the information contained in the letter and recomumend
that you send the revised Cost Estimate with the letter.

We hope this letter helps 'you get the approval you need so that we can continue working
together.

1 you have receivad this transnrssic in error, please call e sender immadtatoly. #f you are nol the Intended racipiont of this facstmile, you s hereby
notiicd that the information it this facsimile may be confidential, propristary, andvor fegatly privileged Infermation, and that any copying of distibutlon of thie
Information is probibited. Thank you for your eooparstion, )

@z
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November 10, 2000

Mzr. Sunil Ramdass

State Water Resources Control Board

UST Cleanup Fund, Technjcal Review Unit
P.0. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Re: Request for Pre-Approval of Corrective Action Costs, Claim No. 011496, Site Address:
2008 First Street, Livermore CA 94350

Dear Mr. Ramdass:

I am responding to your letter of October 24, 2000 that addressed my request for Pre-
Approval of Corrective Action Costs for the B&C Gas Mini Mart at 2008 First Strest,
Livermore, California. The October 24, 2000 letter indicated that you are approving $14,855
from the total requested amount of $19,235 for Quarterly Groundwater Sampling, Analysis
and Reporting. Based on the following information, I am requesting that you re-evaluate the
amount approved. '

1. The hours budgeted for the Technician in Task 1 were reduced from 90 to 52 hours. This
does not seem reasonable given the number of wells that are sampled at the B&C site,
Nine welis are sarmpled each quarter and an additional seven wells are sampled annually.
This equates to approximately 11 wells for each quarterly event. The Cosr Guidelines for
the UST Cleanup Fund (July 1996) budgets 12 hours for sampling six 50-foot deep wells
during a quarterly event. The average depth of the wells at the B&C site is more than 60
feet, with some of the wells being deeper than 100 feet. Using the information listed
above, the following calculation shows the approximate nurober of hours that might be

" apticipated for sampling the B&C site: :

11 wells sampled/6 wells typical x 12 hours/quarter x 4 quarters/year = 88 hours

Based on this information, the 90 hours budgeted in the Conor Pacific Cost Estimate
seems reasonable.

2. The mileage rate was reduced from 0.43/mile to 0.35/mile according to the Cost
Guidelines and I understand the reason for this change. However, the number of miles
was reduced from 280 to 160 although the Cost Guidelines budget 60 miles per quarterly
event. My consultant, Conor Pacific is located approximately 45 miles one-way from the
RB&C site. The mileage budgeted should be at least 240 miles based on the Cost
Guidelines, if not the 360 actual miles. :




¥
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Mr, Sunil Ramdass
11/10/00

—~ 3. The Purge Water/Drum Disposal cost of $2,000 was not approved since the B&C site has
a Sewer Discharge Permit. The purge water from some of the wells is discharged to the
sewer, however the water from at least five of the wells is hazardous and this water is
disposed at an approved hazardous waste disposal facility. Therefore, the $2,000 disposal
costs are necessary. In addition, since this disposal cost is necessary, the 15% mark-up of
$300 on these costs is also appropriate.

4. The ancillary charges of $200 are for report copying costs. I understand that the Cost
Guidelines budget $12 per quarter for these costs. I can agree that the costs should be

reduced from $200 annually to $48.

Based on the information presented in Items 2 and 4, I requested thet Conor Pacific revise
their cost estimate, which is attached. I hope that you can approve the revised Cost Estimate
of $19,047. I do not want 1o have to get bids from other consultants at this time and feel that
this would considerably delay the Corrective Action Process. When I originally hired Conorx
Pacific in 1997, they were competitively priced. Since the hourly rates for the UST Cleanup
Fund work have not been changed since 1996, 1 expect that it will be difficult to find other
technically competent firms that are willing to work at these rates.

Thank you for teking the time to consider my request.

Sincerely,

S

Balaji Angle
Angle Enterprises

Attachment: Cost Estimate from Conor Pacific

Page 2




\(‘, State ‘Qater Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs
1001 I Street * Sacramento, California 95814 « (916) 341-5757
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944212 « Sacramento, California » 94244-2120 Gray Davis
FAX (916} 3415806 + [nternet Address: http:/fwww.swrcb.ca.govicwphome/ustef Governor

Winston H. Hickox
Secrotary for
Envirohmenial
Protection

October 24, 2000

Balaji Angle
35584 Conovan Ln
Fremont, CA 94536

REQUEST FOR PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,
CLAIM NO. 011496, SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94550

[ have reviewed your request, received on October 6, 2000, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs; I will place these documents in your file for future reference. I have included a copy of the
“Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-approval
of corrective action costs.

Pursuant to Section 2811.4, subdivision (c), of the Cleanup Fund regulations and based upon the
materials submitted, the Cleanup Fund must deny your request for pre-approval. You have failed
to submit the required three bids for the tasks covered by your pre-approval request. Also the,
single bid you provided for the task covered by your pre-approval request is unreasonable for the
scope of work. Based on the Cleanup Fund's experience with similar sites in your area, we have
determined that $ 14,855 is reasonable for the tasks included in your pre-approval request. The
breakdown of costs associated with each task is shown in Table 1 below.

There are two options available to you. You must secure the requisite bids for the tasks covered
by the pre-approval request, and the Cleanup Fund will evaluate the reasonableness of the costs
in light of the additional bids.

Or, you may resubmit the existing bid and request pre-approval for the amounts specified in
Table 1. Since the Cleanup Fund has determined that the amount specified in Table 1 is
reasonable for this scope of work, the three-bid requirement is unnecessary if you concur with
the Cleanup Fund's determination. The Cleanup Fund has the authority to waive the three-bid
requirement as unnecessary upon your request to do so. Therefore, if your resubmitted pre-
approval request only seeks pre-approval for the amount the Cleanup Fund has determined
reasonable (the amount specified in Table 1) and you request waiver of the three-bid requirement
as unnecessary, the Cleanup Fund will grant your request for pre-approval and waive the three
bid requirement, with respect to this scope of work, as unnecessary.

A waiver does not waive the three-bid requirement for the claim, but only for the tasks covered
by the pre-approval request. Again, if you decide to seek waiver of the three-bid requirement
because it is unnecessary, then you must provide a written request for waiver of the three-bid
requirement and resubmit your pre-approval request seeking only the amounts specified in Table
1. o

California Environmental Protection A L gency

Q‘g’ Recyeled Paper
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Balaji Angle -2- October 24, 2000
Claim No. 011496

In an effort to assist you in expediting the pre-approval process we have prepared the attached
Acceptance of Reasonable Cost/Request for Bid Waiver form letter. If you concur/accept our
reasonable cost determination and would like to request a bid waiver, then just sign and date the
attached letter and return to us for further processing your Pre-Approval,

Table 1
REASONABLE COST BREAKDOWN

# Task* Reasonable Cost, $ | Comments/Changes
From the proposal submitted, the 2‘56 L
following items were adjusted for
task 1: Technician Hours reduced ;
to 52 hrs, mileage reduced to 160 %?t“ﬂ
Quarterly Sampling & Analysis $8,835 miles @ $0.35/ mile. Purge braed o

. Water/Drum disposal was not La M
approved since there isa cost fora |~ U

City Sewer Discharge Permit. 9, Y Iu_

Markup reduced by $300. 4 w
5 Ancillary charges are not approved 7
Reporting $6,020 - ($200). This is the cost for 4
events.
TOTAL Reasonable Cost $ 14,855 '#/ 1 ,ﬁﬁ

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Conor Pacific’s September 1, 2000 Cost Estimate

Should you decide to obtain the additional bids for satisfying the three-bid requirement, and if
you need assistance in procuring contractor and consultant services for corrective action don’t
hesitate to call me at (916) 341-5757.

Sincerely, M;ww {bCBMdV\O
SulfPordonn

Sunil Ramdass, Water Resources Control Engineer
Technical Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Enclosure

cc: Eva Chu
Alameda County EHD
/ 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl. v
Alameda, CA 94502-6577 !

California Environmentsl Profection A | gency
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GRAND JURY

County of Alameda

September 18, 2000

Ms. Eva Chu, Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Office of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

Dear Ms, Chu:

Pursuant to our conversation, this will confirm your appearance before the Health
Committee of the 2000-2001 Alameda County Grand Jury on Wednesday, September 27, 2000
at9:30 am. The Grand Jury is located at 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 1104, at the corner of
Lakeside and 14th Street and across the street from the Oakland Public Library. Your
appearance is expected to last approximaiely one hour.

3

If you have any questions regarding your appearance, please all me at (510) 208-9855.
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. We look forward to meeting with you.

Sincerely,

O%D#QW\:M( :

Cassie Barner
Legal Assistant
Alameda County Grand Jury

:cab/encl

1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 1104, Oakland, CA 94612 (510) 272-6259




GRAND JURY
.. County of Alameda

1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 1104
Qakland, CA 94612

o
Toa Ms. Eva Chu, Hazardous Materials Specialist
R (w2}
2 .
L;"I

Alameda County Office of Environmental Health
1 13{ Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
' AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510} 567-6700

FAX {51 }
StiD 1689 {510) 337-9335

September 11, 2000

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mint Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

RE:  Additional Groundwater Monitoring Wells at 2008 1% Street, Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Angle:

| have completed review of Conor Pacific/EFW's {Connor Pacific} August 2000 Second
Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring Results report prepared for the above referenced
site. Groundwater monitoring was conducted in June 2000. Groundwater analytical
results from the eight wells sampled were consistent with previous monitoring results.
Connor Pacific recommended that additional monitoring wells be installed in the upper
water-bearing zone north of Wells MW-5, MW-7, MW-8, and MW-13.

This office concurs with Connor Pacific's recommendation. A minimal of two groundwater
monitoring wells should be installed to better delineate the lateral extent of the plume
toward the north-northwest, Please provide an addendum to Einarson, Fowler & Watson’ s
September 1988 Workplan for Additional Downgradient Investigation where the proposed
north-northwesterly wells were not installed due to access constraints and negotiation
difficulties. An addendum to the workplan is due within 60 days of the date of this letter,
or by November 13, 2000,

If you have any questions, | can be reached at {510) 567-6762.
eva chu

Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Katrin Schliewen, Connor Pagific, 2650 East Bayshore Road, Palo Alto, CA 94303

desert31
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ALAMEDA COUNTY -@
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION :
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

StiD 1689 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
November 16, 1999 ‘ (510) 337-9432

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

RE: Continued Groundwater Monitoring at 2008 1% Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Mr. Angle:

| have completed review of Conor Pacific/EFW's November 1999 report titled
Report of Downgradient Investigation prepared for the above referenced site. That
report summarized activities completed in June/July 1999 to delineate the vertical
and lateral extent of the MTBE plume in the two uppermost water-bearing zones.
Seven shallow groundwater monitoring wells and two deep monitoring wells were
installed downgradient of the site. Analytical results of groundwater samples
collected from the newly-installed wells identified maximum MTBE and benzene
concentrations at 332ppb and 42.8ppb, respectively, in Well MW-13.

Based on the results of this latest investigation, Conor Pacific/EFW recommended
the following actions to monitor the plume:

®* Monitor groundwater elevations in all wells quarterly. - Determine if groundwater
extraction of the municipal well CWS #8 effects groundwater elevations in the
shallow/deep well pairs (MW-11/D-1 and MW-1 2/D2).

® Annual monitoring of Wells MW-1, MW-3, MW-4, MW-6 and MW-9, Quarterly
monitoring of wells MW-2, MW-5, and the newly-installed shallow and deep
wells (MW-7, MW-8, MW-10 through MW-13, D-1 and D-2).

The above-recommended monitoring schedule is acceptable to this office and should
be implemented as soon as possible. After additional groundwater quality data have
been collected from the new wells, the installation of additional groundwater
monitoring wells may be required north of Wells MW-8, MW-10 and MW-13.

Finally, free product removal, to the extent possible, should be conducted at Well
MSP MW-01, located at Miil Springs Park Apartments. This well should also be
sampled on a quarterly basis when free product is no longer present.




Mr. Balagi Angle

re: 2008 1% Street, Livermore
November 16, 1989

Page 2 of 2

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

psrdr

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c! Kris Johnson
Connor Pacific/EFW
2650 East Bayshore Road
Palo Alto, CA 94303

Matt Katen
Alameda County Zone 7
QIC Code 80201

desert30




ALAMEDA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION-DISTRICT

5997 PARKSIDE DRIVE F] PLEASANTOCN, CALIFORNIA 84588-5127 4 PrONE {925) 484-2600 rax [925; 462-3914

August 20, 1999

Honorable Gray Davis i AUG 25 1999
Governor's Office . M :
State Capitol ’(’ A '

Sacramento, CA 95814
Déar Governor Davis:

Over two years ago, when the Zone 7 Board passed its pioneering resolution calling for
the discontinuation of MtBE, this Board foresaw the devastating potential which MtBE
could have on the water systems of California, Shortly after the passage of the
resolution, Zone 7 discovered that there was a large MtBE plume in Livermore.
Fortunately, the groundwater basin was not immediately threatened. However, MtBE is
now showing up in surface water supplies and in tap water in other areas around the
state.

Shortly after the Livermore plume was reported, representatives from Alameda County -
Environmental Health declared that a clean-up plan “would be in place within thirty
days.” It has now been over 730 days, and we are still no closer to having one of the
largest MtBE plumes in the state cleaned up than we were two years ago. The time for
bureaucratic impotence and red tape must come to an end if we are to achieve our goal
of maintaining public health and safety. Recent news articles underscore that
importance.

Locally, the issue is not whether it is to be cleaned up but when. It must be removed.
Too much time has been allowed to pass. Who will ultimately be accountable if this
plume ends up in our groundwater basin and who will bear the treatment costs? The
internecine bureaucratic wrangling which has resulted in two and a half years of
inaction must come to an end.

Because of the threat to our precious statewide water resources, we call again upon the
Governor to accelerate the removal of MtBE from the gasoline. Furthermore, we ask
that efforts to clean up identified spill sites and plumes be accelerated and that funds
be provided from the gas tax that was imposed for that purpose. It is unfair that local
water districts and their customers should have to shoulder the costs of protecting their
groundwater basins from a compound whose use was mandated by the State.

It is imperative that cleanup efforts be initiated quickly to avert a water quality disaster.
To expedite the cleanup of contaminated sites, the State must first put up the money -
toward the cleanup before our groundwater basins are impacted. Then after the’




Governor Gray Davis
August 20, 1999
Page 2

immediacy is over, the State can recover the costs from the responsible parties. To
delay the cleanup over a groundwater basin may adversely impact the public health and
safety which we are sworn to protect. .

Respectfully submitted,
/g\%ﬂ{’ /l; %/’f/’/r /;‘.Jé’?%e

John P, Marchand, Vice-President
for the Board of Directors

JPM:bkm

Enc.

cC:  State Senator Richard Rainey
State Senator Richard Mountjoy
State Senator Liz Figueroa
State Senator Don Perata
State Assemblywoman Lynne Leach
California Environmental Protection Agency
California Air Resources Board
Alameda County Envirohmental Health -.
Zone 7 Board Members
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J, KEARS, Agency Director

StID 1689

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

August 17, 1999 (510) 567-6700
{510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Mr. Scott Haggerty

Board of Supervisors

1221 Oak Street, Suite 536
Oakland, CA 94612

RE: MTBE-Impacted Site in Livermore, CA
Dear Mr. Haggerty:

This letter is in response to your request for information regarding the MTBE plume
in Livermore, CA. The one major MTBE plume of concern in Livermore is from the
gasoline service station located at 2008 1°* Street (source). The service station is
located on the northeast corner of 1! and L Streets. When gasoline was released to
the subsurface {on or before 1988, March 1995, September 1995), it migrated
vertically to groundwater and is now transported in the dissolved phase. It is
believed there is a small amount of residual gasoline constituents in soil located
above the groundwater table. The groundwater contaminant plume has migrated
across P Street in a northwesterly direction. The estimated length of the plume is
approximately 1,200 feet (see attached site plans).

The fuel leak and ongoing sources have been stopped with the removal of the
former underground storage tanks and installation of new double-walled tanks,
upgraded dispensers and product pipelines {(July 1996). Several phases of -
subsurface investigations have been conducted to delineate the extent of the
plume,

Listed below are some site specific data which may be of interest:

® Most of the gasoline constituents are now in the dissolved phase {that is, it is in
groundwater);

¢ MTBE has moved in groundwater from the site, across Groth Brothers, to the
Mill Springs Park Apartment {MSP), and across Railroad Avenue {approximately
1,200 feet from the original source):

¢ Maximum MTBE concentration detected was 67,000 parts per billion (ppb) at
MSP (approximately 800 feet from the source) in August 1995:

® Most current groundwater data identified up to 2,160 ppb MTBE in groundwvater
monitoring well MW-7, approximately 600" from the source;

® Depth to groundwater at the vicinity has ranged from 17 to 70 feet below
ground surface (bgs};




® ®

Scott Haggerty

re: MTBE in Livermore
August 17, 1999

Page 2 of 2

e MTBE has impacted the upper aquifer. The upper aquifer is separated from the
lower aquifer by a low-permeability clay unit found at depths of approximately
75 to 100 feet bgs;

e |t appears that the lower aquifer (found at depths ranging from 110 to 145 feet
bgs) has not been impacted by the MTBE plume;

e The California Water Service Company (CWS) operates two municipal water-
supply wells downgradient from the site (CWS#3 is 2,800 feet west-southwest
of the site and CWS#8 is 2,300 feet west of the site). According to CWS staff,
the municipal wells are sampled at least annually for MTBE. MTBE has not been
detected to date;

e Well CWS #3 is screened from 280 to 412 feet bgs. And well CWS #8 is
screened from 122 to 263 feet bgs;

]

e Recent field activities (June 1999) included the installation of additional
permanent groundwater monitoring wells. Some of the wells are within the
contaminant plume and some are perimeter wells to delineate the plume edge to
the north and south. Guard wells were also installed between the edge of the
plume and the water supply wells. The guard wells will provide an early
warning for the possible future impact to the water supply wells. Two deep
wells were also installed to. monitor and act as guard wells for the lower aquifer.
A final report of this recent work is pending.

Currently there are thirteen shallow and two deep groundwater monitoring wells
instalied to monitor the plume. The plume appears to be moving more nartherly
beyond Railroad Avenue. Concentrations of benzene and MTBE have decreased
significantly since 1995. This may be due in combination to dilution, dispersion,
advection, adsorbtion, and natural attenuation. Additional monitoring wells will be
required to delineate the leading edge of the plume in the northerly direction. Active
remediation or cleanup has not been proposed for the site.

Also enclosed is information that was prepared for MTBE-impacted sites in
Pleasanton. If | can be of further assistance, | can be reached at {510) 567-6762.

IS

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

c: Tom Peacock, LOP Manager (wifs)
Dick Pantages, Chief of Environmental Protection (w&;)

desert29
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August 3, 1999 A

Dick Pantages

Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, California 94502-6577

Dear Mr. Pantages:

As you are aware, there has recently been a situation in the City of
Livermore with regards to MTBE leaking from a downtown gas station
located on First Street.

As a point of reference, I am enclosing an article from the Tri-Valley
Herald (Internet version) regarding this issue. At this time, I would like to
request that you, or a member of your department, please update me as
to progress made with regards to this MTBE issue and the clean-up time
line proposed for this leakage. I am primarily concerned with soil
contamination and potential leakage into our groundwater table.

Thank you in advance for your time and efforts. I look forward to hearing
from you soon.

Singerely,

COTT HAGGERTY, Vice-President
Alameda County Supervisor, District 1

SH/jmt

Enclosure

1221 OAK STREET + SUITE 536 » OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94612 + 510 2726691 « FAX 510 208-3910
4501 PLEASANTON AVENUE » PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94566 510 561-6995 « FAX 510 484-2809

PRINTED BY UNION LABOR » LOCALS 444 & 616
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The stores never close in the Last Erontier

MTBE leak probe starts in Livermore
Monitoring wells near gas station
Monday June 14, 1999

By Jason Montiel
STAFF WRITER

LIVERMORE -- Monitoring wells will be drilled starting as soon as today to study a large
underground leak of the gas additive MTBE that came from a downtown gas statson, a consultant
says.

Officials said the MTBE plume, which originated years ago from a station now called Valley Gas &
Food Mart, does not appear to be threatening any drinking water welis for the time being.

But Zone 7 Water Agency board member John Marchand expressed a mix of worry and
frustration that work to clean up the contamination is not taking place faster. The MTBE spill --
which came to light in sprlng of 1997 -- is believed to be one of the !argest of its kind in the
state.

MTBE -- also known as methyl-tertiary-butyl-ether -- may cause cancer. It is added to gasoline
to reduce air pollution, The state Is looking to phase out use of the additive by the end of 2002.

"I am certainly heartened that this is moving ahead," said Marchand, adding he is frustrated that
little has been done to clean up the mess in the past two years, "We have been fortunate in this
case. It doesn't seem to be moving rapidly. If it had been moving fast, the results could have
been disastrous to drinking water."

The station, which used to be called B & C Gas Minimart, sits at the northeast corner of First and
L streets. A Zone 7 official estimated that the MTBE plume stretches about 1,300 feet northwest
of the station, running under Groth Brothers Chevrolet-Oldsmobile-Geo and Mill Springs Park
Apartments. Also, a plume of benzene from the station is about 1,100 feet long, experts say.

Matt Katen, a senior water resource engineer with Zone 7, said the MTBE is believed to be about
800 feet from a deep drinking water well run by California Water Service Co. The benzene is not
as close to the water well, he said.

Dick Pantages, division chief for the Alameda County Environmental Health Department, was
unsure how much the monitoring of the wells and any possible cleanup might cost. Marchand
said much of the bill will likely be paid through a state underground tank cleanup fund.

Gas station owner Balagi Angle of Fremont did not return phone calls last week. But a spokesman
for Conor Pacific, an environmental management firm working on behalf of Angle, said difficulties
in getting permission from nearby land holders is largely responsible for delays in drilling the
wells,

http://search.newschoice.com/anghe/local/99-06-14_m1bs214.asp 8/3/1999
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"It is difficult when you're dealing with other people's property," said Kris Johnson of the Palo
Alto office of Conor Pacific. "We just got done getting permission from local property owners and
from the city as far as encroachment in the city right-of-way."

Johnson, who is directly involved in the project, said eight or nine wells will be installed to study
the spill. Many will be drilled near the leading edge of the MTBE plume to see how fast it is
maoving.

"We don't know exactly where the plume is and where it is moving," Johnson said last week.
"You can't plan a cleanup until you know that. This is really helpful,”

Johnson said most of the well drilling should be wrapped up in the next few weeks, |

Pantages said tests done using the wells will determine the next step. "Since there is a drinking-
water well close by, it is my guess there will be some remediation," he said.

Katen said Zone 7 has granted permission to drill at nine sites.

Four wells are planned on North P Street between Railroad Avenue and the railroad tracks. Three
more are scheduled along Railroad Avenue between P and L streets. One is set for land on the
east side of Mill Springs Park Apartments, while another is expected to be drilled on N Street.

Officials say the MTBE and benzene likely entered the gi'ound years ago. Marchand said the
county may have known about some benzene contamination in 1989 following a leak in 1988.
Desert Petroleum, owner of the station at the time, filed for bankruptcy in 1992,

Angle gained control of the station in 1994, MTBE may have entered the ground after a spill in
March 1995. That spill was detected in October 1995, an official said.

Visit Alaska

Please check out our featured link(s) above:

© 1999 by MedialNews Group, Inc. and ANG Newspapers
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Conor Pacific
< EFW

March 26, 1999
Project No. BNC 102

Mr. John A. Clark

Bank of America Legal Department
555 South Flower Street

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Re:  Property Access to Install Monitoring Well
Bank of America Branch at 1748 Railroad Avenue, Livermore, California

Dear Mr. Clark:

This letter is written in response to changes to Section 14 of the proposed Site Access Agreement
transmitted by Jetter dated March 5, 1999. As stated in our previous letter dated February 22,
1999, we cannot agree to reimbursable costs (510,000 per year limit) for Bank of America's
review, agreement preparation, consultation, or observation of well installation and sampling.
This work is being funded by the California State Underground Storage Tank Reimbursement
Fund, which does not allow payments to third parties for the work referenced. Because of the
reimbursable costs issue, we cannot sign the Site Access Agreement. This letter serves to
withdraw the request for access to the site.

Please call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Conor Pacific/EFW

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G.
Senior Engineering Geologist

CcC: B. S. Angle, B & C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore
Eva Chu, Alameda County Environmental Health Services

Einarson, Fowler & Watson is a wholly owned subsidiary of Conor Pacific Environmental U.S., Inc.
2650 East Bayshore Road, Palo Alte, California 94303, Telephone 650.843.3828, Facsimile 650.843.3815

iNonc\l02\eorresiwellbofad.doc




Conor Pacific
| EFW

March 26, 1999
Project No. BNC 102

Mill Springs Park Apts., LLC

c/o Matteson Realty Services, Inc.
1991 Broadway, Suite 300
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attn: James A. Blake

Re:  Property Access to Install Monitoring Well -
Mill Springs Park Apartments, Railroad Avenue, Livermore, California

Dear Mr. Blake:

This letter transmits one signed copy of the Access and Use Agreement between Mill Springs
Park Apartments, B&C Gas Mini Mart, and Conor Pacific/EFW. B&C Gas Mini Mart and

| Conor Pacific/EFW each have retained a signed copy of the Agreement. As stated in the
agreement, and during our conversation, Conor Pacific/EFW will notify Janette Davenport of
The Matteson Companies at least ten days prior to well installation.

Thank you for your cooperation with this work. Please call should you have any questions
regarding this work.

Sincerely,
Conor Pacific/EFW

biis . plnso

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G.
- Senior Engineering Geologist

Attachment: Access and Use Agreement

cc: B. S. Angle, B & C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore (w/o attachment)
Eva Chu, Alameda County Environmental Health Services (w/o attachment)

Elnarson Fowler & Watson isa whol!y owned subsidiary of Conor Pacific Environmental U.S., Inc.
2650 East Bayshore Road, Palo Alto, California 94303, Telephone 650.843,3828, Facsimile 650.843.3815

bnc\i02vcorres\weltmspd .doc
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February 10, 1999
Project No. BNC 102

Mr. James A. Blake

The Matteson Companies

1000 El Camino Real, Suite 300
Menlo Park, CA 94025

Re:  Property Access to Install Monitoring Well
Mill Springs Park Apartments, Railroad Avenue, Livermore, Ca11f0m1a

Pear Mr. Blake:

This letter presents a revised request for access to install and sample one groundwater
monitoring well at the Mill Springs Park Apartments property on Railroad Avenue in
Livermore, California. The original request was sent by letter dated October 21, 1998
(attached for reference). Conor Pacific/EFW (formerly Einarson, Fowler & Watson)
represents the owner of the B&C Gas Mini Mart gas station at the corner of First and L
Streets, located southeast of the Mill Springs Park Apartments property. A documented
release to groundwater of gasoline and its components was mapped in 19971 to be about
1,400 feet west and downgradient of the station. The Mill Springs Park Apartments property
is located within the mapped area of groundwater contamination.

Alameda County Environmental Health Services (ACEHS) requested that further
investigation of the petroleum hydrocarbon release from the B&C station be conducted. In:
addition, ACEHS has requested that permanent monitoring wells be installed. The purpose
of this work is to delineate the plume with permanent wells and define the vertical
distribution of methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE) in the upper and lower aquifer (if any).
There are two municipal water-supply wells located to the west of the site, and this
investigation is intended to provide sufficient monitoring to assess the potential for the

1 Binarson, Fowler & Watson, November 7, 1997, Report of Downgmdzent Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart,
Livermoare, California.
i\bne\1 02\corres\wellmsp.doc

Einarson, Fowler & Watson is a whally owned subsidiary of Conor Pacific.Environmental U.S., Inc.
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. . Mr. James A. Blake

February 10, 1999
Page 2

contaminant plume (if any) to impact the water-supply wells. A workplan was prepared to
address the County's request, and was later approved by the County.?

We understand that you have discussed this project with Ms. Eva Chu of the ACEHS. Based
on our previous conversation, your letter dated November 18, 1998, and the results of your
discussions with Ms. Chu, we have prepared an agreement that addresses your concerns
regarding the well installation. An access agreement that specifies the information that you
requested has been attached to this letter. Please review and if it meets your approval please
sign and return one copy.

Thank you for your time and cooperation with this project. Please call me should you have
any questions.

Sincerely,
Conor Pacific/EFW

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G.
Senior Engineering Geologist

cc: B. S. Angle, B & C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore
Eva Chu, Alameda County Environmental Health Services

2 Einarson, Fowler & Watson, September 8, 1998, Workplan for Additional Downgradient Investigation, B&C
Gas Mini Mart, Livermore, California.

i:\bnc\102\corres\wellmsp.doc
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. . Mr. James A. Blake

February 10, 1999
Page 3

ACCESS AGREEMENT

This agreement is between Matteson Realty Services and B&C Gas Mini Mart. Matteson
allows B&C Gas Mini Mart, and its consultant, Conor Pacific/EFW, permission to install a
groundwater monitoring well at the specified location and in accordance with the Alameda
County Environmental Health Services approved workplan. In addition, permission is
granted to access the well on a quarterly basis for the purpose of obtaining a groundwater
sample for laboratory analysis for petroleum hydrocarbons.

This permission to enter shall terminate when B&C Gas Mini Mart or the County determines
that there is no further need for additional monitoring of the well. This need will be reviewed
annually and is anticipated to cover a period of at least two (2) years. When the monitoring
well is no longer needed, the well will be abandoned. Abandonment will be permitted
through the ACEHS, and is anticipated to be pressure grouted. The ground surface will be
restored to as near its original condition as possible.

Each party agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the other party for any injury, damage,
claim, or demand arising out of such party's breach of any provision of this Agreement.
Conor Pacific/EFW will exercise reasonable professional care to screen for utilities or
impediments to drilling activities. Conor Pacific/EFW maintains a policy of professional
liability, worker's compensation, and employer's liability insurance that will name the Mill
Springs Park Apartments as additional insured in amounts of at least $1,000,000. After
drilling is completed, Conor Pacific/EFW will restore the surface of the property as near to its
original condition as possible within reasonable time after the work has been completed.
Nothing in this agreement shall be deemed to make B&C Gas Mini Mart responsible for the
clean up of any contaminants which may be discovered as part of the well installation and
monitoring activities.

Matteson Realty Services, Inc. @E

B&C Gas Mini Mart

Conor Pacific/EFW

ibnc\E02\corres\wellmsp.doc EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ’ .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

StID 1689 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700

January 6, 1999 (510) 337-9335 {FAX)

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 945636

RE: Free Product Removal at 2008 1** Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Mr. Angle:

| have completed review of Einarson, Fowler & Watson's Fourth Quarter 1998
Groundwater Monitoring Resufts report prepared for the above referenced site.
Groundwater was sampled in November 1998. Up to 0.22 feet thick free product
was reported in well MW-5, Well MW-6 was blocked at approximately 28 4'hgs
and could not be sampled.

At this time you need to take interim remedial actions to removed free product from
well MW-6. Section 2655 of Article 5, Title 23 of the California Code of
Regulations requires that the owner or operator conduct free product removal in a
manner that will minimize the spread of contamination into previously _
uncontaminated zones. Free product removal reports must be prepared in
compliance with said section and be submitted within 45 days upon completion of
interim remediation (see attachment).

In addition, well MW-6 must be made accessible for sampling.

Lastly, | am attempting to contact Mill Springs'Park Apartment to facilitate an
access agreement so that the approved workplan (Einarson, Fowler & Watson’s
September 8, 1998 “Workplan for Additional Downgradient Investigation) can be
implemented,

If you have any questions, 1 can be reached at (510) 567-6762.

s

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

attachment

c: Kris Johnson, EFW, 2650 E. Bayshore Rd, Palo Alto, CA 94303
desert28
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October 21, 1998
Project No. BNC 102

A Blarce. b, 5 ey gy
Ms. Janet Davenport ”V"’Lﬁ’ Over %

The Madison Companies
1000 El Camino Real, Suite 300
Menlo f‘ark, CA 94025

(SO 27 020

Re:  Property Access to Install Monitoring Well
Mill Springs Park Apartments, Railroad Avenue, Livermore, California

Dear Ms. Davenport:

This letter presents a request for access to install one groundwater monitoring well at the Mill
Springs Park Apartments property on Railroad Avenue in Livermore, California. Einarson,
Fowler & Watson (EF W) represents the owner of the B&C Gas Mini Mart gas station at the
corner of First and L Streets, located southeast of the Mill Springs Park Apartments property.
The gas station has a documented release to groundwater of gasoline and its components
(benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes [BTEX], and methyl-tertiary-butyl ether [MTBE]).
The release was mapped in 19971 to be at least 1,400 feet west and downgradient of the
station. The Mill Springs Park Apartments property is located within the mapped area of
groundwater contamination (Figure 1).

As you may know, there are municipal water supply wells in the area to the west of the Mill
Springs Park Apartments property (CWS#3 and CWS#8 on Figure 1). Alameda County
Environmental Health Services has requested that the owner of the B&C gas station install
groundwater monitoring wells to determine the extent of BTEX and MTBE in groundwater
downgradient of the site and determine the potential for the contaminated groundwater to
impact the water supply wells. EFW’s scope of work includes installing several monitoring
wells along Railroad Avenue and P Streets and obtaining groundwater samples from these
wells, The location of the groundwater contamination with respect to the Mill Springs Park
Apartments property and the proposed well location (MW-7) are shown on the attached
figure (Figure 1). If desired, we can locate the well on the Mill Springs Park Apartments
property within the landscaped area, so the asphait pavement will not be disturbed.

I Einarson, Fowler & Watson, November 7, 1997, Report of Downgradient Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart,
Livermore, California.
iAbngi102\corres\wellmsp.doe
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L Ms. Janet Davenport
. October 21, 1998 . .
Page 2

We anticipate that the well installation will take one working day. The monitoring well will
be permitted through the Alameda County Flood Control District, Zone 7. The boring for the
well will be drilled using an 8-inch-diameter hollow-stem auger. The boring is anticipated to
be drilled approximately to a depth of 70 to 80 feet. Soils will be logged by an EFW
geologist according to the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS) under the supervision
of a California Certified Engineering Geologist. Soil cuttings will be containerized on-site in
drums. These drums will be removed from the property upon completion of drilling. The
drummed soil will be properly disposed. The well will be constructed within the 8-inch
hollow-stem augers using 2-inch-diameter, Schedule 40, flush-threaded polyvinyl chloride
(PVC) casing. A sanitary seal of neat cement will be placed to within one foot of ground
surface. A traffic-rated well vault box will be installed at the surface and the well head will
be capped with a water-tight locking expansion cap and lock. '

Following well installation, periodic (likely quarterly or semi-annually) groundwater
sampling of the wel} will be performed. To obtain a sample from the well, EFW will be on
the Mill Springs Park Apartments property for approximately 1 to 2 hours. We will notify
your office prior to conducting the sampling and will notify the office on site. We will
contain any purge water in a drum that will be taken with us when we leave the property.
EFW will properly dispose of the purge water. Groundwater samples will be obtained and
submitted to a California certified laboratory for analysis. The analyses would include Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline, BTEX, and MTBE, using EPA Methods 8015 and
8020. Following sampling of the well, the well box lid will be replaced and secured, and the
arca will be left clean. Results will be included in reports that will be submitted to the
Alameda County Environmental Health Services and the San Francisco Bay Regional Water
Quality Control Board. Copies of analytical reports can be transmitted to your office, should
you wish.

We understand that you may have specific environmental and contract requirements. Thank
you for your time and cooperation with this project. Please call me should you have any
questions regarding this project. If you would like more information regarding the regulatory
issues involved, please contact Ms. Eva Chu of the Alameda County Environmental Health
Services (510) 567-6762.

Sincerely,
Einarson, Fowler & Watson

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G.
Senior Engineering Geologist

ce: B. S. Angle, B & C Gas Mini Mart, Unocal Station, Livermore
Eva Chu, Alameda County Environmental Health Services

i\bne\l 02\corres\wellmsp.doc EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
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October 7, 1998
Project No. BNC 102

Mr. Brad Collins

Compass Management and Leasing
294 Waterman Court

Danville, CA 94526

Re:  Property Access to Install Monitoring Wells
Bank of America, 1748 Railroad Avenue, Livermore, California

Dear Mr. Collins:

This letter presents a request for access to install two groundwater monitoring wells at the
Bank of America property at 1748 Railroad Avenue in Livermore, California. Einarson,
Fowler & Watson (EFW) represents the owner of the B&C Gas Mini Mart gas station at the
corner of First and L Streets, located southeast of the Bank of America property. The gas
station has a documented release to groundwater of gasoline and its components (benzene,
toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes [BTEX], and methyl-tertiary-buty! ether [MTBE]). The
release was mapped in 19971 to be at least 1,400 feet west and downgradient of the station.
The Bank of America property is located within the mapped area of groundwater
contamination (Figure 1).

As you may know, there are municipal water supply wells in the area to the west of the Bank
of America property (CWS#3 and CWS#8 on Figure 1). Alameda County Environmental
Health Services has requested that the owner of the B&C gas station install groundwater
monitoring wells to determine the extent of BTEX and MTBE in groundwater downgradient
of the site and determine the potential for the contaminated groundwater to impact the water
supply wells. EFW’s scope of work includes installing several monitoring wells along
Railroad Avenue and P Streets and obtaining groundwater samples from these wells. The
location of the groundwater contamination with respect to the Bank of America property and
the proposed well locations (MW-8 and MW-12) are shown on the attached figure (Figure 1).
If desired, we can locate the wells on the Bank of America property within the landscaped
areas, so the asphalt pavement will not be disturbed.

! Einarson, Fowler & Watson, November 7, 1997, Report of Downgradient Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart,

Livermore, California.
iAbnc\102\corresibellbofa.doc
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Mr. Brad Collins
October 7, 1998 . .
Page 2

We anticipate that the well installation wil} take one working day. The monitoring wells will
be permitted through the Alameda County Flood Control District, Zone 7. The borings for
the wells will be drilled using an 8-inch-diameter hollow-stem auger. The borings are
anticipated to be drilled approximately to a depth of 70 to 80 feet. Soils will be logged by an
EFW geologist according to the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS) under the
supervision of a California Certified Engineering Geologist. Soil cuttings will be
containerized on-site in drums. These drums will be removed from the property upon
completion of drilling. The drummed soil will be properly disposed. The wells will be
constructed within the 8-inch hollow-stem augers using 2-inch-diameter, Schedule 40, flush-
threaded polyvinyl chloride (PVC) casing. A sanitary seal of neat cement will be placed to
within one foot of ground surface. A traffic-rated well vault box will be installed at the
surface and the well heads will be capped with a water-tight locking expansion cap and lock.

Following well installation, periodic (likely quarterly or semi-annually) groundwater
sampling of the wells will be performed. To obtain a sample from the wells, EFW will be on
the Bank of America property for approximately 1 to 2 hours, We will notify your office
prior to conducting the sampling and will notify the office on site. We will contain any purge
water in a drum that will be taken with us when we leave the property. EFW will properly
dispose of the purge water. Groundwater samples will be obtained and submitted to a
California certified laboratory for analysis. The analyses would include Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons as gasoline, BTEX, and MTBE, using EPA Methods 8015 and 8020.
Following sampling of the wells, the well box lid will be replaced and secured, and the area
will be left clean, Results will be included in reports that will be submitted to the Alameda
County Environmental Health Services and the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board. Copies of analytical reports can be transmitted to your office, should you

wish.

We understand that Bank of America may have specific environmental and contract
requirements. Thank you for your time and cooperation with this project. Please call me
should you have any questions regarding this project. If you would like more information
regarding the regulatory issues involved, please contact Ms. Eva Chu of the Alameda County
Environmental Health Services (510) 567-6762.

Sincerely,
Einarson, Fowler & Watson

Kris H. Johnson:, C.E.G.
Senior Engineering Geologist

cc: B. S. Angle, B & C Gas Mini Mart, Unocal Station, Livermore
Eva Chu, Alameda County Environmental Health Services

i:\bnc\ L 02\corresibellbofa.doc EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agancy Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700

{510) 337-0335 (FAX)

S5tiD 1689

October 6, 1998

Mr. Balagi Angle Mr. John Rutherford
B & C Gas Mini Mart Desert Petroleum
35584 Conovan Lane P.0.Box 1601
Fremont, CA 94536 Oxnard, CA 93032

RE:  Workplan Approval for 2008 1* Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford:

| have completed review of Einarson, Fowler & Watson’s September 8, 1998
“Workplan for Additional Downgradient Investigation” prepared for the above
referenced site. The proposal to install two groundwater monitoring wells in the
main part of the plume, four perimeter monitoring wells, three guard wells, and two
deep wells downgradient of the plume is acceptable.

Field work should commence once you receive pre-approval from the UST Clean Up
Fund. If you have any questions, | can be reached at (510} 567-6762.

o d——

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Cheryl Gordon, UST Clean Up Fund
Kris Johnson, EFW, 2650 East Bayshore Road, Palo Alto, CA 94303

desert27
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10: Ms. Eva Chu FROM: Kris H. Johnson
Alameda County Environmental Senior Engineering Geologist
Health Services Einarson, Fowler & Watson
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 2630 East Rayshore Road
250 , Palo Alto, C4 94303
Alameda, CA 94502-6577 khj@efwi.com

Phone Business (510)567-6762 « | Phone . (650) 843-3828

Fax Phone  Fox (510)337-9335 V| Fax Phone = (650) 843-3815

l cC
REMARKS: [] Urgent X For your review [[] Reply ASAP [] Please Comment
Eva— ' e

Attached is a map for the 2008 First Street site in Livermore showing proposed well locations for the
upcoming work. The map is from out last report and shows the plume as we know it. There’s quite a few
wells shown, Right now, 'm not certain they’re all needed or possible, given the access constraints.
Therefore, if you have any comments let me know what you think. The well locations are loosely based
on our meeting. In general, I wanted to

get wells in the main part of the plume (wells 1 & 2)

provide “guard wells” downgradient and between the plume and water supply wells (3, 4, & 5)
locate wells that would define the lateral extent of the plume, and likely be ND (6, 7, & 8)
define the aquitard and lower aquifer and determine whether the MTBE has reached it using
deep wells downgradient of the plume (D-1 & D-2). These wells also serve the “guard well”

purpose.

Wells | & 2 are fairly equidistant from the source (site) and the “guard wells”. This will provide four
points along the axis of the plume to monitor the plume progress. ,

The “guard wells” will provide the early warning for the water supply wells and since they are nearly the
same distance from the water supply well (CWS#8) and the plume well (2) we should have a good handle
on how fast the plume is moving and how much time before the water supply well would see the plume.
The lateral wells (6, 7, & 8) will answer the questions of how well we’ve defined the plume and show
whether it’s moving more northerly or southerly.

The deep wells should help in defining the competency of the aguitard. They’re located where the
shallow aquifer isn’t impacted, so we don’t create any conduits for contaminated groundwater to reach the
lower aquifer. ‘

To install these wells, we’ll need to reach access agreements with several parties (City of Livermoge, Mill - |
Springs Apartments, Bank of America, and the bowling alley at the corner of P and Railroad). )
Alternatively, if the city is cooperative; all but one of the locations can be located on city property. In
contacting these parties, would it be possible for us to say they can contact you if they question the
yalidity of our request?
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CJuly 22, 1998
Project No. BNC103

Mr. Balaji Angle
5131 Shattuck Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

Re:  Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Cost Estimate, B&C Gas Mini Mart,
2008 First Street, Livermore, California ' :

Dear Mr. Angle:

Attached is our cost estimate for performing quarterly groundwater monitoring at the B&C
Gas Mini Mart site, 2008 First Street, Livermore, California. The work has been requested
by Ms. Eva Chu of the Alameda County Environmental Health Services (ACEHS). We have
estimated costs for an initial groundwater-sampling event (Task 1), which would include
sampling and analysis of all site wells and the downgradient well located at the Mill Springs
Apartments. All wells will be sampled this initial quarter, at the request of the ACEHS,
because groundwater monitoring has not been performed at the site in over one year. A
report will be prepared for submittal to the ACEHS (Task 2). Subsequent quarterly
monitoring is expected to be performed on a reduced number of wells. We have assumed
five wells will be monitored in subsequent quarters (Task 3). Quarterly reports will be
prepared for submittal to the ACEHS (Task 4). The ACEHS has indicated that semj-annua]
monitoring may be acceptable, so the monitoring costs may be reduced in the future.

If you have any questions about this invoice, please call me at 650-843-3828.

Sincerely,
Einarson, Fowler & Watson

ORIGINAL SIGNED By

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G. 1763
Senior Engineering Geologist

Enclosures: Cost Estimate

I\bne\ 03\qtrly$.doc

2650 East Bayshore Road Palo Alto, California 94303 = Telephone 650.843.3828 « - FAX 650.843.3815
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EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON

COST ESTIMATE
CLIENT: Mr, Balaji Angle DATE: July 21, 1998
PROJECT: B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore, PROJECT NO. BNC 103
3rd Qurter 1998 Through 2nd Quarter 1999 -Quarteriy Groundwater Monitoring
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT UNIT QUANTITY COST SUB- TASK
COST TOTAL TOTAL
SUMMARY:
TASK 1 - Initial Sampling of All Site Wells and Mill Springs Well (3rd QTR) $2,385
TASK 2 - Initial Reporting (3rd QTR) _ $1,435
TASK 3 - Continuing Quarterly Sampling of 5 Wells (4th QTR 1998 - 2nd QTR 1999  $1,332 $3,996
TASK 4 - Continuing Quarterly Reporting (4th QTR 1998 - 2nd QTR 1999) $1,015 $3,045
TOTAL $10,861

TASK 1 - Initial Sampling of All Site Wells and Mill Springs Well (3rd QTR)
SCOPE: Sample and analysis of 7 wells, 2@@40', 3@60', 2@75', and dispose of drummed water on site
EFW Professional Services :
Technician hour $50 16 $800
Geologist hour $75 1 $75 $875
Chargeable Equipment :
Mileage mi $0.43 70 $30
Pump day $50 2 $100
Bailer each $5 7 $35
Water Level Indicator day $20 2 $40 $205
Indirect Charges
Water disposal gal $1.50 500 $750
TPHg/BTEX/MTBE _ each $55 7 $385
Administrative Fee (15% of Indirect) ‘ $170 . $1,308

TASK TOTAL $2,385
TASK 2 - Initial Reporting (3rd QTR)
SCOPE: Prepare report and submit to client and agencies
EFW Professional Services .
Admin, Support hour $35 1 $35
Drafter hour $45 4 $180
Geologist hour $75 12 $900
Sr. Geologist hour $90 3 $270 $1,385
Consumable Materials
Report ed $10 5 $50 $50

TASK TOTAL

Page 1

$1.435




EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON

COST ESTIMATE
CLIENT: Mr. Balaji Angle DATE; July 21, 1998
PROJECT: Bé&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermorc, PROJECT NO. BNC 103
3rd Qurter 1998 Through 2nd Quarter 1999 -Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring
ITEM DESCRIPTION_ UNIT UNIT  QUANTITY COST SUB- TASK

COST TOTAL TOTAL

TASK 3 - Continuing Quarterly Sampling of 5 Wells (4th QTR 1998 - 2nd QTR 1999) -
SCOPE: Sample and analysis of 5 wells, 240", 1@60", 2@75' and dispose of purge water '

EFW Professional Services

Technician hour $50 12 $600

Geologist hour $75 1 - $7s $675
Chargeable Equipment

Mileage mi $0.43 70 $30

Pump day $50 1 $50

Bailer each $5 3 $25

Water Level Indicator day $20 1 $20 $125
Indirect Charges “

Water disposal gallon $1.50 125 $188
TPHg/BTEX/MTBE each $55 5 $275
Administrative Fee (15% of Indirect) _ $69 - $532

TASK SUBTOTAL $1,332
THREE QUARTERLY SAMPLING EVENTS - $3,996

TASK 4 - Continuing Quarterly Reporting (4th QTR 1998 - 2nd QTR 1999)
SCOPE: Prepare report and submit to client and agencies

EFW Professional Services

Admin. Support hour $35 1 $35
Drafter hour $45 2 $90
Geologist hour $75 10 $750
Sr. Geologist ' hour $90 1 $90 $965
Consumable Materials
Report ea $10 5 $50 $50
TASK SUBTOTAL $1,015
THREE QUARTERLY REPORTING EVENTS $3,045
PROJECT TOTAL $10,861

Page 2
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July 17, 1998

VIA FAX AND U.S. MAIL
(510) 337-9335

Ms. Eva Chu

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Health Services - Environmental Protection
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway #250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore
Dear Ms. Chu:

Please find enclosed a recorded notice of default from the foreclosure trustee for
Desert Petroleum, Inc.

When my clients, Balaji and Chhaya Angle, purchased the 2008 First Street gas
station from Desert Petroleum out of bankruptcy in 1993, Desert Petroleum committed by
contract to continue its ongoing monitoring and clean up activities at the station in
consideration for a promissory note and deed of trust executed by the Angles. The monthly
installments (which were part of the overall consideration for the property) were to be
deposited into escrow and specifically utilized by Desert Petroleum to pay for the clean up
cost.

As you are aware, Desert Petroleum ceased all clean up activities in 1996 despite
administrative orders from your office. Consequently, the Angles were required to employ
their own contractor, assume continuing responsibility clean up and monitoring, and acquired
status as a sole applicant for reimbursement from the Underground Storage Tank Fund.

While it is not the Angles’ intention in any way to draw your office into the Angles’
contractual conflict with Desert Petroleum, it is our desire to inform your office that the
harmful foreclosure efforts by Desert Petroleum will threaten on-going clean up activities at
the site. Desert Petroleum is claiming reimbursement for clean up which it has refused to
perform in violation of your orders. In our view, the county should take whatever
appropriate action to prevent such an occurance. It is our intention to take whatever legal
measures necessary to prevent the foreclosure and to protect the status quo in order that the




Ms. Eva Chu . .

July 17, 1998
Page 2

Angles may continue their efforts to comply with your directives to mitigate the
contamination at the site.

Very truly yours,

ALBORG, V UV% & C TA

IGHAEL. J. VEILUVA
MIV :kss
41823

cc: Balaji Angle
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1220 Oaklard Boulevard, Suite 200
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FAX Transmittal
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Date: July 17, 1998
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July 17, 1998

VIA FAX AND U.S. MAIL
(510) 337-9335

Ms. Eva Chu

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Health Services - Environmental Protection
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway #250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore

Dear Ms. Chu:

. Please find enclosed a recorded notice of default from the foreclosure trustee for . ‘
Desert Petrolcum, Inc. o "

When my clients, Balaji and Chhaya Angle, purchased the 2008 First Street gas
station from Desert Petroleum out of bankrupicy in 1993, Desert Petroleumn committed by
contract to continue its ongoing monitoring and clean up activities at the station in

| consideration for a promissory note and deed of trust exccuted by the Angles. The monthly
installments (which were part of the overall consideration for the property) were to be
deposited into escrow and specifically utilized by Desert Petroleum to pay for the clean up

cost,

As you are aware, Desert Petroleum ceased all clean up activities in 1996 despite
administrative orders from your office. Consequently, the Angles were required to employ
their own contractor, assume continuing responsibility clean up and monitoring, and acquired
status as a sole applicant for reimbursement from the Underground Storage Tank Fund.

While it is not the Angles’ intention in any way to draw your office into the Angles’
contractual conflict with Desert Petroleum, it is our desir¢ to inform your office that the
harmful foreciosure efforts by Desert Petroleum will threaten on-going clean up activities at
the site. Desert Petroleum is claiming reimbursement for clean up which it has refused to
perform in violation of your orders. In our vicw, the county should take whatever
appropriate action to prevent such an occurance. It is our intention to take whatever legal
measures necessary to prevent the foreclosure and to protect the status quo in order that the
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Ms, Eva Chu ' ‘ , '

July 17, 1998
Page 2

Angles may continue their efforts to comply with your directives to mitigate the
contamination at the site. .

Very truly yours,
ALBORG, VEILUVA & CANNATA
! 3

\

ICHAEL. J. VEILUVA

MJV :kss
41823

cc: Balaji Angle
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J.L.M. RECONVEYANCE, INC Trusteo’s Sales Proceedings

266 MOBIL AVE., #108
 CAMARILLO, CA 93010
(805)987-7032 -

- Space abova thig line for. racordar’s use
Title Crder No. Trustee Sale No. 98563 Reference No. 563

APN 097-0001-024-01 _
IMPORTANT NOTICE -
NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND ELECTION TO SELL UNDER DEED OF TRUST

IF YOUR PROPERTY IS IN FORECLOSURE BECAUSE YOU ARE BEHIND
IN YOUR PAYMENTS, IT MAY BE SOLD WITHOUT ANY COURT ACT ION,
and you may have the legal right to bring your account in good standing by paying ail
of your past due payments plus permitied costs and expenses within the time

days prior 1o the date set for the sale of your property. No sale date may be set until
three months from the date this notice - of default may be recorded (which date of

recordation appears on this notice). This amount is $110,.866.45

as of 06/11/98 and will increase until your account becomes current.

While your propert‘ is In foreclosure, you still must pay other cbligations (such as
Insurance and taxes) required by your note and deed of trust or mortgage. it you fail to
make future payments on the loan, pay taxes on the property, provide Insurance of the
property, or pay other obligations as required in the note and deed of trust or
mortgage, the beneficiary or mortgagee may insist that you do so In order to reinstate
your account in good standing. In addition, the beneﬂalx or mortgagee may require
as a condition to reinstatement that you provide rellable written evidence that you paid
all senior liens, property taxes, and hazard insurance premiums.

Upon your written request, the beneficiary or mortgagee will give you a wirjiten -
itemnization of the entire amocunt you must pay. You may not have to pay the entire -
unpaid portion of your account, even though full payment was demanded, but you must
pay all amounts in cdefault at the time paymemt is made. However, you and your
beneficiary or morigagee may mutuaily agree in writing prior to the time the notice of
sale is posted (which ma not be earlier than the end of the threp-month pericd stated
above) to, among other things, (1) provide additional time in which to cure the defauit
by transfer of the property or otherwise; or (2) establish a schedule of payments in
order to cure your default; or hoth (1) and {2). Following the expiration of the time
period referred to in the first ‘paragraph of this notice, uniess the cbligation being
foreclosed upon or a separate written a reement between you and your creditor
permits a longer period, you have only the legal right to stop the sale of your property
by paying the entire amount demanded by your creditor. To find out the amaunt ycu
must pay, or to arrange for payment to stop the foreciosure, or it your property is in
foreclosure for any cther reason, contact: DESERT PETROLEUM, INC., A

CALIFORNIA CORP.,, ATTENTION: LOU CARPIAC, C/O J.L.M. RECONVEYANCE,
INC, 266 MOBIL AVE., #108, ‘CAMARILLO, CA 93010 (805}987-7032

Page1of2 . (CANDTD1A}
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Trustoe Sale No. 98563 ‘ B '

if you have any questicns, you should contact a lawyer cr the gevernmental agency
whish may have insured your lcan. Notwithstanding the fact that your property is in
forecicsura, you may cffer your property for sale, provided the sale is concluded pricr
tc the cenciugicn of the foreciosure.

REMEMBER, YOU MAY LOSE LEGAL RIGHTS IF YOU DO NCT TAKE PROMPT ACTICN.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: J.L.M. RECONVEYANCE, INC

is the duly appointed Trustee under a Deed of Trust dated 10/11/93, executed by
BALAJI S. ANGLE AND CHHAYA ANGLE, HUSBAND AND WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS

-as Trustor, to secure chligations in tavor of DESERT PETROLEUM, "INC., A CALIFORNIA
CORPORATION, DEBTOR-IN-POSSESSION _ : :

as Beneficiary recorded on 12/30/93 @S instrument no. 93456683 in
book page - of Official Records in the Cffice of the Recorder

ge

of ALAMED County, California, as more fully described on said Deed of Trust.
including note(s) for the sum of $250,000.00 ; that the beneficial Interest
under sal&; Deed of Trust and the obligations secur ereby are presently heid by the
current benetlciary; that a breach of, and defauit in, the obligations for which said Deed
of Trust Is security has occurred in that the payment has not been made of: THE
MONTHLY INSTALLMENT OF INTEREST DUE ON 07/30/96, AND ALL SUBSEQUENT"
INTEREST PLUS THE FINAL PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST DUE ON
12/30/97 WERE NOT PAID WHEN DUE AND ARE STILL DUE AND UNPAID (PLUS LATE
CHARGES THEREON); AND ALL ADVANCES MADE UNDER TERMS OF SAID SECURED NOTE
ALL ARE DUE WITH INTEREST FROM DATE OF EXPENDITURE. :

That by reason thereof, the present beneficiary under such Deed of Trust has executed

and delivered to said Trustee a written Declaration and Demand for Sale, and has

depcsited with sald duly appointed Trustee such Deed of Trust and all documents

evidencing the cbligations secured thereby, and has declared and does hereby deciare

all sums secured thereby Immediately due and payable, and has elected and does

:‘erebg elect 10 cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy the obligations secured
ereby. R

DATE: 06/11/98
_ J.L.M. RECONVEYANCE, INC

Page 2012 (CANOTONB)
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\Q ./ State ‘ater Resources Contl‘Board
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July 1, 1998

Balaji Angle ﬁ l[é %6{
35584 Conovan Ln )
Fremont, CA 94536 el

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 11496,
SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94550

I'have reviewed your request, received on June 30, 1998, for pre-approval of corrective action costs; I will place
these documents in your file for future reference. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-Approval Request”
form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective actions costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for completing the ,
EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON proposal by the Alameda County EHD (County) in their letter, is $ 3, 235
see the table below for a breakdown of costs. This pre-approval amount is contingent upon a submittal signed
copy of the Alameda County EHD (County) letter in request to this additional work. You can submit this letter
at the time of reimbursement request. (The total amount approved for payment through request number 1 for
work at your site that has been directed and approved by the County is $ 47,629.)

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable and necessary
corrective action costs for work directed and approved by the County will be eligible for reimbursement per the
terms of your Letter of Commitment at costs consistent with those pre-approved in this letter.

All future costs for corrective action must be approved in writing by Fund staff.
Future costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of

Article 11, Chapter 16, Underground Storage Tank Regulations.

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

Task Amount Pre-Approved Comments
1. Off-Site Access $1,245
Agreements and Negotiations
2. Workplan Preparation $1,335
3. Repulatory Discussion $655
TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $ 3,235

e The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with the pre-approval for it to remain valid.

¢ The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q‘S Recyeled Paper




Balaji Angle ' -2- 7 July 1, 1998

I also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids, or a bid waiver
from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary corrective action work. The legislation governing the
Fund requires that the Fund assist you in procuring contractor and consultant services for corrective action. If
you need assistance in contracting for corrective action services, don’t hesitate to call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in the
Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-approval before you
will be reimbursed. To make this easier, insure that your consultant prepares his invoices to match the Sformat
of the original estimate, and provides reasonable explanations for any changes made in the scope of work or
increases in the costs. When the invoices are submitted you must include copies of all:

o subcontractor invoices,
e [echnical reports, when available, and
» applicable correspondence from the County,

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 227-7883.
Sincerely,

/Aml,wdu

Sushma Lee, Water Resources Control Engineer
Technical Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Enclosure

cec:

If a different scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs on the new
scope of work.

Although I have referred to the EENARSON, FOWLER & WATSON proposal in my pre-approval above,
please be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot compel you"

to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in the proposal dated June 24
1998 by EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON for conducting the work.

4 4

>

Mr. Thomas Peacock

Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency

ﬁ Recycled Paper




ALAMEDA COUNTY : . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES '

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
StiD 1689 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
: {51C) 567-6700
(510} 337-9335 (FAX)

June 25, 1998

Mr. Balagi Angle Mr. John Rutherford
B & C Gas Mini Mart Desert Petroleum
35584 Conovan Lane P.0.Box 1601
Fremont, CA 24536 Oxnard, CA 93032

RE: QMR for 2008 1* Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Messrs. Angle and Rutherford:

This office has not received a quarterly monitoring report (QMR) of groundwater
sampling for the above referenced address since February 1997. Be advised, that
Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations {23CCR}, Section 2652{(d), requires
the owner or operator of an UST facility to submit reports every three months, or at
a more frequent interval as specified by the local agency or regional water board,
until investigation and cleanup are complete. In addition, the California Health and
Safety Code (CHSC), Section 25298, states that underground storage tank closure
is incomplete until the responsible party characterizes and remediates the
contamination resulting from product discharge. '

At this time, you are directed to reinstate a quarterly schedule of well sampling and
monitoring. Technical summary reports documenting each well sampling and
monitoring episode are also due quarterly. This schedule shall continue until further
notice. Groundwater samples should be analyzed for TPHg, BTEX, and MTBE. If
MTBE is detected, it should be confirmed using EPA Method 8260.

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

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Danielle Stefani, Livermore-Pleasanton Fire Department

desert26
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CALIFORNIA UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND
L COST PRE-APPROVAL REQUEST

(Complete form, enclosc required items, sign, date & return)

TO: _mICHAEL H- M0S BACHER CHIEF o 916) 2274530
V-S v vl Férm

1. CLAIM INFORMATION R -
A CLAMNO., Ii4%q b B.CLAMANT DALAT I ANGKLES

C. CLAIM STATUS (completc appropriate section) C ' S
) LOCISSUEDFORS bs cov.cn (Yoo LETTER oF Hfa”
ji) ON PRIORITY LIST? % I'INo 1FvEs,PriorITY cLASS | | Al ) 8ME D
iii) NOT YET APPLIED TO THE FUND, EXPECTED APPLICATION DATE:

D. CONTACT PERSON; PHONE;

ADDRESS: FAX:

1. TYPE OF REQUEST (check appropriate boxcs) __
[] prE.APPROVAL §__ 2235~ oD AMOUNT REQUESTED

[] 3-B1D REVIEW s fL-SEE -ATTACHED  pREFERRED BID (if applicable)
LETTER. -

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE REQUIRED FOR THE SPECIFIED REQUEST. ALL DOCUMENTS

REQUESTED MUST BE SUBMITTED OR THE REQUEST(S) WILL BE RETURNED UNPROCESSED.

A. REQUEST FOR PRE-APPROVAL OF PROPOSED COSTS-The following items arc required before review and
tyuninalion will be made by Fund Stail.

1.v“A complete signed copy of the proposed Investigation Workplan or Corrective Action Plan (CAP) (as defined
and required by Article 11, Chapter 16, California Underground Storage Tank Regulations). Corrective Action
Plans must include the required feasibility study and chosen cost effective allernative,

2.__A signed copy of the oversight agency approval letter for the Workplan/CAP.

3._A complete copy of the Request for Bids, including all attachments. A list of all firms requested to bid must be
included.

4.__Complete copies of all bids and othcr correspondence submitted in responsc to the Request for Bids,

5.__A time schedule, if not part of bid documents. anticipated for project initiation and duration.

Gx7A detailed project budget, which includes breakdowns of staf/task/hour with associated estimated 1otals.

B. THREE-BID REVIEW/EVALUATION/DETERMINATION - Fund stafl will assist any claimant requesting an
evaluation of bids upon request. The following information must be submitted - 1.2.3 AND 4 as 'described in
Item A above.

1. CERTIF

[ certify under penalty of perjury that all information submitted with this request is complete and accurate and in geeordance with
all applicable laws and regulations. Must be signed by claimant or person designated on_the Anthorized Representative

(BALATT ANnGLE C’/“’f"té/

Printed Name Dawc !

IV. Authorization for the Fund to give ont your name and phone number to other claimants in your region as a
refetence for consultants and contractars. M YES [} NO

(| T

Di#ic '

Sret - () @ N -
Cned; Cc:l,:;)m,\zefi—f)tf-%w(u L




TP -

——=rINARSON @
g FOWLER & WATSON E{L‘!\%*’r” g ;,ggv li“{f L

|

Consultants In Environmental Hydrogeology & Engmeermg PROTECT TOH ' -

gg JUN 26 Pi 3: 16

June 24, 1998
Project No. BNC101

Mr. Balaji Angle
5131 Shattuck Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

Re:  Cost Estimate for Workplan Preparation and Access Negotiations, Task 1 of
Additional Downgradient Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore,
California, Site ID 1689

Dear Mr. Angle:

Einarson, Fowler & Watson (EFW) is presenting this cost estimate for preparation of a
workplan for the additional downgradient investigation to be conducted for the B&C Gas
Mini Mart site, 2008 First Street, Livermore, California. The basis for this work comes as a
result of our previous investigation! and has been discussed and agreed to in concept with
Alameda County Environmental Health Services (ACEHS) in a prior meeting. Because this
investigation is occurring off-site, potentially on both private property and City of Livermore
(City) property, conducting access negotiations and obtaining agreements from all property
owners is integral to workplan preparation. The scope of this cost estimate includes both
access negotiations and preparation of the workplan for submittal to ACEHS. This scope of
work is Task 1 of the additional downgradient investigation. Subsequent tasks of the
additional investigation will not be conducted until the workplan is approved by ACEHS.
Following is a brief description of the scope of work and attached is the cost estimate. We
estimate the cost of completing access agreements and preparing the workplan to be
$3,235.00.

The workplan will outline the purpose and scope of the investigation. All tasks to be
performed will be described. Procedures for boring and well installation, sampling, and
chemical analyses will be included. The workplan will include a map of the site vicinity
showing proposed boring and well locations. The map will also include analytical data
collected from previous site investigations that define the existing known extent of impact.
The workplan will be signed by a California Certlﬁed Engmeermg Geologlst who will also
discuss the workplan with the ACEHS.

! Einarson, Fowler & Watson, Report of Downgradient Investigation, B&C Gas Mini Mart, 2008 First Street,
Livermore, California. November 7, 1997,
IABNCM O2\CORRES\WRKPLTR.DOC

@ 2650 East Bayshore Road +  Palo Alto, California 94303 e Telephone 650.843.3828 e FAX 650.843.3815




Mr. Balaji Angle ) .
June 24, 1998
Page 2

Prior to locating proposed boring locations, aitangements or agreements to complete borings
and install monitoring wells on City property, in City streets, or on surrounding private
properties will be made. This will include coordinating street access and permitting with the
City, preparing traffic plans for City approval, and negotiating with private property owners
in the area of the investigation.

This workplan preparation cost estimate is greater than the Tank Fund cost guidelines. The
Fund’s guidelines for preparation of a Phase II workplan do not address the scope of work
involved in this investigation. The Fund’s cost guidelines for a subsequent standard Phase II
workplan are based on the assumption that the workplan written for the previous site
investigation already contains most of the details for the subsequent workplan. Although
some of the objectives of this investigation will be similar, the scope of the investigation and
the investigative methods used are different from the previous investigation. It does not
seem feasible to use the previous site investigation workplan as the basis of this multi-task
additional downgradient investigation workplan.

Several conditions of this investigation increase the level of effort and detail that are required
for the workplan. The target depths of the subsurface investigation are relatively deep (50 to
150 feet below ground surface) and the hydrogeologic setting is a rather complex alluvial
depositional environment. These conditions create a need to determine and evaluate the most
appropriate and cost-effective drilling technology. The area of investigation is relatively far
from the source area (over 1,000 feet), potentially high concentrations of methyl-tertiary-
butyl-ether (MTBE) may be found, and the potential for impact to public water supply wells
exists. These conditions emphasize the need to consider the regional hydrogeologic
environment when locating proposed boring locations and target depths.

In addition, the Tank Fund guidelines do not account for the additional work that is necessary
to complete an off-site investigation of this scale. All work to be performed for this
additional downgradient investigation will be off-site, requiring access agreements and
negotiations from several private property owners and the City. It is necessary that these
negotiations are conducted prior to completion of the workplan to ensure that the workplan is
usable.

If you have any questions about this cost estimate for Task 1 of the Additional Downgradient
Investigation, please call me at 650-843-3828.

Sincerely,
Einarson, Fowler & Watson

Kris H. Johnson, C.E.G. 1763
Senior Engineering Geologist

Enclosures: EFW Cost Estimate
cc: eva chu, ACEHS

[ABNCAUOZACORRES\WRKPL' wiW CM{/(_) We/ JARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
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Balaji Angle
35584 Conovan Ln
Fremont, CA 94536

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND, CLAIM NO. 11496, FOR SITE
ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) is able to issue, pursuant to applicable
regulations, the enclosed Letter of Commitment (LOC) in an amount not to exceed $65,000, This
LOC is based upon our review of the corrective action costs you reported to have incurred to date.
The LOC may be modified by the State Board.

It is very important that you read the terms and conditions listed in the enclosed LOC. Claims filed
with the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund far exceed the funding available and it is very
important that you make use of the funding that has been committed to your cleanup in a timely
manner,

Consequently, if you do not submit your first reimbursement request for corrective action

costs which you have incurred within ninety (90) calendar days from the date of this letter,
your funds will automatically be deobligated. Once deobligated, any future funds for this site
will be obligated subject to availability of funds at such time when we receive your

reimbursement request.

You are reminded that you must comply with all regulatory agency time schedules and
requirements and you must obtain three bids for any required corrective action. Only corrective

. action costs required by the regulatory agency to protect human health, safety and the environment

can be claimed for reimbursement. Unless waived in writing, you are required to obtain
preapproval of costs for all future corrective action work (form enclosed). If you have any
questions on obtaining preapproval of your costs or the three bid requirement, please call Linda
Sanbom, our Technical Reviewer assigned to claims in your Region, at (916) 227-0747. Failure to
obtain preapproval of your future costs may result in the costs not being reimbursed.

The following documents needed to submit your reimbursement request are enclosed:

. "Reimbursement Request Instructions” package. Retain this package for future
reimbursement requests. These instructions must be followed when seeking
reimbursement for corrective action costs incurred after January 1, 1988. Included in the
instruction package are samples of completed reimbursement request forms and
spreadsheets,

. "Bid Summary Sheet" to list information on bids received which must be completed and
returned.

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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. "Reimbursement Request" forms which you must use to request reimbursement of costs
incurred.
. "Spreadsheet" forms which you must use in conjunction with your reimbursement
" request.
. "Claimant Data Record" (Std. Form 204) which must be completed and returned with

your first reimbursement request.

We continuously review the status of all active claims. If you do not submit a reimbursement
request or fail to proceed with due diligence with the cleanup, we will take steps to withdraw your
LOC.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed documents, please contact Anna Torres at (916)
227-4388.

2

Enclosures
cc: Mr. Thomas Peacock
Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

o Our mission is lo preserve and enhance the quality of California's water resources, and
Q C; Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

5987 PARKSIDE DRIVE ‘ PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94588-5127 F PHONE (510) 484-2600 Fax (510) 462-3914

5 February 1998

Ms. Eva Chu

QIC 30440 ,

Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2™ Floor
Alameda, CA 94502

Dear Ms. Chu:
Reference: MTBE Quarterly Report

In August 1997 we agreed to coordinate some information on MtRE
in the Livermore Groundwater Basin and focus effort on MtRE in
the Main Basin. Enclosed is our recent MtBE quarterly report.
Please review the enclosed maps and tables with chronology
updates for Site 60 and Site 62. The only new activity since
September 1997 have been included in the chronologies for Site 60
and for Site 62.

If you have any comments, please fax or mail them to me within
two weeks.

If you have any questions, please contact me at extension 240 or
or David Lunn at extension 327.

Very truly vyours,

Craig A. Mayfield
Water Resources Engineer III

CaM

Enc.
ce:  David Lunn, Zone 7 (w/ enc.)
Steve Cusenza, Pleasanton(w/ enc.)
Chris Boykin, Livermore-Pleasanton Fire{w/ enc.)
Bill Adams, Livermore(w/ enc.)
Steven Hill, SFRWQCB(w/ enc.)
Scott Seery, Environmental Health(w/ enc.)

eACRAIG\cmdesk 1\craig\notes\mibe10.wpd (5 February 1995)
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ZONE 7

WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING

GROUNDWATER PROTECTION

02/04/88 -

. ‘ MAIN BASIN MTBE SITES (HIGH PRIORITY) o _

1 2 ZONE7 3 4 5 6 7
ACDEH | TOXIC COMMON RECENT | PLUME
SITE ID SITE SITE SITE MTBE | LENGTH

NUMBER | NUMBER NAME OWNER . ADDRESS (PPB) (FT)

1672 60 ~ STEVE'S EXXON Exxon 2991 Hopyard Rd., Pleasanton 4,200 <60
1673 23 SOUTH HOP SHELL ~__Shelt 3790 Hopyard Rd., Pleasanton | _ 6,800| 200 _ |
1688 62 DESERT PETROLEUM Desert Petroleum/Balagi Angle 2008 1stSt, Livermore | 110,000| >1200 |
5017 41 | FIRST PLEAS UNOCAL Unocal/Tosco Sta. # 7376 4191 First Street, Pleasanton | 4,300} >100 |
FRINGE BASIN MTBE SITES (LOWER PRIORITY) S

1 2 ZONE 7|3 4 5 6 7
ACDEH | TOXIC COMMON RECENT | PLUME

_SITEID SITE SITE SITE MTBE | LENGTH
NUMBER | NUMBER NAME _OWNER  ADDRESS | (PB) | ()

1053 157 Teutsch Enterprises, Inc. ARCO 7249 Viilage Pkwy., Dublin 1 _ 9,500,  >60
1940 116 | Rich's Chevron Service 7007 San RamonRd., Dublin___ |~~~ 300y 30
2043 97, BP Oil Co. Site #11116 | 7197 Village Pkwy,, Dublin | 1700 = 30 _
2095 192 Fred's Auto BP Oil #11120° | 6400 Dublin Bivd,, Dublin |~ 2,000 €0 .
2096 181 UnocallTosco_ 6401 Dublin Blvd., Dublin 700 30
2335 .18 T Bil'sChevron | 4904 S FrontRd,Livermore | __ 8100} 160
2465 101 Springtown Unocal/Tosco Sta. #6034 4700 1st St., Livermore 9600 30
3841 |68 Chevron Station #9-2582 7420 Dublin Bivd,, Dublin | 100,000 >100/UNK_
C‘_“EM 195 _ Unocai/Tosco _ 7850 Amador Valley Blvd., Dublin_ 3,200 30
5807 44 Shelt . 5251 Hopyard Rd., Pleasanton 2,900} >100

XPLANATION

E
1. Alameda County Department of Environme
. Zone 7 Toxic Investigation number: A sequential investigation number used by Zone 7 to identify and file all toxic sites.
. Common Site name: A short descriptive name for the site.

Owner: Responsible party, owner or tenant during contamination.

5. Site Address: Street address where leaking UST or other contamination source is iocated.
7

2
3
a.
6

. Recent MTBE: Recent high concentration of MTBE in groundwater, usually most recent phase of sampling.

. Plume length: Length of plume from source to iower concentration, often defined by owner's engineer drawing.

ntal Health Site ID: A sequential number used by ACDEH and SFRWQCB to identify and reference sites.



ACTION
INITIATOR

DATE CODE
Sep 89 'SH
Jan 90 - SH
Mar 90
Jun 95 EH
Jan 96 EH
Jun 96 SH
Jun 97 z7
25 Jun 97 SH
12 Aug 97 SH
13 Aug 97  AC

PAWRE\Toxic\MtBE\sohopshi23a.wpd

Z0NE 7

WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING
TOXIC MONITORING

Shell 0Oil

5790 Hopyard Road

Pleasanton

SITE 25 CHRONOLOGY

REMARKS

Well S-10 and recovery wells SR-1, SR-2, and SR-3
installed.

Aquifer tests performed at the site to estimate
hydraulic properties. Comparison of test data
suggests a preferred immigration pathway in the
direction of wells 5-4, S-5, and S-10. Transmissivity
(T) values are nonetheless iow.

Wells now sampled annually.

ACDEH assumes management of case under contract
with the City of Pleasanton. '

Up to 1400 ug/l MtBE detected in well S-5.
Zone 7 begi-ns chronology.

MTBE measured up to 6,800 ppb in groundwater
sampled from well S-4.

Report received by County Environmental Health.

Report submitted to Zone 7 by Scott Seery of County
Environmental Health.

Page 2 of 2
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Zone 7
Water Resources Engineering
Toxic Monitoring
Exxon
2991 Hopyard Road
Pleasanton
Site 60 Chronology

Initiator
Date Code Bemarks

Mar 97 E Exxon replaced piping and upgraded UST system to
1998 standards. No significant contamination detected
in exploratory borings and soil samples collected from
(former) north dispenser slant area.

23 May 97 E MTBE up to 1,600 ug/l in groundwater in MW-9.

13 Aug 97 P Steve Cusenza of the City of Pieasanton is considering
whether to request a replacement well at the current
location or at a more distant one. A well at a more
distant location would be a less likely receptor and less
cleanup at the site would appear necessary.

13 Aug 97 27 Toxic Priority Meeting discussed Pleasanton City Well.
Site is over Main Basin and must be cleaned up
according to Kevin Graves of SFRWQCB.

| 20 Aug 97 E RAP is modified to reflect concerns of ACDEH.

26 Aug 97 = EH Remedial action plan approved by ACDEH, incorporating
soil vapor extraction, air sparging, and "bio venting” in
the area around well MW-9 and boring B-17.

29 Sep 97 AC Received copy of letter of 25 Sep 97 by Scott Seery of
County Environmental Health to Exxon at Zone 7. |
Continue quarterly sampling of wells MW-5d and MW-8.

PAWRE\T axic\MtBE\hopexnB0a.wpd
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ZONE 7
WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING
TOXIC MONITORING
Desert Petroleum
2008 First Street
Livermore
SITE 62 CHRONOLOGY

8 Sep 97 zZ7 CM discussed with Mr. Kris Johnson of Einarson,
Fowler, Watson: 1. Start of work for drilling permit
97445 of Einarson, Fowler, and Watson for six direct
push probings up to 50 feet in depth was 8 Sep 97.
. 2. All permits have been set up at this time and all
probings will be completed.

9 Sep 97 Z7 DWL met Mr. Kris Johnson of Einarson, Fowler,
Watson at the site: Drilling is progressing normally.

26 Sep 97 EF Mr. Kris Johnson of Einarson, Fowler, Watson
submitted preliminary MtBE data from the site.

29 Sep 97 EF Mr. Kris Johnson of Einarson, Fowler, Watsaon
submitted preliminary MtBE data from the site: 1.
MtBe was detected at up to 470 ug/! in exploratory
boring B97-2. 2. Benzene was detected at up to 1.2
ug/l in exploratory boring B97-1.

31 Oct EF CM discussed with Kris Johnson of Einarson, Fowler

97 Watson: 1. Final report of boring and sampling of 9
Sep 97 is being prepared. Zone 7 should receive
report 4 Nov 97. 2. Five exploratory borings were
utilized in the recent sampling all 55 feet in depth
based on DTW.

10 Nov EF Received Einarson, Fowler and Watson Report of down

97 ' gradient investigation B and C Minimart Livermore,
California of 7 November 1997: 1. 5 exploratory
borings up to 55 feet in depth were completed. 2. Up
to 470 ug/l of MtBE were measured in groundwater

- sampled from boring B97-4. 3. Groundwater samples

from borings B97-2 to B97-4 were collected only at 55
in depth due to time constraints imposed by City of
Livermore Encroachment permit. '

Page 7 of 9
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ZONE 7
WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING
TOXIC MONITORING
Desert Petroleum
2008 First Street
Livermore
SITE 62 CHRONOLOGY

8 Dec 97 EF Received Einarson, Fowler and Watson letter of
December 10, 1987: 1. Five exploratory borings were
utilized for the investigation 8,9, 10 September
1997.2. No changes have been made in the report
since the last submittal.

15 Dec 97 CH County Environmental Health letter of 15 December
1997 to Mr. Belagi Angle, B & C Minimart; 1. MTBE
plume is not fully delineated. 2. Deep and shallow
groundwater monitoring wells can be constructed
based on available data. 3. Vertical distribution of the
MTBE plume should aiso be evaluated. 4. A workplan
should be submitted in February 1998.

14 Jan 98 SF SFRWQCB Personnel: 1. Mr. Kevin Graves and Mr.
Sum Arigala have left the agency recently. 2. Mr.
Derek Lee supervised by Mr. Steven Hill will monitor
the Desert Petroleum case.

Page 8 of 9
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ZONE 7

WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING

TOXIC MONITORING

Desert Petroleum

2008 First Street
Livermore

" SITE 62 CHRONOLOGY

4 Feb 98 EF -

PAWRE\Toxic\MtBE\Desert 62a.wpd

CM discussion with Mr. Kris Johnson of Einarson
Fowler and Watson: 1. His firm has not been paid for
any of their work. 2. Desert Petroleum had agreed to
approve the work and on that basis Mr. Johnson
performed that phase of the investigation. 3. The
State Tank fund did require that Desert Petroleum be
an applicant prior to the field investigation of Sep 97.
4. After the work was completed, Desert Petroleum
refused to approve the work. 5. Mr. Belagi Angle,
owner of B & C Minimart (again?) Requested to be to
sole applicant for funding from the State Tank Fund in
December 97. 6. Mr. Johnson prepared a preliminary
cost estimate to assist Mr. Angle with his application
to fund future work. 7. This recent request in
January 1998 is seen as progress toward the next
phase of the investigation. 8. The next phase of
investigation might include 8 wells approximately 50
feet in depth and 4 wells approximately 100 feet in
depth. 9. These wells may determine the vertical
distribution of MtBE. 10. The nearby Cal Water Well
might be pumped in discreet layers. 11. Remediation
may begin in the Mill Springs Apartments area in
approximately one year. 10. Mr. Johnson is not
planning to perform any significant additional work on
this investigation until his firm is paid for the previous
work.

Page 9 of 9
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December 18, 1997

BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY
Balaji Angle
B&C Gas Minimart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Chery! Gordon

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

DELETION OF JOINT CLAIMANT STATUS FROM DESERT PETROLEUM

Thanks for your call yesterday in which you requested that I submit a formal
application for deletion of my name from the joint claim of Desert Petroleum at the site at
2008 First Street, Livermore. The reasons are as follows:

This site has been characterized as contaminated since 1988, but no active clean up
work was ever done until January 1994 when I acquired the business. At the time, Desert
Petroleum was monitoring ground water under the directions of Alameda County and as
required under the terms of the purchase agreement. Soon after I took over the station, there
was a fault with the TLS 350 monitoring device paid for by me but supplied and installed by
Desert Petroleum’s contractors, and as a consequence, I submitted a notice of unauthorized
release. In September 1995, one of the underground storage tanks supplied by Desert
Petroleum failed integrity.

Around August 1996, Desert Petroleum ceased all remediation actions at the site and
pulled its contractor, contending that since there had been apparent spills after the purchase, I
alone was responsible for cleanup.

Desert Petroleum consistently refused my request for cooperation as well as repeated
directives from the Alameda County Environmental Health Division (ACEHD). At the
request of ACEHD, the UST Fund, and originally also Desert Petroleum, to expedite
reimbursement for cleanup, I agreed to append my name to the already-approved and
processed claim of Desert Petroleum for cleanup funds. T was told that if I submitted a
separate application, I would encounter substantial delays while my separate application was
processed. I was also told that funding was only on a per site basis and not per claimant, so
that my separate application would effectively relieve Desert Petroleum from all further
responsibilities of complying with ACEHD orders, since one site cannot have two concurrent
claimants under different applications.

dh.
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Since then, I have actively taken steps toward remediation of the site. Nearly 700
tons of contaminated soil have been removed and transported to approved disposal at B.F.1.
Further, I also spent approximately $250,000 to replace all the tanks, pipes and pumps to
conform to the new UST requirements by borrowing money from the UST Replacement
Program. These two bills aggregating about $36,000.00 were submitted in April to the UST
Fund for payment. I received them back from the UST Fund on August 8, 1997, with an
explanation that they had to be resubmitted through Desert Petroleum for review and counter
signature. I did so at once. After 5 months, Desert Petroleum has not returned signed
applications to me despite my written communications, telephone and also letter from my
attorney. I have kept the UST Fund and ACEHD posted on all these developments from
time to time.

Geometrix, with approved UST funds, has completed the 1st phase of investigation.
Geometrix who has been partly paid out of my own funds, charges 18% on outstanding
invoices and has also declined to do any further work.

Based on pre-approval of another bid by the UST Fund, and pursuant to ACEHD's
directions, the second phase of work has been performed by Einarson, Fowler & Watson.
(See ACEHD letter of Dec. 15 to me with a copy to you.) I continued to hold their invoice
of $29,000.00, which I cannot pay until my status as an individual claimant is approved as
Eva Chu and I have requested for two months.

This site has received substantial, pervasive and adverse publicity for fear of the
MTBE plume reaching Livermore municipal water supplies. This was underscored by Mr.
Kevin Graves of St. Water Resources Board in a meeting of December 10. As an example, I
enclose a front page article on the MTBE problem at the site. 1 should mention, in attaching
this article, that I have never addressed any journalist that any public official has "dragged
their feet” with respect to cleanup. This is evident from the reporter’s own statement that he
never spoke to me, and I declined to answer his calls.

My sincere desire to accomplish the clean up work has been actively hampered by the
non-cooperation of Desert Petroleum. They have deserted their responsibility and also made
misrepresentations and a breach of contract. I have lost heavily financially and continue to
do so as a result of this, My attorneys are studying options available to me for Desert
Petroleum’s breach, and in the interim directed that I cease payments due under the note for
which Desert Petroleum hold deed of trust as security, My termination of payments in late
1996 followed Desert Petroleum’s abandonment of site monitoring and notification to me that
they would do no further work despite their agreement. The cessation of payments also
involves a complex set of issues with Desert Petroleum regarding other provisions of the
purchase agreement.

2
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With this explanation, I respectfully request that I be approved as an individual entity
and my name be removed as joint claimant with Desert Petroleum, without prejudice to
Desert Petroleum’s ultimate responsibility to the State or Alameda County for cleanup
liability as a responsible party, or to me under its purchase agreement.

Time is of the essence and I request your expeditious attention and approval.

cc:  Eva Chw/ACEHD




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
' AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

StID 1689 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
- ‘ 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
December 15, 1997 (“5'73“)9557'_‘;?0%4502‘55”

FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94534

RE: Décember 10, 1997 Meeting Concerning 2008 1lst Street,
Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Angle:

On December 10, 1997 you met with representatives from the RWOCE,
Einarson, Fowler & Watson (EFW), and this Agency to discuss the
results and recommendations resulting from the recent subsurface
investigation performed by EFW and detailed in their November 7,
1997 Report of Downgradient Investigation for the above
referenced site. The purpose of this phase of the investigation
was to further evaluate the extent of the MTBE/Benzene plume and
ites potential for future migration and impact to nearby municipal
water supply wells. '

As we discussed, it appears that the recent investigation may not
have fully delineated the MTBE plume nor its core. However, the
data appear sufficient to assist in identifying locations for
permanent shallow and deep groundwater monitoring wellg to better
characterize the plume. In order to protect the municipal water
supply, it was agreed that the vertical distribution of MTRBE in
both the upper and (possibly) the lower aquifers should also be
evaluated.

Using data collected to date, possible locations for permanent,
shallow and deep (nested or clustered) groundwater monitoring
wells were proposed at the meeting. Pending your reimbursement
from the UST Cleanup Fund, it is anticipated that a workplan, as
discussed above, would be prepared and submitted some time in
February 1998. :

If you have any questions regarding the content of this letter or
this case, I can be reached at (510) 567-6762.

I

L\, ;
Qrson
eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist




Mr. Balagi Angle

re: Dec 10th Meeting

December 15, 1997 )
Page 2 of 2

c: Kris Johnson, EFW, 2560 E Bayshore Rd, Palo Alto, CA 94303
Kevin Graves, RWQCB
David Lunn, Zone 7 (QIC Code 80201)
Tom Fitzgerald, CWS, 195 South N Street, Livermore, CA 94550
John Rutherford, DP Inc, P.0O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032
Cheryl Gordon, SWRCB-UST Cleanup Fund
Danielle Stefani, Livermore-Pleasanton Fire Department
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Cal/EPA

State Water
Resources
Control Board

Division of
Clean Water
Programs

Mailing Address:
P.0. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA

94244-2120

2014 T Street,

Suite 130
Sacramento, CA
95814
(916) 2274516
FAX (916) 227-4530

World Wide Web
http:/harww.swrch.ca.
gov/i~cwphome/
fundhome.htm

Q’?’ Recycied Paper

August 4, 1997

Mr. Balaji Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 3272,
SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94559

I'have reviewed your request, received on July 22, 1997, for pre-approval of corrective action costs; I
will place these documents in your file for future reference. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-
Approval Request” form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective
actions costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for completing
the April 11, 1997, Geomatrix workplan approved by the Alameda County EHD {County) in their April
23, 1997 letter, is $27,604; see the table below for a breakdown of costs. (The total amount approved for
reimbursement through Request No. 1 for work at your site that has been directed and approved by the
County is $79,066.)

Based on your letter, dated July 18, 1997, you requested bids from five different consultant/contractors
for performing the revised Geomatrix workplan. Only one of the five, Einarson, Fowler & Watson
(EFW), provided a bid for the proposed scope of work. It appears that EFW’s bid conforms with the
Fund’s guidelines. Thank you for making a conscientious effort to obtain multiple costs estimates, and as
you can see, a significant cost savings is apparent.

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable and
hecessary corrective action costs for work directed and approved by the County will be eligible for
reimbursement per the terms of your Letier of Commitment at costs consistent with those pre-approved
in this letter.

All future costs for corrective action must be approved in writ}ng by Fund staff.
Future costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of
Article 11, Chapter 16, Underground Storage Tank Regulations.

¢ The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with the pre-approval for it to
remain valid.

* The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

o Ifa different scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs for the
new scope of work. _

*  Although I have referred to the Einarson, Fowler & Watson (EFW) cost estimate in my pre-approval
above, please be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot
compel you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in the
EFW proposal, dated July 14, 1997, for conducting the work approved by the County for
implementing the April 11, 1997 workplan.

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocetion ard efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.

Pete Wilson
Governor
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Mr. Balaji Angle

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

Task Amount Pre-Approved Comments
Task 1 - Downgradient $16,908 . If DPT is not feasible, then
Shallow Groundwater reasonable costs can be adjusted.
Investigation
Tasks 2, 4 and 6 - Data $1,120 Costs pre-approved for obtaining
Collection data only. Evaluation of data

incorporated into Task 9.

Task 5 and 8 - Intrinsic $3,956 Tasks should be incorporated into
Bioremediation Parameters and quarterly monitoring event
Petroleum Hydrocarbon
Characterization
Task 9 - Data Evaluation and $5,620 Task includes evaluation of all data
Phase 1 Report and report preparation.
TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $27,604

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in the
Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-approval
before you will be reimbursed. To make this easier, insure that your consultant prepares his
invoices to match the format of the original estimate, and provides reasonable explanations for any
changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the invoices are submitted you
must include copies of ali:

e subcontractor invoices,
» fechnical reports, when available, and
o applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 227-4516 or call Steve Marquez at
(916) 227-0746.

Sincerely,

CREGINAL SIGNED BY

Michael H. Mosbacher, Chief
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Eva Chu
Alameda County EHD
1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

[ 4] Qur mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
Q 9 Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations,
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Mr. Balaji Angle

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum, Inc.
P O Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Greg Mayfield

Zone 7 Alameda County Flood Control
5997 Parkside Dr.

Pleasanton, CA 94588

o Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California s water resources, and
Q C; Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations,
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n. 5A B.S. Angle

g7 JuL 22 P¥ 333 B&C Gas MiniMart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA. 94550

7/18/97

Michael H. Mosbacher
Manager

Technical Unit

U.S.T. Clean Up Fund

State Water Resources Board
P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA. 94244-2120

Re: Pre-approval of Corrective Action Costs Claim #3272 , Site
Address: 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA. 84550

Dear Mr. Mosbacher:

I refer to our telephone conversation on July 7th in respon'se to my
fax to you of the same date and appreciate your views and
direction in the matter.

As directed, I immediately approached 4 other contractors for
multiple bids as per the enclosure. None of them showed interest

in bidding. In fact, Levine, Frick, Recon and Harding Lawson
Assoclates even declined to entertain my requests for bids. .
Accordingly, on the recommendation of Levine, Frick and Recon, I
approached Einarson, Fowler and Watson (EFW). They seem to be
quite professional and willing to work. They mentioned that they
are familiar with the procedures and requirements of the Leak
Fund. They submitted to me a bid which is enclosed herewith.

The bid cost of $27,604.00 appears to be considerably less when
compared to that of Geometrix even with possible downward

revision by Geometrix due to elimination of certain tasks in items

of your letter of June 19, 1997. It appears that EFW has included

all the minimum tasks required by you after your discussions with @




*the county. Since this meets with your and the county’s immediate
requirements, I recommend the bid for your approval.

With regards to paragraph 4 of your letter of June 19th, 1997, I do
not know how to proceed in the matter in the absence of any
relevant and reliable recent latest data as to the possibility and
existence of plume and its likely migration. I thought the
completion of the investigative phase under discussion may reveal
some data and direction in the matter. All the same, I request your
guidance as to the course of action and also help in procuring
contractors approved and acceptable to the Fund and the county.

In view of the urgency mentioned in my various prior discussions
and communications, I earnestly request your urgent approval for
the pre-approval of corrective action costs.

cc: Eva Chu, Alameda County EHD, 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway,
2nd Floor, Alameda, CA. 94502-6577 along with copies of the bid
and enclosure referred to in the letter.
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Consultants In Environmental Hydrogeology & Engineering

July 14, 1997
Proposal No. 97-148

Mr. Balaji S. Angle
Angle's AM-PM Mini Mart
5131 Shattuck Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

We are enclosing:

Copies Description

Cost Estimate for Phase [ Investigation at the B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore
Work Authorization i
General Terms and Conditions

Schedule of Charges

PP (U PR [

For your: Use Sent by: X - Regular Mail
X Approval Overnight Carrier
Review Courier

Comments:_The cost estimailc is bascd on the Geomatrix Work Plan dated April 1997, with
modifications based on the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund letter dated June 19, .
1997. The following lists the original tasks and our understanding of the revised scope of

work. Task 1 - Conduct Downgradient Shallow Groundwater Investigation - remains

unchanged, except borings are assumed to be performed using Direct Push technology. as per

Fund letter. Task 2 - Sample Municipal Wells and Obtain Records - Not in scope, except for
obtaining well records. Task 3 - Perform Specific Capacity Tests - Not in scope. Task 4 -
Obtain and Review Records from Livermore Arcade Shopping Center - obtaining records
included. Review of data in report Task 9. Task 5 - Obtain Data to Evaluate Potential

Biodegradation - included. with assumption that work will be incorporated in guarterly .

monitoring event. Task 6 - Obtain and Review Records from Groth Property - obtaining records
included. Review of data in report Task 9. Task 7 - Conduct Shallow Groundwater

Investigation Near Abandoned Gas Station - Not in scope. Task 8 - Characterize Petroleum

Hydrocarbons - included. with assumption that work will be incorporated in guarterly monitoring

event. Task 9 - Prepare Phase | Investigation Report - included, with addition of reviewing data
obtained in Tasks 1, 2,4, and 6. Task 10 - Meet with ACHCSA - Not in scope. The cost
estimate follows the task list included in the Fund letter, combining Tasks 2. 4. and 6 and Tasks

5.and 8. If you have any questions, please call (415) 843-3828

Kiris H. Johnson
Senior Engineering Geologist

({9 2650 East Bayshore Road « Palo Allo, California 94303 » Telephone 415.843.3828 ¢ FAX 415.843.3815




. EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
COST ESTIMATE

CLIENT: Mr. Balaji Angle

PROJECT: B&C Gas Mini Mart, Livermore, Phase I Luft Investigation

DATE: July 14, 1997
PROPOSAL NO. 57-148

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT

UNIT  QUANTITY

COST

COST

SUB- TASK
TOTAL TOTAL

SUMMARY:
TASKS 2, 4, and 6 - Data Collection

TASK 9 - Prepare Phase I Investigation Report

TASK 1 - Conduct Downgradient Groundwater Shallow Investigation

TASKS § & 8 - Obtain Blodegradation Data & Characferize Petroleum Hydrocarbons

TOTAL

$16,908
$1,120
$3,956

$5.620
$27,604

TASK 1 - Conduct Downgradient Groundwater Shallow Investigation
SCOPE: Dirill 6 borings, grab groundwater samples, H&S plan, permits, encroachment permits, USA, utility clearance

EFW Professional Services

Administrative Support hour
Technician hour
Geologist hour
Sr. Geologist hour
Principal hour
Chargeable Equipment

Field Vehicle day
Mileage ) mi
Organic Vapor Analyzer (FID) day
Water Level Indicator day
Indirect Charges

Utility Locator hour
Encronchment Permit lot
Traflic control day
Drilling Subcontractor day
Soil/water disposaf lot
Laboratory Analytical Charges:
TPHg/BTEX/MTBE each
EDB/DCA (8240/8260) each

Administrative Fee (13% of Indirect)

TASKS 2, 4, and 6 - Data Collection

$35
3§50
$65
890
5105

$50
$0.43
$100
$20

$100
$281
$350
$2,200
$560

$55
$150

2 $70
16 $800
48 $3,120
12 $1,080

1 $105
4 $200
280 $120
3 $300
3 $60
4 $400
1 $281
3 $1,050
3 $6,600
1 $500
6 $330
3 $450
$1,442
TASK TOTAL

$5,175

$680

$11,053

$16,908

SCOPE: Task 2 - Obtain municipal well records, Task 4 - Obtain records from Livermore Arcade Shopping Center

Task 6 - Obtain records trom Groth Property

EFW Professional Services

Admin. Support hour
Geologist hour
8r. Geologist hour
Principal hour
Consumable Materialy

Copy charges lot

$35
$65
$90
$105

$100

Page |

1 $35
8 $520
4 $360
1 $105
1 $100
TASK TOTAL

$1,020
$100

$1,120




EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
COST ESTIMATE

CLIENT: Mr. Balaji Angle
PROJECT; B&C Gas Minj Mart, Livermore, Phase [ Lutt Investigation

DATE: July 14, 1997
PROPOSAL NO. 97-148

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT UNIT
COST

QUANTITY COST

SUB- TASK
TOTAL

TOTAL

TASKS S & 8 - Obtain Biodegradation Data & Characterize Petroleum Hydrocarbons
SCOPE: Task 5 - Analyze groundwater samples from 3 downgradient borings and 3 site wells for biodegradation paramete

Task 8 - Analyze product sam ples from one off site and one site well for hydrocarbon fingerprinting,

and analyze one site sample for additives (EDB, DCA)

Assumes purge water disposal will be handled with regular quarterly monitoring
EFW Professional Services

Technician hour $50 20 $1,000
Geologist hour $65 2 $130
8r. Geologist hour $90 4 $360
Chargeable Equipment )
Field Vehicle day $50 1 $50
Milenge mi $0.43 70 $30
Sampling Equipment day fl00 1 $100
Water Level Indicator day $20 1 $20
Indirect Charges
Laboratory Analytical Charges:
Nitrate, sulfate, Mn* Fe*, CO, each $100 [ $600
EDB/DCA (8240/8260) each 3150 1 $150
GC, Ethers, Organic Pb species each $610 2 $1,220
Administrative Fee (15% of Indirect) $296
TASK TOTAL

TASK 9 - Prepare Phase I Investigation Report
SCOPE: Evaluate data collected and prepare report with recommendations for Phase 11

EFW Professional Services
Admin. Support hour $£30 2 $50
Drafter hour $45 16 $720
Geologist hour 365 40 $2,600
8r. Geologist hour 590 16 $1,440
Puinsitnlable Materials hour 5105 - 4 $420
Computer hour $20 16 $320
Report materiats lot $I5 4 $60
TASK TOTAL
PROJECT TOTAL

Page 2

$1,490
$200 N
\\
$2,266
$3,956
$5,240
$380
$5,620
$27,604
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\ Balaji S. Angle
’ B&C Gas Mini-Mart
2008 First Street

¢
N Livermore, CA. 94550
Phone: (510) 654-34061
. Fax: (510) 654-0279
N July 7th, 1997
AN
Michael H. Mosbacher \\
Manager N
Technical Unit, U.S. 7. Clean up Fund -

Stale Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
PO Box9442i2 | -
Saciamemo, CA. 94244-2120

N
Py al of C cti i ) 03272, Site: 2008 First Street,

Re:

l)ca{r Mr. Mosbacher:

I just received your letter of June 19th, 1997 on my return back from out of the country where 1
had been on family emergency as stated in my fax of June 9th 10 Mr. Steve Marquez, and I thank
you and Mr. Marquez for the approval contained in the letter.

I'have had long discussions with Geomatrix in the matter of the costs as approved by you. They
are of the opinion that the costs approved for the phases mentioned in your letter, even as
maodified, arc way below, and as such, they are-not able to conduct the work. In view of the facts
mentioned below, | earnestly request your help in reconsidering the approved costs - if necessary,
afier further discussing with Geomatrix and Eva Chu of Alameda County so that at least the
investigative stage is accomplished. | assure you, in making this request, I am fully aware of and
appieciative of the fact as to why the Leak Fund expects parties to get the bids as a matter of rule
except in deserving cases where your discretion comes into play. : :

When 1 100k the lead about 8 months ago in the clean up process - for the reasons known ta Lva
Chu and the Fund - 1 had obtained 5 names of contractors from Eva to accomplish the bid

contractors 10 the detriment of all of the parties involved ncluding the Leak Fund. in this
connection, please refer {o sub para 3 of para 2 of my letter of ] anuary 31, 1997 to Mr. Patrick
Wheeler. Geomatrix was recommended 1o me by a number of professionals, including those




mentioned in my said letter and Alameda County liked their work in terms of cost eflectivencss
and guality. 1 believe, in the long run, we will save considerable cost with the approach of
Geomatrix. 1 need be, | earnestly request Yyou to please call the parties mentioned in my letter and

contirm about the professionalism and cost'effectiveness of going with Geomatrix.

As you know, any contractor who has (o bid on the project has to do a lot of spade work and
investigative background work before he can'quote the cost for the bid. The tendency, as | have
obsetved, in such a case, is 1o shy away even from bidding if he is not reasonably sure that
eventually he can recoup the cost of such efforts and time by being successfully approved by the
customer/l.eak Fund. "I'hat is exactly what happened \ro‘_me when I approached the four
contractors recommended to me by the county. \ ‘

Also, in the case under reference, there is no cohesive, reliable set of information on which a
contractor can base his approach, hence the cost. The information available is scanty and not very
reliable, thrown out by a couple of contractors who work with different goals and approaches.
For the first time, CGeomatrix has gathered some information by spending a lot of time and effor.
This information will be quite helpful in the first phase (investigative stage), which when
completed will perhaps prove that the clean up project is not as bad as it is made out to be, and if
tharbe the case, we may be able to accomplish the goal of clean up relatively expeditiously and
also cconomically. The results that will be disclosed by the investigative phase will be very helpful
and determinative as to what course of action may be necessary in the mater.

As you know, 1 have taken serious and expeditious steps to rectify the situation with the utmost
speed within my power. With this end, 1 have replaced all the new tanks, dispensers and pipcs
with considerable expenditure by availing loan from the government. Hopefully, this has stopped
any further leak, When the other responsible party did not heed the county’s numerous directives,
I took the lead to clean up the site with cooperation'from the county and the Leak Fund. Since
then, 1 have spent considerable time in dealing with the county, the Leak Fund and also the
conractors, The investigative stage will disclose whether there is free product still at the site and
whether it nceds 10 be removed so as 10 abate the threat to the downgradient municipal wells.
And alf this can be accomplished within a period of six weeks from the date of your approval,.
thercby avoiding overlapping double work and expenses. Therefore, in the grand scheme of ¢
things, expeditious completion of the investigative phase is most critical and important. This work
will disclose what the disease is and what curative action is needed. In its absence, we will be
groping in the dark and doing things by crror and correction, incoherently, uneconomically, and
inexpeditiously, '

| have, in my prior correspondence, referred to the anxiety of Regional Water Zone 7, the media,
the public, and the county in cleaning up the project expeditiously because of suspected migration
of MTBE plume with the likelihood of impacting the municipal drinking wells, and the consequent
strain and stress on me. J, therefore, beg you to use your discretion in approving the work and the
cost 10 the extent it relates to the investigative phase. This will also disclose whether there is still
free product which needs to be removed and if so, by what method. Once the investigative phase
is done, for which time is of the essence, it any further work is needed for which yOou require me
to obiain three bids, 1 shali most happily do so as directed in para 10, page 2 of your letter under
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I am sure you will pleasc appreciate the spirit with which 1 am making this request of waiver and
favor me with your expeditious approval.

Many thanks in anticipation. ¢

CC: LvaChu

-







ALAMEDA CO’TY FLOOD CONTROL AND WAT!CONSEHVATION DISTRICT

£997 PARKSIDE DRIVE & PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94588-5127 &  pnone {510) 484-2600 Fax (510} 462-3914

25 June 199%7 pgﬂ“ﬂ‘\’F—D
Mr. Dave Deaner . eath
State of California Director of Environmental
Underground Tanks Clean-Up Fund :
P.O. Box 94412 s / >
) ( 6 ‘7
Sacramento, CA 94244-2102 ST D {é’

Subject: Gasoline Spill, B and C Minimart, 2008 First Street,
Livermore

Dear Mr. Deaner:

We recently discussed with Mr. Steve Marquez of your office your
agency'’s review of the proposed funding for the investigation and
remediation of this gasoline spill in Livermore. The spill has
resulted in a plume of contaminated groundwater which contains
methyl tert butyl ether (MtBE) with benzene which may without
remediation extend to California Water Service Well No. 8 (3S5/2E
8P1) which is utilized for public water supply.

We understand from our discussion with Mr. Marguez that you have
the authority to approve project funding in these cases.
Accordingly we ask that you review the details of this particular
case and can then agree to expedite funding to start clean-up
work. This plume which is located directly over a major domestic
water recharge zone for the Livermore Groundwater basin. It is
also the largest MLBE and benzene plume in Alameda County.

The plume, according to analysis of the data of August 1995,
extended at that time more than 1,200 feet within the upper
aquifer that recharges the lower aquifer supplying the water
service well. This lower aquifer is one of the two aquifers
utilized for public water supply in our county.

Mr. Marquez’s concern is that Geomatrix, currently representing
the responsible party, is charging higher fees when compared to
those charged by others in similar projects. Our past experience
with this firm indicates when working under our drilling permits
they are very reputable and competent.

Geomatrix also has worked on the investigation of the Santa
Monica MtBE contamination problem for Chevron and Shell 0Oil.
Rccording to our discussion with the Mr. David Bacharowski of the
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control board, Geomatrix has
been able to satisfy the various stakeholders and move the plume
investigation forward. The Santa Monica investigation is located




Mr. Dave Deaner
Page 2

in a complex geological environment.

We believe the $17,000 (34%) incremental cost of having Geomatrix
perform the proposed investigation over the reduced cost a
prospective low bidder may offer is justified in order to have
the work properly completed possibly two or more months earlier.
This timely solution will help ensure that our local groundwater
quality is not compromised.

The data in the Geomatrix workplan.of April 1997 indicates that
MtBE may now be present in the upper aquifer at the water supply
well. The leaky aquitard between the upper and lower aquifers
may slow the downward flow of MtBE but our concern is that if
there is further delay in addressing this problem, water
containing the MtBE may be pumped from the well.

Please advise us of any steps we may take to facilitate your -
review and approval of funding this investigation. We would
appreciate receiving copies of all documents regarding this
matter. ‘ '

If you have any questions regarding Zone 7's concern in this
matter, please contact me at extension 250 or Craig Mayfield at
extension 240. Thank you for your time.

"~ Very truly yours,

Crlr Mg

Dale Myers
General Manager

DM:CM
cc: Bill Lockyer, Senate
Richard K. Rainey, Senate
Lynne C. Leach, Assembly
David Lunn, Zone 7
Vince Wong, Zone 7
Mee Ling Tung, Environmental Health




Cal/EPA

State Water
Resources
Control Board

Division of
Clean Water
Programs

Mailing Address:
P.0O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA

94244-2120

2014 T Sireet,
Suite 130

Sacramento, CA

95814

(916)227-4516

FAX (916)227-4530

World Wide Web
hittp:/fwww.swrch.ca.
govi~cwphome/
fundhome.htm

ﬁ Recycled Paper

June 19, 1997

Pete Wilson
Governor

Mr. Balaji Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 3272,
SITE ADDRESS: 2008 1ST ST, LIVERMORE, CA 94550

I have reviewed your request, received on May 12, 1997, for pre-approval of corrective action costs; I
will place these documents in your file for future reference. Thave included a copy of the “Cost Pre-
Approval Request” form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective
actions costs. '

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for completing
the April 11, 1997, Geomatrix workplan approved by the Alameda County EHD (County) in their April
23, 1997 letter, is $32,450; see the table below for a breakdown of costs. The total amount approved for
reimbursement through Request No. 1 for work at your site that has been directed and approved by the
County is $79,066.

The costs presented and discussed between the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (Fund), the
County, and Geomatrix appear high for this scope of work. Therefore, in the absence of three bids we
have adjusted the proposed costs to be reflective of those for similar sites. If the preapproved costs are
not acceptable to Geomatrix, then please obtain multiple, comparable and competitive bids and submit
them to the Fund for pre-approval of costs. A considerable amount of time could have been saved if the
direction to obtain bids, provided in the Fund’s pre-approval of costs letters, dated February 21, 1997 and
March 12, 1997, had been complied with after County approval. In addition, Tasks 2, 3, 7 and 10 of
the June 10, 1997 Geomatrix proposal were discussed with Alameda County, and these costs have
not been pre-approved.

It appears that free product has existed on-site for three years and some form of interim remedial action
may be necessary. If the county directs the claimant to perform interim measures while the corrective
action plan is being developed, the Fund is willing to pre-approve reasonable costs associated with the
removal of the free product as an interim measure. Also, responsible parties involved in this claim are
encouraged to work in conjunction with each other to utilize resources, ensure a timely cleanup and abate
the threat to the downgradient municipal wells.

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable and
necessary corrective action costs for work directed and approved by the County will be eligible for
reimbursement per the ferms of your Letter of Commitment at costs consistent with those pre-approved
in this letter.

All future costs for corrective action must be approved in writing by Fund staff.
Future costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of
Article 11, Chapter 16, Underground Storage Tank Regulations.

Qur mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations,
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Mr. Balaji Angle 2

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

Task Amount Pre-Approved Comments
Task 1 - Downgradient $18,500 Assumed direct push technology
Shallow Groundwater (DPT) for six points and three days
Investigation of field work with traffic control. If

DPT is not feasible, then reasonable
costs can be adjusted.

Tasks 2, 4 and 6 - Data $1.,250 Costs pre-approved for obtaining

Collection data only. Evaluation of data
incorporated into Task 9,

Task 5 and 8 - Intrinsic $4.850 Tasks should be incorporated into

Bioremediation Parameters and quarterly monitoring event

Petroleum Hydrocarbon

Characterization

Task 9 - Data Evaluation and $7,850 Task includes evaluation of all data

Phase 1 Report and report preparation.

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $ 32,450

e The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with the pre-approval for it to
remain valid,

e The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

e If a different scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs for the
new scope of work.

e  Although I have referred to the proposal in my pre-approval above, please be aware that you will
be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot compel you to sign any specific
contract, This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in the proposal for conducting the work
approved by the County for implementing the April 11, 1997, Geomatrix workplan.

I also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids, or a
bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary corrective action work. The
legislation governing the Fund requires that the Fund assist you in procuring contractor and consultant
services for corrective action. If you need assistance in contracting for corrective action services, don’t
hesitate to call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in the
Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-approval
before you will be reimbursed. Teo make this easier, insure that your consultant prepares his
invoices to match the format of the original estimate, and provides reasonable explanations for any
changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the invoices are submitted you
must include copies of all:

e subcontractor invoices,
e technical reports, when available, and

I 4% Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
Q C', Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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Mr. Balaji Angle 3
e applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 227-4516 or Steve Marquez at
(916) 227-0746.

Sincerely,
CaEPT R

Michael H. Mosbacher, Manager
Technical Unit, Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Enclosure -
g1 ud SRl LG
cc: Ms, Eva Chu N & 01l eI
Alameda County EHD :

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Mr. John Rutherford -
. Desert Petroleum, Ing.

P O Box 1601

Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Greg Mayficld

Zone 7 Alameda County Flood Control
5997 Parkside Dr.

Pleasanton, CA 94588

Mr. Gary Foote
Geomatrix

100 Pine Street, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

o Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
Q C’ Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations,




EINA.)N, FOWLER & WATSON .
WORK AUTHORIZATION
Date:7/14/97 EFW Proposal No.
Client: Mr. Balaji Angle Project Description: UST Phase I Investigation
Client Contact: EFW Project Manager: KHJ
Project Name/Location: B & C Gas Mini Mart Livermore Proposal No. 97-148
SCOPE OF WORK
TASK 1 - Conduct Downgradient Groundwater Shaliow Investigation $16,908
TASKS 2, 4, and 6 - Data Collection $1,120 ‘
TASKS 5 & 8 - Obtain Biodegradation Data & Characterize Petroleum Hydrocarbons $3,956
TASK 9 - Prepare Phase I Investigation Report $5.620
TOTAL $27,604
»
BUDGET INFORMATION
Task Description riginal Budget Rev. 1 Rev. 2 Rev. 3 Revised Budget]
1 Downgradient Inv. $16,908 $0
2,4, &6 Data Collection $1,120 $0
5&38 Bio/Hydroc. Char. $3,956 $0
9 Report $5.620 $0
$o0
$0
Total: $27,604 $0 i
This work authorization form, including the attached General Terms and Conditions, constitutes
the entire understanding of the parties with repect to the work to be performed under this agree-
ment. [ acknowledge that I have read and understand this agreement, and that I have received a
copy thereof.
ACCEPTANCE; EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
Client: P - By: S-=—L- )
Y
‘ Date: / D Ilg/’ (A
| [ //




EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
LUFT SCHEDULE OF CHARGES

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

AdmInistrative SUPPOIT...c.coiierccreee s s $25.00 per hour
Technician I ... oveeicireercii e e eeeee e s s s erenrnens $45.00 per hour
Technician I ......ooioviiecicer e et eases et e ses s enessns $55.00 per hour
DIFATEET 1.cvvvevistee et eee et ettt e et bares e s e e s e et et see b e an e seseeeeenenenesebesbesesenes $50.00 per hour
GEOLOEISE I .ot et s e s e b s $65.00 per hour
GEOLOZISE IT oeereeesiescreee et s s sttt r st snnaes $75.00 per hour
Senior GeologiSt/ENGINCET ..c.ovvivviiiiveiiiciicicr it $90.00 per hour
PrINCIPAL . vovievsiree e s $105.00 per hour
DIRECT CHARGES

General

Computer (graphics, data analysis, & modeling only) ..o No charge
Field & sampling truck ......cccoiveeeiercrereneireisiiis e $0.43 per mile

Chargeable Equipment and Consamable Materials
(See Chargeable Equipment and Consumable Materials price sheets)

INDIRECT CHARGES

Charges for outside services, materials, or equipment not furnished directly will be billed
at cost plus 15 percent. Such charges include:

+ Printing and photographic reproduction
Rented vehicles

Airfare

Field materials and supplies

Special fees, permits, insurance, etc.
Rented field equipment

Shipping charges

Meals and lodging

Subcontractors




y GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS .
FEES '

For performing the scope of work described in this agreement, Client agrees to pay EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
(EFW) for professional services rendered and expenses associated with these services. The fee for these services will be
invoiced on a time-and-expenses basis in accordance with EFW’s current schedule of charges. EFW will, at minimum, invoice
the Client for work on a monthly basis, and also reserves the right to submit interim project invoices when required. Payment
is due 30 days from invoice date. Any invoice outstanding after 30 days will be assessed a simple 1.0 % monthly interest
charge.

INSURANCE
EFW maintains general and professional liability insurance coverage with aggregate limits of liability of $2,000,000¢
Evidence of EFW's general and professional liability insurance coverage and limits will be provided to Client upon request.

ARBITRATION CLAUSE

Our professional liability insurance requires us to include an arbitration clause in all of our contracts. If any controversy. or
claim arises out of EFW’s performance of services, and if said dispute can not be settled through negotiation, the parties shall
submit to binding arbitration in accordance with the Construction Industry Arbitration Rules of the AAA, and judgment upon
the award rendered by the arbitrator(s) may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof,

FORCE MAJEURE

Neither party will be liable for any breach or failure to perform under this agreement if such breach or failure to perform is due
to acts beyond the reasonable control of such party, which may include but are not limited to, acts of God or public enemy,
acts of Federal, state, or local government, either in its sovereign or contractual capacity, fire, floods, civil disobedience,
strikes, lock-outs, freight embargoes, inclement weather, or any other cause or condition beyond such party's reasonable
control,

LIMITATIONS

EFW's responsibilities under this agreement are limited solely to the work described in EFW's proposal for services for this
project. Hydrologic and geologic conditions can vary from those encountered at the times and locations where data are
obtained, and these variations result in some level of uncertainty in the interpretation of these conditions despite the use of due
professional care. The services performed under this agreement shall be performed in a manner consistent with that level of
care and skill ordinarily exercised by other professional environmental consultants currently practicing in the same locality
under similar circumstances. No other representations to you, express or implied, and no warranty, guarantee, or certification
is intended in this agreement, or in any opinion, report, or other document provided as part of this work effort. Reports,
recommendations, and other materials resulting from EFW's work efforts are intended solely for the purposes of this
investigation and agreement; any reuse by Client or other parties for purposes outside this agreement shall be at the user's sole
risk.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ,
EFW will exercise due professional care in the investigation of subsurface conditions, however, subsurface exploration and
sampling of contaminated soils and/or groundwater may result in unavoidable contamination of previously un-impacted soil or
groundwater. Under the terms of this agreement, the Client waives any claim against EFW and agrees to indemnify, défend
and hold harmless EFW from any liability for injury or loss arising from any apparent hazardous materials or contamination
encountered in the soil and/or groundwater and any alleged cross-contamination caused by EFW's exploration and sampling
activities. In addition, EFW bears no responsibility for the removal or disposal of hazardous material, including but not limited
to, subsurface soil and water samples obtained during the work performed under this agreement, unless this work is expressly
detailed in EFW's proposal. '

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES

The Client is responsible for providing ail available information on underground utilities or hindrances that may affect
performance of EFW's services under this agreement. EFW will exercise professional diligence in avoiding subsurface
utilities, piping, obstructions, etc. when drilling and excavating; however, unless otherwise specified in EFW's proposal, ifyis

the express responsibility of Client to locate and mark the exact locations of these underground features and to provide EFW: :
with the specific direction for the placement of any excavation, boring or other subsurface exploration that could impact thest
underground structures. In the event that during exploration, testing or construction, damage to underground structures, piping

or associated structures is experienced which is not due to the sole negligence of EFW, the Client shall indemnify and hold .
EFW harmless for all liability for damages associated with cleanup, repairs and other ongoing liability. L '

MACONTRACTNTERMCOND.DOC Rev. January 1996 EINARSON, FOWLER & WATSON
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

StID 1689 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
. {510) 567-6700
April 23, 1997 {510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini-Mart
35584 Conovan Lane

Fremont, CA 94536

RE: Workplan Approval for 2008 lst Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Mr. Angle:

I have completed review of Geomatrix’s April 1997 Work Plan for
Phase I Investigation for the above referenced site. The
proposal to: 1) delineate the vertical and lateral extent of
BTEX/MTBE in groundwater, 2) evaluate the potential for future
migration of contaminants in groundwater, 3) assess other sources
of hydrocarbon contamination, and 4} evaluate potential risk to
human health due to chemicals in soil or groundwater, is
acceptable.

Data collected from this phase of investigation should be used to
determine if the MTBE/BTEX plume will have the potential to
impact downgradient municipal water wells. If there is a threat
to the water supply, a corrective action plan will be required to
evaluate alternatives for plume control and/or additional source
removal.

Because of the apparent extent and severity of the plume, field
activities should commence as soon as possible, that is, within
30 days of the date of this letter.

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

Q,JLJ«QH

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: Gary Foote, Geomatrix, 100 Pine St, 10th Floor, San Francisco,
CA 94111
David Lunn, Zone 7
Kevin Graves, RWQCRB

desert23
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State Water
Resources
Control Board

Division of
Clean Water
Programs

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA
94244-2120

2014 T Street,

Suite 130
Sacramento, CA
95814
(916)227-074¢6
FAX (916)227-4530

World Wide Web:

hitp://www.swrch.ca,
govi~cwphome/
fundhome.htm

TG
Us

February 21, 1997

Mr. Balaji Angle

B & C Gas Mini Mart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr, Angle:

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, Claim No. 003272,
2008 First Street, Livern_lore, CA

1 have reviewed your request, received on February 5, 1997, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs; I will place these documents in your file for future reference.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the January 23, 1997, estimate, approved by the Alameda County Health Care Services
Agency (County) in their January 24, 1997 letter, is $4,000; sce the table below for a breakdown of
the costs. The actual costs of conducting the work as proposed by Geomatrix Consultants Inc. in
their January 23, 1997 estimate are, based on my review of your package, higher than typically scen
for this type of work and has been reduced accordingly. (The total amount eligible for
reimbursement through Request No. 1 for work at your site that has been directed and approved by
the County has been $84,067.)

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable

and necessary corrective action costs for work directed and approved by the County will be

eligible for reimbursement per the terms of your Letter of Commitment at costs consistent with
those pre-approved in this letter,

All future costs for corrective action must be approved in writing by Fund staff.

Pete Wilson
. Governor

Recycled Paper

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN
Task Amount Pre-Approved Comments

1. Evaluation of Available Data $2,000

2. Preparation of Work Plan $2,000 Preparation of cost estimate is a
direct overhead charge and
ineligible for reimbursement

3. Coordination and Meeting $0 Work plan must be put out to bid

with ACHCSA/SWRCB- prior to meeting.

USTCF

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $4,000

Qur mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.







Mr. Balaji Angle -2-

. The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with this pre-approval for
it to remain valid.

. The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

. It is my opinion that it is unnecessary to obtain three bids for this scope of work: the Fund’s
three bid requirement is waived for this scope of work.

. If a different scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs
on the new scope of work. _

. Although I have referred to the Geomatrix Consultants Inc. proposal in my pre-approval

above, please be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of
California cannot compel you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the
costs as presented by Geomatrix Consultants Inc. for conducting the work approved by the
County for implementing the January 13, 1997, estimate.

I'also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids, or a
bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary cortective action work. After
obtaining workplan approval, pleasc submit the workplan to various consultants willing to bid on the
project.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual cost of the work as explained in the

Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-approval

before you will be reimbursed. To make this easier, insure that your consultant prepares his
invoices to match the format of the original estimate, and provides reasonable explanations for
any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the invoices are
submitted you must include copies of all:

. technical reports, when available, and
. applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at the above number,

Sincerely,
Steve Marquez, WRCE

Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program

cc: Ms. Eva Chu
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Way Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

4%
Q c’ Recycled Paper Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water résources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.




Mr. Balaji Angle -3-

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum, Inc.
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

o
C’ Recycled Paper Qur mission s to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ' .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES AN
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)

StID 1689 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
- (510) 567-6700
January 24, 1997 FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini-Mart
35584 Conovan Lane

Fremont, CA 94536

RE: Approval of Scope of Services for 2008 lst Street,
Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Angle:

I have completed review of Geomatrix’s Scope of Services and Cost
Estimate for Environmental Services for the above referenced
site. The three tasks proposed: 1) Evaluation of Available
Data; 2) Preparation of a Work Plan; and 3) Coordination of
Meeting with ACHCSA and SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund is acceptable.
Investigations to delineate the vertical and lateral extent of
the contaminant plume, as well as the aquifer conditions, have
been delayed over a year. Therefore, the Work Plan should be
submitted to this office as soon as possible, and no later than

February 14, 1937.

I1f you have any questions, I can be reached at (510) 567-6762.

pe

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

desert22
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100 Pine Street, 10th Floor IATR N
San Francisco, CA 94111 i’ o 8¢

: "f‘é‘f_CE\ON &

(4157 434-9400 » FAX (416) 4341365 ' o 02 GEOMATRIX

I5 January 1997
Proposal 96P461

Mr. Benaji Angle
Angle Enterprises
2008 First Street
Livermore, California
FAX 510-654-0279

Subject: Revised Scope of Services and Cost Estimate for Environmental Services
2008 First Street Project
Livermore, California

Dear Mr. Angle:

Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. (Geomatrix), is pleased to provide you with this Scope of Services
and Cost Estimate for the subject project. From our discussions and preliminary review of
available data obtained from the Alameda County Health Care Services Agency (ACHCSA),
we have developed a set of tasks to address ACHCSA requirements for a project work plan and
to meet the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) UST Cleanup Fund’s
pre-approval requirements for work completed under the work plan.

It is our understanding that the ACHCSA is requesting the work plan be prepared and further
investigation be performed as soon as possible to address their concerns associated with volatile
organic compounds in groundwater. Benzene and methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) have
been detected at concentrations in the parts per million (ppm) range in groundwater beneath and
downgradient from the site. The ACHCSA has expressed concern that relatively high
concentrations of MTBE (up to 14 parts per million [ppm]) and benzene (3 ppm) have been
detected beneath an apartment complex 1000 feet downgradient of the Site, and that there may
be potential for chemicals to migrate in groundwater toward a municipal well field that is
located approximately 2300 feet downgradient of the site.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

We have identified the following three tasks to prepare the work plan and to set up the project
within the jurisdiction of the SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund: Task 1) Evaluation of Available
Data; Task 2) Preparation of the Work Plan; and Task 3) Coordination and Meeting with
ACHCSA and SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund. A brief description of these tasks follows.

Geomatrix Consultants, Inc.
Engineers, Geologists, and Environmental Scientists
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GEOMATRIX
Mr. Benaji Angle
Angle Enterprises
15 January 1997
Page 2

Task 1: Evaluation of Available Data

We have obtained copies of reports and regulatory correspondence regarding the site and
nearby properties where benzene and MTBE have been detected in groundwater. These data
have not been compiled and evaluated on a regional basis. Therefore, we will evaluate this
information to provide the basis for identifying critical data needs and proposing additional
investigation. The evaluation will include compiling the data and preparing a schematic site
base map and vicinity map, and figures depicting the vertical and lateral chemical distribution,
and groundwater flow direction. We recognize from our preliminary data review and
discussions with you that the chemicals have been detected at locations more than 1000 feet
from the site and that there is a potential for multiple sources, We will review pertinent
information regarding this possibility, and develop a strategy for evaluating whether multiple
sources are present. This strategy will be presented as part of the work plan.

Wz 2o’

Task 2: Preparation of Work Plan and Cost Estimate

Based on the results of Task 1 and on the requirements specified in the ACHCSA 10 September
1996 correspondence to you regarding the work plan, we will develop a phased investigative
approach for the site. The investigation work plan will present a conceptual layout of necessary
steps for delineating the down-gradient extent of dissolved-phase chemicals and for assessing
potential for continued chemical migration. The work plan also will propose a strategy for
evaluating whether there are other sources of chemicals. Specific tasks will be described in the
work plan and associated cost estimates will be presented in a format consistent with
requirements of the SWRCB Tank Fund Guidelines. An estimated schedule for completing the
tasks will be presented in the work plan.

At this time, we anticipate the following tasks will be described in the work plan: 1) an aquifer
test to evaluate groundwater flow parameters; 2) a field investigation program using direct-push
groundwater sampling methods to evaluate the downgradient lateral extent of the chemicals and
to supplement existing information on the hydrogeologic regime; 3) petroleum hydrocarbon
characterization of separate-phase product from existing wells to evaluate relative age and
characteristics of the product; 4) evaluation of aquifer conditions that are relevant to chemical
transport, such as potential for intrinsic biodegradation and organic carbon content; and

5) preparation of a data report presenting the results of Tasks | through 4. The work plan will
include a map that shows the location of sampling points and a schematic cross-section
showing the targeted sample depths. The data report will be scoped to include
recommendations on the need for risk assessment, the need for testing the downgradient water-
supply well-field, the collection of other data that may be relevant for assessing multiple
sources, and the need for investigating the vertical distribution of chemicals in groundwater.
The work plan first will be submitted to the ACHCSA for their review; once ACHCSA has

L) sl s (durekkpughn ofe ) e fallad OSTOAS e o ogre K 4
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approved the work plan, then it will be submitted to the SWRCB for pre-approval of the work
scope and costs.

Task 3: Coordination and Meeting with ACHCSA/SWRCB Cleanup Fund

We anticipate that a meeting with ACHCSA, SWRCB, Geomatrix, and you will be conducted
after the work plan and associated cost estimate have been submitted to both agencies. At the
meeting, we will establish the administrative and technical needs of the agencies for processing
the project through the SWRCB cleanup fund. The need for periodic progress meetings will be
addressed, and mechanisms for coordinating work completion, regulatory review, and funding,
will be established. For purposes of the cost estimate, we have assumed that one meeting will
be held in ACHCSA offices, and that up to four 1/2-hour teleconferences will be conducted. In
the cost estimate, we have allowed for time to prepare for the meeting, attend the meeting, and
complete follow-up meeting notes.

COST ESTIMATE AND CONTRACT CONDITIONS

Based on this scope of services, we estimate the cost to complete Tasks 1 through 3 to be
approximately $11,944, broken down as follows:

Task 1: Evaluation of A\{ailable Data $4,505
Task 2: Prepare Work Plan and Cost Estimate $5,355
Task 3: Coordinate with ACIICSA and SWRCB $2,084
TOTAL: $11,944

The attached tables provide a detailed estimate of personnel level-of-effort, and reimbursable
expenses. Our services will be provided on a time-and-materials basis in accordance with the
Schedule of Charges and Conditions in effect at the time of the work (1997 Schedule of
Charges is attached). We will invoice only for the actual expenses and number of hours
expended on the project, and our costs will not exceed the maximum estimated $11,944 without
your approval. For this project, we will prepare our invoices in a format that is consistent with
the SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund requirements and provide the necessary invoicing
documentation to assist you in obtaining reimbursement from the Fund. While we will make
every reasonable effort to facilitate reimbursement to you from the Fund, our contract is
directly with you and meeting the payment terms of our invoices is your obligation.
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SCHEDULE

We can proceed with this Scope of Services immediately upon receipt of your authorization.
We anticipate that Task 1 and Task 2 can be completed within three weeks of your
authorization. The schedule for submitting the work plan to SWRCB will depend on the
availability of ACHCSA staff and their review process. We anticipate that a meeting with the
ACHCSA and SWRCB can be conducted within two weeks of their preliminary review of the
work plan.

We wish to thank you for this opportunity to provide you with environmental services and look
forward to meeting with you to discuss the project. Should you require any additional
information, please do not hesitate to contact either of the undersigned.

Sincerely,

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC.

%WM

oy £ Fkt

Gary Foote, R.G. Elizabeth Nixon, P.E.
Senior Geologist Senior Engineer
GF/EN/cll

PROPWG6P461.DOC

Attachments: Detailed Estimate for Labor Costs
Detailed Estimate for Reimbursable Expenses
Schedule of Charges and Conditions
Approval and Authorization
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AUTHORIZATION

If this proposed scope of services meets with your approval, and you wish us to proceed with
the scope of work described herein with an estimated budget of $11,944, please sign and
return one scope of services and authorization in the enclosed envelope. This work plan and
cost estimate are subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Schedule of Charges and
Conditions in effect at the time the work is performed (currently the attached 1997 Schedule
of Charges and Conditions).

Approval and acceptance of this proposal is acknowledged by the signatures of duly
authorized representatives of the parties to this agreement.

ANGLE ENTERPRISES

Signature Title Date

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC.

/MM c,./;f— &(M Vice President 1//5 /47
Signature Q Title Date

PROP\96P461.D0OC




GEOMATRIX

DETAILED ESTIMATE FOR
LABOR HOURS AND COSTS
2008 First Street Site
Livermeore, California
Position Title: Principal Senior II Project 11 Staff I CADD/ Technical Typist Production Labor Task
Graphics Editor Assistant Totals
Applied Rate (*): $160/hr 8$120/hr $100/hr $70/hr 875y $52/hr S48/hr $35/hr
TASK 1: EVALUATION OF AVAILABLE DATA
Obtain & Copy Files ! 4
Compile Existing Data 2 8
Prepare schematic site base-map (1) 1 4 2
Prepare schematic vicinity base-map (1) 1 4 2
Prepare chemical distribution map (1) 1 4 2
Prepare groundwater flow map (1) G5 2 1
Prepare schematic cross-sectton (1) 2 4 2
Technical review of evaluation 1 4
Task 1 labor-hours subtotal: 1 4 8.5 30 9 0 0 0
Task 1 labor-cost subtotal: 5160 $480 $850 $2,100 $675 30 50 30 54,265
TASK 2: PREPARATION OF WORK PLAN AND COST ESTIMATE
Develop project approach 1 2
Plan site-specific aquifer testing i 2
Plan site-specific investigation program 1 4
Plan petroleum characterization 1 1
Develop site-specific field procedures 1 4
Prepare figure showing project approach 1 2
Prepare map showing sampling locations i 2
Prepare written description of work elements 4 4 1 2
Prepare cost estimate for work scope ' 1 4 4 1
Distribute to ACHCSA for review 1 1
Incorporate ACHCSA comments & finalize 1 2 0.5 1 1
Technical review of work plan P
Task 2 labor-hours subtotal: 3 13 21 5 ’ 4.5 1 5 2
“Task 2 labor-cost subtotal: 3480 $1,560 $2,100 $350 $338 $52 $240 370 $5,190
TASK 3: COORDINATION AND MEETING WITH ACHCSA/SWRCE CLEANUP FUND
Meetings 8 8
Teleconferences 2
Task 3 labor-hours subtotal: 0 : 10 8 0 0 0 0 0
Task 3 labor-cost subtotal: 30 $1,200 $300 $0 30 $0 $0 50 $2,000

Note: {*) Actual rates may differ slightly depending on personnel assigred to the project.

[WWPDOCSPROPGEP461. TR
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GEOMATRIX

DETAILED ESTIMATE FOR REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES
2008 First Street Site
Livermore, California

Unit Unit Cost Units Cost

TASK 1: EVALUATION OF AVAILABLE DATA

Specialized Computer Services hour $25.00 4 $100
Copying Service lump $100.00 1 $100
Photocopies sheet $0.15 100 $15
Facsimile sheet $0.50 10 $s
Telephone charges lump $20.00 1 $20

Task 1 Subtotal: $240

TASK 2: PREPARATION OF WORK PLAN AND COST ESTIMATE

Specialized Computer Services hour $25.00 4 $100
Photocopies sheet $0.15 100 $15
Facsimile sheet $0.50 20 $10
Telephone charges lump $20.00 1 $20
U.S. Mail each $2.00 10 $20

Task 2 Subtotal: $165

TASK 3: COORDINATION AND MEETING WITH ACHCSA/SCRCB CLEANUP FUND

Car rental day $64.00 1 $64
Telephone lump $20.00 1 $20
Task 3 Subtotal: $84

IAWPDOCS\PROPAG6P461. TB1




TO: __Patrick Wheeter UST Cleanup Fund, 201 4 T Street, Sacramento, A 94244-2120
Phone: (916) 227-4519 Fax: (914) 227-4530

. CLAIM INFORMATION

A. CLAIM NO.; B. CLAIMANT:

C. CLAIM STATUS (complete appropriate section)
LOC ISSUED FOR: $

ONPRIORITY LIST: ____YES ___NO. IF YEs, PRIORITY cLass: LA e (dc o

NOT YET FILED; EXPECTED FILE DATE:
COMNTACT FERIOIN: FroNe:

ADDRESS: FAX:

Il. TYPE OF REQUEST (check appropriate boxes)

-

D PRE-APPROVAL D I-3ID REVIEW D BIDBING WAIVER

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE REQUIRED FOR THE SPECIFIED REQUEST. ALL DOCUMENTS REQUESTED MUST BE
SUBMITTED IN THEIR ENTIRETY OR THE REQUEST(S) WILL BE RETURNED UNPROCESSED.

A, REQU OR PRE-APPROVAL OF PROPOSED CO! « The following items are required before review and determination will be
made by Fund staff,

1. __A compiete signed copy of the proposed Investigation Work plan or Corrective Action Plan (CAP) (as defined and required by
Articte | |, Chapter | 6, California Underground Storage Tank Regulations), CA Ps must incude the required feasibility study and chosen
cost-effective aiternatlve,

2. __A signed copy of the oversight agency (etter directing the work or ApProving the Work plan/CAP.

I. __A complete copy of the Request For Bidk, including ali attachments, A list of all firmg requested to bid must be included. If the
cisinient I3 rr.quu‘un' a walver of the Dlﬂﬂlﬂ‘ requireinent ror & Jpecitic contract or Change erder, theh claimant muat Ihciuae a cover letter
deseribing why it ls Yunnecesary, unressenable or impemibls” te comphy with the thres bid reaulcement.

4. __Complete copies of ail bids or proposals with detailed project budgets and all other correspondence submitted in response to the
Request Fer Bids.

5. __A tme schedule, if not part of bid documents, for project inittation and duration,

B. THREE-BID REVIEW & EVALUATION - Fund stalf will assist on request any claimant requesting an evaluation of bids. The following
information must be submitted; ltams 1, 2, T and 4 ae deseribad in Item A above.

C. WAIVER OF THREE BID REQUIREMENT - The fallowing information must be submittea: ltems 1,2, 3, 4and 5 as described in ltem
A above,

. CERTIFICATION

| certify under penaity of perury that ail information submitted with this request is complete, accurate and in accordance with all applicabie lawt
and regulations.

Claimant’s Signature Date




GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC. /‘&

GEOMATRIX

SCHEDULE OF CHARGES
Effective December 28, 1996

The Schedule of Charges applies to all services provided by and/or through Geomatrix Consultants. Charges for our services are divided into three
categories: Personnel, Outside Services, and Equipment Rental/Reimbursabies. The schedule of charges may be revised periodically, as conditions
require.

PERSONNEL:

Personnel charges are for technical work, including technical typing, editing, and graphics involved in the preparation of reports and correspondence
and for the time associated with production of such documents. Direct charges are not made for secretarial service, office management, accounting,
and maintenance, because these items are included in overhead. Personnel category charge rates for Geomatrix Consultants, Inc. are listed below.
Regional and other factors may influence rates charged for certain individuals. Rates for individuals will be provided on request.

Personnel Category Hourly Rate
Principal Engineer/Scientist $130- 235
Senior Engineer/Scientist 11 115-125
Senior Engineer/Scientist | 105-115
Project Engineer/Scientist 11 100
Project Engineer/Scientist [ 90
Staff Engineer/Scientist I1 78
Staff Engineer/Scientist 1 70
Senior Technician 68
Field Technician 62
CAD/Graphic Designer 75
Project Assistant 52
Technical Editor 52
Technical Typist 48
Production Assistant 35

Time spent in travel in the interest of the client will be charged at hourly rates, except that no more than 8 hours of travel time will be charged in any
day. When it is necessary for an employee to be away from the office overnight, actual costs, or a negotiated rate, will be charged for living
expenses. A multiplier of 1.15 will be applied to all personnel expenses.

Charges for expert witness services will be at the hourly rates shown. However, for depositions and for court appearances, the rate is twice the
amount shown. There will be a 4-hour minimum per-day charge for depositions and an 8-hour minimum per-day charge for court appearances.
Special accounting services will be billed at the Production Assistant rate.

OUTSIDE SERVICES:

Qutside services will be charged at cost plus 15%. Common outside items to which this 1.15 multiplier applies include: drilling services, outside
laboratory testing, equipment rental, printing and photographic work, special insurance, outside consultants, travel and transportation, vehicle usage,
and long-distance communications.

REIMBURSABLES:
Photocopies $0.15/sheet
Facsimile copies $0.50/page
Specialized Computer Applications $25.00/hour

Rates for engineering and scientific field equipment (such as instrumentation equipment, water and soil sampling equipment, and geology
equipment) and field vehicles may be obtained on request.

INVOICES:
Invoices will be rendered at least monthly, either as a final or partial billing, and will be payable upon receipt. An additional late payment charge of
1 1/2% per month or the maximum charge allowed by law, whichever is less, will be payable on accounts not paid within 30 days from billing date.

277/admin/charrev.doc
12/28/96
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M. Benaji Angije
Angle Enterprises
2008 First Street
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FAX 5] 0-654-027%

Subject: Scops of Services and C
2908 First Street Project

ost Estimare fy Environmentai Servig
Livermore, California |

Dear Mr. Angle:

Geomayriy Consultemts, Ine. (Ge

- i Gmanx),
and' Cost Estimgte for the subjec o 3

SCOPE OF SERVICES

We have identified the following three tasks 1o prepare the work plan and to set up the project
within the jurisdiction of the SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund: Task 1) Review of Available Data;
Task 2) Preparation of the Work Plan; and Task 3) Coordination and Meeting with ACHCSA,
and SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund. A brief description of these tasks follows,

Task 1; Review of Availablg» Data

, : ies of reports and vegulatory correspondence regarding the site and
We k;u.vergbt;‘;:s ;gil the ACI;-ICSA. We will review this informeation in detail to.f'amﬂiarize
neardy propere d surrounding conditions, and to provide the basis for proposing
ourselves with site ﬂﬂ W ecoig nize from our prelimsinary dats review and discussions with
lon, We'T n detected at locations more than 1000 feet from the site and
1s have bcl: le sources. We will review pertinent information regarding
muiiipie S evaluating whether multiple sources ars present.

additional investigat
youth ) ’
that there is 8 pot¢

at the chemica :
ntial {or )
elop a strategy 107
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Task 2: Preparation of Work Plan and Cost Estimate

Based on the results of Task 1 and on the requircments specified in the ACHCSA 10 Septambm A
1996 correspondence to you regarding the work plan, we will develop a phased investigative
approach for the site. The investigation work plan will present a conceptual layout of
necessary steps for delineating the down-gradient extent of dissolved-phase chemicals and for
assessing potential for continued chemical migration. The work plan also will propose a
strategy for evaluating whether there are other sources of chemicals. Specific tasks will be
deseribed in the work plan and associated cast estimates will be presented in a formar that will
be suitable for submitte] to the ACHCSA and SWRLCB. An estithated schedule for completing
the tasks will be presemed m the wmk plan
At this time, we eaticipate the following tasks to be described in the woik plan: 1) an aquifer
test to evaluate groundwater flow parameters; 2} a field investigation program using direct-push
groundwater sampling methods to evaluate the downgradient Jateral extent of the chemicals and
to supplement existing information on the hydrogeologic regime; 3) petroleum hydrocarbon
characterization of separate-phase product from existing wells to evaluate relative age and
chavacteristics of the product; 4) evaluation of aquifer conditions that are relevant to chemical
transpott, such as potential for intringic biodegradation and organic ¢arbon content; and
5) preparation of a data report presenting the results of Tasks 1 through 4. The data report will
include recommendations on the need for risk assessmont, the need for testing the downgradient
watet-gupply well-field, the collection of nther data that may be relevant for asszssing multiple
sources, and the need for investigating the vertical distribution of chemicals in groundwater.

The work plen first will be submitted to the ACHCSA for their review; once ACHCSA has
approved the work plan, then it w;ll be submnted to the SWRCB for pre»approval of the work
scope and costs

Task 3: Coordination and Mecting with ACHCSA/SWRCE Cleanup Fund

We anticipate thet a meeting with ACHCSA, 8WRCB, Geomartrix, and you will be conducted
after the work plan and associated cost estimate have been submitted to both  agencies. At the
miceting, we will establish the administrative and technical needs of the agencles for processing
the project through the SWRCB cleanup fund. The need for periodic progress meetings will be
addressed, and mechanisms for coordinating work completion, regulatory review, and funding,
will be established.  For purppses of the cost estimate, we have assumted that one mesting held
in ACh(‘SA offices, aud that up to four 1/2- hour teleconferences will be conducted.

COST ESTIMATE AND CONTRACT CONDITIONS
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Based on this scope of services, we estimate the cost to complete Tﬂbks 1 Juough 3tobe
applo*umate!w $11,000, broken down as follows: T e

Task 1: Review of Available Data $3.500
Task 2: Prepure Work Plan and Cost Estitnate 35,500
Tas}l( 3 | Coordinate with ACHCSA and SWRCB £2,000
TOTAL: 511,000

Our services will be proV]dCd on a time-and-materials basis in accordance with the Schadule of
Charges and Couditions in effect at the time of the work (1996 Schedule of Charges {s attached; .
our {997 Schedule of Charges will be available in January). We will invoice only for the actual
expenses and number of hours expended on the project, and our costs will not exceed the

maximum estimated $11,000 without your approval. For this project, we will prepare our
invoices Tn a format that is consistert with {lie SWRCB UST Cleanup Fund requiremsnts and
provide the necessary invoicing docwnentation to assist you in obtaining reimbursement from

the Fund. While we will make every reasonable effor: to facilitate reimbuzrsement 10 you from

the Fund, our contract is directly with you and mcc:tmg the payment terms of our invoicesis

your obligation. o

SCHEDULE

We can proceed with this Scope of Services immediately upon receipt of your authorization,
We anticipate that Task 1 and Task 2 can be completed within three weeks of your
authorization. The schedule of submitting the Work plan to SWRCE will depend an the
availability of ACHCSA, staff and their review process, We anticipate that a meeting with the
ACHCSA and SWRCB can be conducted within two weeks of work plen submittal.

REFERENCES

As you requested, we are providing you with client references with whom we have worked on
similar sites. Please feel frec 10 contact themn at your convenience, We have let them know that
you may be csiling.

1. Mr. Jim Parissenti, Principal Enginesr with the City of Santa Clars, who can be
contacled at 408-984-3045. The site was a maintenance yard with a lesking
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underground gasoline storage tank. Several feet of separate-phase Product accumulated
on the groundwater surface, and dissolved cohstituents entered groundwater. The sile
had been under an extensive monitoring program since 1989 and a preliminary
remediation program had been develdpsd in 1994 Wa-viere retained by the City in
1994 10 evaluate the monitoring program and propused remediation. We worked with
the City and the local oversight agency (Sanva Clarg Valley Water District) to establish
that chemicals were not migrating off the site, and that remediation therefore was not
necessary, We established that site constraints rendered the proposed remediation
infeasible, We reduced the monitoring program significantly (from 18 to 3 wells and
from quarterly to annually) and are carrentl y recommending site closure to the oversight
agency based on low-risk sitc status, |

2. Mr. Greg Shepherd, Southern Pacific Transportation Company, who can be contacted at
415-541-2543, We have worked with Sonthem Pacific for more than eight vears on
numerous sites involving the investigation and remediation of petroleum-affecied sotl
and groundwater. At many of these sites, we have used our petrofsum hydrocarbon
expettise (including forensic chemical testing) to identify the nature of perroleum
hydrocarbons, likely source contributers, environmental fare, and risk to human health
and the environment. In magy casss, we bave been able to demnonstrate that petroieum
hydrocarbons do not require remediation. '

3. Ms. Karen Tremoulis, Redtree Properties , LP, who can be contacted ar 408-427-1900.
We have worked with Rediree for the past five years on a variety of propertv transaction
projects. One of the sites was g former gasoline service starion, where gasoline tanks
had leaked and underlying groundwates was affected with dissolved-phase benzene.

ol "he fonmer consultant f12d recommended g costly pump-and-irear remediation estimated

N7 Hat $2 million. We waere retained by Reduee to evaluate the recommended remediation.

As a result of our review, we recommended an in situ passive biotreatment oprion which
cost 23% of the pump-and-treat option. We implemented the remedistion for Redtres,
and have recently obtained a no-furthet remedial action determination from the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Op this project, we assisted Redtree in
obtaining refmbursement from the SWRCB UST cleanup fund. The fund reimbursed
90% of costs incurred by Redtree.
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We wish to thank you for this opporturity 10 provide you with environmental services and look
farward to meeting with you o discuss the project. Shauld you require any additionsl

information, plesse do nol hesitatc to cor;‘;gg_’g_ﬂthﬁ:f_&'{ __t_}}g_}ir_l_gl_e_:f}gj}ed.

Sincerely,

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC. —

Ay f T | W (h T pte

Gary Foote, R.G. Elizaheth Nixon, P.E.
" Senjor Geologist Senior Engineer
GFEN/IL

FROPGEFAS L. DIOC

Attachments: Schedute of Charges and Conditions
Approval and Authorization
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AUTHORIZATION

If this proposed scope of services meets with your approval, and you wish ug jo proceed with
the scope of work described herein with an estimated budget of $11,000, please sign and
Ieturn one scope of services and authorization in the enclosed envelope. This work plan and
Cost estimate are subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Schedule of Charges and
Conditions in effect at the time the work is performed (Currently the atrached 1996 Schedute

of Charges and Conditions).

Approval and acceptance of this proposal is acknowledged by the signatures of duly
authorized representatives of the parties to this agreement.

ANGLE ENTERPRISES

Signature Title Date

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC.

A e Presi | 12012/
ﬂ.aau?;f_m Vice President L

Signature \) Title

PROPAOSP461.DOC




PERSONNEL: 9

Personnel charges are for wechnical work, Wicluding techinical typing, editing, and praphicfWMvolved in e preparation of repors and
correspondence and for the time associated With production of such docusents. Dircal charges are not made for secrararial setvive, office
Maitagement, accounting, and ymainienance, because these items are included in averhesd. Personsel category charge ratey for Geomatrix
Consultants, Inc, in 1996 are ¢ follows:

Personnel Category Hourly Rete
Principal Engineer/Scientist §125. 195
Senior Engineer/Scientist 1] 118
Senior Enginzer/Sciensist 1 103
Pruject Engiticer/Scienuist If 25
Froject Engineer/Scientist I ) 85
Swff Enginzer/Scigntist II 75
Staff Engineer/Scientist | 68
Setrior Technician 65
Field Technician 60
CAD/Graphic Dasigner 75
Project Assistant : a2
Tachnical Editor 52
Technical Typist 45
Preduciion Agsistant 34

Time spent in travel in the interest of the client will be charged at hourly rates, excspt that no more than 8 hours of sravel time wil) be charged in
any day. When it {5 necessary for an employee to be away from the office overnight. actval cosis. of & negotiated rate, will be charged for livirg
expenses. A multiplier of 1.13 will be applied (o ali parsonne) expenses,

Charges for expert witness sesvices wil be at the hourly rates shown. However, for depositions and for court appearances, the rate is twice the
amount shown. There will be a 4-heur minimum per-day charga for depositions and an 8-hour minimum per-day charge for court appearances.
Special accouniing services will be bitled ac the Production Assistant rate,

OUTSIDE SERVICES:

Quiside services will be charged at ¢ost plus 15%, Common outside items to which this 1,15 multiplier applies include: drilling services, outside
laboratory resting, equipment renial. printing and photographic work, special insurance, outside consuliants, travel and [ransportation, vehicle
usage, and Jong-distance communications. '

RETMBURSARLES:
Photocoples $0.15/sheat
Facsimile copies . £1.00/page
Spactalizad Commnnier Systaimid 30 M hour

Ratgs for engineering and scientific field equipment (such as instrumentation equipment, warer and scil sampling equipment, and geology
oquipment) and field vehicles may be obtained on requesi.

INVOICES: '
Invoices will be rendered at least monthly, elther as 4 final or partial bjlitng, and will be payable upon receipt, An additions] late payment charge
of 1%% per month or the maximum charge aliowed by law, whichever i3 lass, will he payabie on accouns not paid within 30 days from billing

date,

2P ADMINCHARGES .96




AMERICAN-CONSTRUCTION & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

567 EXCHANGE COURT
LIVERMORE, CA 94550
(510) 447-2484 » FAX (510) 447-4145

December 16, 1996

Mr. Wyman Hong
Zone 7 Water District
5997 Parkside Drive
Pleasanton, CA 94588

Subject: B P Service Station, 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA 94550
Dear Wyman:

I enjoyed talking to you this morning concerning the subject project. As we discussed, Zone 7
Water Resources Management does not have a drilling log for Monitor Well - 1 (MW-1) and at
present MW-1 cannot be located. Due to the circumstances of no drilling log and the inability to
locate MW-1 we concluded the monitoring of the site will be performed by using Monitoring
Well 2, 3, and 4 as shown on the attached documents.

By copy of this letter to Alameda County Health Department and to Mr. Angle you are notified
that Monitoring Well MW-2, MW-3, and MW-4 will be used to menitor the site.

If anyone has questions concerning this matter, please feel free to contact me at the above
telephone number and I remain. . .

Very truly yours,

2y 4

D. Bailey Neff
President

DBN/cls

cc: E. Chu w/ attachments
B. Angle w/ attachments
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ALBORG, VEILUVA & CANNATA

TELEPHONE ATTORNEYS AT LAw FACSIMILE
(510) 939-9880 1220 OAKLAND BOULEVARD, SUITE 200 _ (510) 939-9916
WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94596-4337

FILE No.: 800026

October 30, 1996

By Facsimile and Regular Mail
(510) 337-9335

Ms. Eva Chu

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Health Services

Environmental Protection

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re; 2008 First Street, Livermore
Dear Ms, Chu;

As you are aware from our telephone conversation of October 21, I have been
assisting Balaji Angle concerning the ongoing contamination issues relating to his property at
2008 First Street in Livermore.

Since Desert Petroleum has not responded to any of my communications or that of
Mr. Angle’s (on which you have been copied), Mr. Angle has been left with no alternative
but to reluctantly assume responsibility for employment of a contractor to remediate the
subject property.  Given the commitment given by the Underground Storage Tank Fund
based on the joint application by Desert Petroleum and Mr. Angle, we find Desert
Petroleum’s recent conduct rather inexplicable. We are mindful of the responsibilities set
forth in your letter of September 10, 1996. Needless to say, Mr. Angle’s assumption of the
cleanup work will be successful only with the cooperation of both Desert Petroleum and your

agency.

Obviously, Mr. Angle is not in a position to fully comply with the terms of the order
by October 27. For this reason, I ask on Mr. Angle’s behalf that as long as you are satisfied
that he is proceeding diligently to comply with the terms of your letter, your agency not refer
the matter for further administrative action against Mr. Angle at this time. Mr. Angle has
contacted several of your recommend environmental contractors, who will require historical
monitoring data. I understand that Mr. Angle has been communicating with you on a regular
basis concerning his progress.




Ms. Eva Chu . .

October 30, 1996
Page 2

As your correspondence correctly reflects, Desert Petroleum continues to bear legal
responsibility for remediation of the property. Therefore, we ask that whatever action is
taken by Mr. Angle to comply with the agency’s requests, that such action not relieve
Desert Petroleum of its responsibilities pursuant to the September 10 letter and prior orders
from the agency. We are hopeful that the agency will aggressively compel Desert
Petroleum’s constructive response to your directives.

Lastly, I wish to assure you that we have the utmost motivation to ascertain the extent
of the problem, and remediate the situation as quickly as possible. I fully recognize that the
agency is less concerned with questions of "fault" than with the ultimate goal protecting the
public health. This aspect is too often lost upon attorneys representing owners of:
contaminated property. We do, however, wish to ensure that whatever actions are taken by
Mr. Angle in the upcoming months do not adversely effect his rights to proceed against
parties ultimately responsible should this become necessary.

If ever you have any questions or wish to discuss the matter further, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your continuing courtesy and cooperation in this
difficult matter.

Very truly yours,

ALBORG & DICTOR

MICHAEL J. VEILUVA

MIV:Ipn
cc: Mr. Balaji S. Angle (by fax 654-0279)
29434
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ALBORG & DICTOR

TELEPHONE ATTORNEYS AT LAW FACSIMILE
(510} 939-9880 1220 QAKLAND BOULEVARD, SUITE 298 (510) 9399916

WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94596-4337

FLENO:  go0026

October 25, 1996

VIA FACSIMILE (805) 659-6818
AND U.S MAIL

Lou Carpiac, Esq.

Ferguson, Case, Orr, Patterson
& Cunningham

1050 S. Kimball Road
Ventura, CA 93004

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore
Balaji Angle

Dear Mr. Carpiac:

I have received no response from you to my letter of September 19 requesting a joint
meeting with Eva Chu to resolve the problem relating to Desert Petroleum’s suspension of
remediation work at the Livermore property.

As you know, paragraph 8 of the Environmental Addendum provides that Balaji
Angle may compel a meeting with Desert and its contractor to address the progress of the
cleanup. Since our request for a meeting went unanswered, Mr. Angle accordingly
suspended payments to the escrow as permitted by this paragraph.

The situation is rendered all the more serious as a consequence of the September 10,
1996 order from Eva Chu of the Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Department. In the absence of any response from Desert to her letter, my letter, or Mr.
Angle’s letter also dated September 19, 1996, Mr. Angle is proceeding to comply with the
order. His efforts to comply with the order is not to be cons1dered as any admission of fault
or liability for any purpose whatsoever.




Lou Carpiac, Esq. . .
October 25, 1996

Page 2

In this process, we expect Desert and its contractor to cooperate fully in the exchange
and transfer of information relevant to the remediation of the property, as well as ensuring
the continued receipt of UST funds under the existing joint application. In addition, we
request a full accounting of the moneys in the escrow and Desert’s consent that such amounts
be applied to further cleanup efforts at the Livermore property.

Very truly yours,

ALBORG TO

MIZHAEL J. VEILUVA

MIJV:lpn

cc: Mr. Balaji Angle (by fax 654-0279)
Ms. Eva Chu (by mail)

29368
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ALBORG & DICTOR

TELEPHONE ATTORNEYS AT LAw FACSIMILE
(510) 939-9880 1220 OAKLAND BOULEVARD, SUITE 200 (510) 939-9%16

WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94596-4337

FIENO:  en0026

September 19, 1996

VIA FACSIMILE (805) 659-6818
AND U.S MAIL

Lou Carpiac, Esq.

Ferguson, Case, Orr, Patterson
& Cunningham

1050 S. Kimball Road
Ventura, CA 93004

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore

Dear Mr. Carpiac:

This office has been assisting Mr. Balaji Angle with respect to the environmental
issues associated with his Livermore gas station.

Mr. Angle has brought to my attention the September 10, 1996 letter from Eva Chu
of the Alameda County Environmental Health Services Department. The letter demands that
Desert Petroleum and Mr. Angle submit a work plan by no later than October 27, 1996.
The letter makes reference to civil penalties in the event there is no compliance with the
order.

I have been advised that Desert Petroleum has ceased environmental remediation of
the property since the Spring of 1996. I am concerned that this work stoppage may put
Desert Petroleum in breach of its Contract of Sale of the station to Mr. Angle, who paid
additional consideration to have Desert Petroleum complete its cleanup. In addition to the
threatened administrative action, such continued non-action may also threaten the further
funding of cleanup by the Underground Storage Tank fund.

By copy of this letter to Ms. Chu, I am recommending that the parties and their
attorneys meet with Ms. Chu to discuss the status of the cleanup at the station, as well as
potential resolution of the immediate work stoppage problem. Given the continuing
availability of UST funding, I do not know why Desert Petroleum would see fit to terminate
the work at this point. While it is theoretically possible for Mr. Angle, with UST funding,
to complete the work, such a turnover would be impractical given his lack of information
concerning the work performed by your contractor, and Desert Petroleum’s interactions with

both the UST fund and the County.




Lou Carpiac, Esq. . .

September 19, 1996
Page 2

You should be aware that Mr. Angle has completed his replacement of the
underground tanks at the property. Whatever practical impediment such replacement
activities may have had upon the remediation work therefore no longer exists.

Given the short time-frame imposed by the recent letter from Ms. Chu, I strongly
urge that Desert Petroleum immediately respond to both Mr. Angle’s communications and
my own, and agree to a meeting with the County at the earliest possible opportunity.

Very truly yours,

ALBORG

MIV:lpn
cc: Mr. Balaji Angle
Ms. Eva Chu

28580







ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ‘

StID 1689 : 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577 -

September 10, 1996 (510) 567-6700 FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gasgs Mini-Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

R RE: Workplan for 2008 lsgt Street, Livermore, CA
l Dear Messrs. Rutherford and Angle:

This letter is to remind you that a workplan to delineate the
extent of the contaminant plume as a result of fuel releases Ffrom
the above referenced site is due to this office by October 27,
1996. An aquifer test, which was to have been performed by
January 19, 1996 but was delayed due to tank replacement
activities at the site, must also be completed by October 27,
1996,

This office has not received a quarterly monitoring report of
groundwater sampling since February 1996. We presume, therefore,
that the May 1996 sampling event has not occurred. At thie time,
you are directed to reinstate a quarterly schedule of well
sampling and monitoring. Technical summary reports documenting
each well sampling and monitoring episode are also due quarterly.
This schedule shall continue until further notice.

You are aware that the fuel release from this site is significant
and has the potential to impact municipal wells located
approximately 2,300 feet: downgradient from the above referenced
site. It has been demonstrated that the plume has already
migrated at least 1,000 feet downgradient, where 3,000 rrb
benzene was identified from a "hydropunch" sample (HP-8).
Therefore, with the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control
Board consultation and concurrence, it is deemed mandatory that
field activities commence immediately to fully characterize the
plume and to develop a Remedial Action Plan for the site.

According to Section 25299.37 of the California Health and Safety
Code, the owner, operator, or other responsible party shall
prepare a workplan and take corrective action in response to an
unauthorized release as required by the local agency, the board,
or a regional board. Be advised that failure to comply with




Messrs. Rutherford and Angle Page 2
re: 2008 1lst St, Livermore
September 10, 1996

this section of the Code may result in civil action for which
Section 25299.76 specifies civil penalties of up to $10,000, for
each day of violation, upon conviction. Also, failure to furnish
technical reports regarding documented or potential groundwater
contamination violates Section 13267 (b) of the California Water
Code. The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) can
impose civil penalties of up to $1,000 per day that such a
violation continues.

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to Title 23, CCR, Section 2722(c). Any
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by this agency.
Also, failure to comply may result in the withdrawal of your
eligibility for reimbursement from the UST Cleanup Fund.

I1f you have any gquestions, I can be reached at {510) 567-6762.

sz S

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: @il Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Danielle Stefani, Livermore Fire Department
Cheryl Gordon, SWRCB Cleanup Fund
Kevin Graves, SF-RWQCB
Rick Pilat, RSI, P.0O. Box 1601 Oxnarxrd, CA 93032
Lou Carpiac, 1050 S. Kimball Rd, Ventura, CA 93004
Gordon Coleman, Acting Chief, ACDEH - files

desert20
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- ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

September 4, 19%6 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Balaji Angle - Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Tank Owner/Operator (510) 667-6700 FAX (510) 337-9335

35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

Subject: Five-year operating permit for three underground storage
tanks located at B & C Gas Mini Mart, 2008 First Street,
Livermore, CA 94550 . .

Dear Ms. Angle:

The newly installed system at the subject location includes two
12,000 gallon double wall steel/fiberglass tanks. One of the
tanks is split into compartments of 5,000 and 7,000 gallons. So
even though there are three tanks permitted only two annular
space probes are used.

Tank leak detection is performed continuously using a Veeder-Root
TLS 350 with associated probes and sensors. The pressurized
piping is double wall fiberglass utilizing sumps on the tanks to
act as the containment for the piping. - '

All components of the fuel delivery system are continuously
monitored for leaks. The electronic monitor is configured to
shut down the appropriate turbine(s) if the monitor is in alarm
as a result of a product detection. The turbine(s) will also
shut down if power to the monitor is disconnected. The
dispensers will shut-off the flow of fuel if liquid is detected
in the dispenser spill pans.

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

1. Perform leak detection using the sensors and monitoring
system as described above.

2. Maintain written records of all alarm conditions and their
resolution. '

3. Perform annual operational tests on the electronic
monitoring equipment by qualified technicians. Maintain
records of all maintenance performed on the tank system.

4. Maintain certification of financial regsponsibility with
documentation on-site. .

5. Complete employee training and document such training at
least annually. '




September 4, 1996
B & C Gas Mini Mart
page 2 of 2

6. Réport unauthorized releases to this office within 24 hours
of detection. Provide written reports within 5 working
days of the notification.

7. All changes in monitoring equipment must be pre-approved by
thig office prior to implementation.

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

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

10. Maintain a copy of the five year operating permit and

operating conditions on-site.

This permit expires on August 30, 2001. If you have any
questions regarding the operation of this tank system please
contact me at (510) 567-6781.

Singerely,

S s

Robert Weston
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

¢: Bill Raynolds, East Team Manager, ACDEH
Eva Chu, LOP, ACDEH
files
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ALAMEDA COUNTY 9 9
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-8577
StID 1689 {510) 567-6777

July 26, 1996

Mr. John Rutherford Mr. Balagi Angle
Desert Petroleum B & C Gas Mini-Mart
P.O. Box 1601 35584 Conovan Lane

Oxnard, CA 93032 Fremont, CA 94536

Re: Quarterly Monitoring at 2008 l1lst Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Messrs. Rutherford and Angle:

Currently the above referenced facility is undergoing underground
storage tank, product piping, and fuel dispenser replacement.
Quarterly monitoring/sampling of onsite and offsite groundwater
monitorings wells should resume upon completion of construction.
The sampling of groundwater monitoring well MW-1, at Mill Springs
Park Apartment, should be included in all future sampling events
until' further notice. During the next sampling event, analysis
for chlorinated hydrocarbons should be included for groundwater
collected from onsite well MW-6.

Be advised that the extent of the contaminant plume from the
referenced site has not been fully delineated. This phase of the
investigation must also resume upon completion of construction.

A workplan for the work intended is due within 90 days of the
date of this letter, or by October 27, 1996. Data collected from
this and prior investigations should be used to develop a
Corrective Action Plan (CAP) to identify and evaluate all
feasible alternatives for cleanup of soil and groundwater, both
on- and off-site, caused by the unauthorized releagse of petroleum
products.

Please be advised that this iz a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to Title 23, CCR, Section 2722(c). Any
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by this agency.

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

Q)\b\_»-_
eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

c: files {gesertis)
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UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE PLAN

* % * Complete according to attached instructions # * #
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1. Name of Busineés p\qf O/ €7M m

.8, Andgle

Business Owner or Contact Person (PRINT) r»))

2. Site Address Q008" FL%J/WL QQW

Zip FISS O Phone

(J -

city Livermore
3. Mailing Address 39584 Onover Ln.

- 3461

Phone 6 (o 66&%

Zip Cf %cﬁé

o rropcts

o

City ﬂ,

4. Property Owner 69’@ GM /;}7/

404

\J

Gal A/ﬁﬁ/@ DU I,

4

Y135 el
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Business Name (if applicable)
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Address 397 fD

CA_
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city, State tenonT

5. Generator name under which tank wili be manifested
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6. Contractor _/7/1¢/aC L;é?2579szlf§2n/&¢4

) Address __ D6 / xChapae (o~
city / (e iriore @4” 9%5@ Phone 0)7// &7 L
License Type' 4 A0 A2, 6 a7 % _ )/ c’/}(ﬁ &/677

*Effactive January 1, 1992, Busineas and Profesasional Code Bection 7058.7 xequiras prime

contractors to also hold Hazardous Waste Certification issued by the State CQntractora
License Boaxd.

-

7. Consultant (if applicable) /%{/Qﬁ i

Address

City, State Phone

8. Main Contact Person for Investigation (if applicable)

Name {3 - M Title _ Dl K
Company [ %4 C f)(f/’ M/n/{ gk F—
Phone _

9. Number of. underground tanks being clésed with this plan >
Length of piping being removed under this plan _ /& — /20 A

Total number of underground tanks at this facility (**confirmed with
owner or operator)

10. State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities (see
instructions) .

#* Underground storage tanks must be handled as hazardous waste **

a) Pfoduct/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter

Name C’éof“ivé ﬁMc/ L&W“&:" EPA I.D. No.

Hauler License No. _(O/4%7 License Exp. Date

Address [F55 Adlama, Hke |

city Sis7 Liapdss state (0 zip 94577
b) Product/Residual Sludée/Rinsate Disposal Site

Name & rickson  fpc EPA ID¥ (A4 D00T %68 3T

Address (QEQS'/nga (5%&@47

City Rechenet state (/77 Zip 45/

rev 4/6/95 - 2 -
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.c) 'I"ank and Piping@yansporter

- Name Gﬁn’w{} cé/é/fé/ chdﬂ% . EPA I.s No.

;Iauler License‘ No. of L’L7 License Exp. Date
Address / gyﬁ 5 r/%w’)’%u ,J{pa/ _
City SWN léﬂ%a&:o State (/J’ Zip Q%77
d) Tank and Piping Disposal Site -
Name Ericksore, lne EPA I.D. No.(AL00T#657 <
Address <7 55 f’ aAAs /_/))fa/
City 4\)’6;/5”” o/ state (4 aip 7959/

11. Sample Collector
vame _JCLL [1nine
Company / ouUc AS%‘WF Z)? Ué/()ﬂ/?7//if
Address 0170@ NESL | .
city b@*ﬁ“{a KeSe state (- zip 2595 phone 538 -85 15

12, Laboratory C
rame LU 10 ,ama,fﬂm
Address (;80 L%”élf%&/(t? IE

city & Mozt (0 p!/w state _(A gip 14065

4 o
State Certification No. _| QO

13. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yesf{/@] No[ ] Unknownm

If yes, describe. /()/‘( /ZM/)//) Pl A,

rev 4/6/95 -3 -




1to berused for rendering tagﬁég) inert:‘
~ 15 \Yifi QN (AL _§]Qﬂ \;f%i%ip ] cﬁa@l@ﬁkha‘
’{71‘%1,-«((4 ( 4L cﬁgf*if U

:14. 'Describe methodi

Before tanks'are pumped out and inerted, all associated piping must be
flushed out into the tanks. All accessible associated piping must then
be removed. Inaccessible piping must be permanently plugged. -

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 415/771-6000, along with
local Fire and Building Departments, must also be contacted for tank
removal permits. Fire departments typically require the use of a
combustible gas indicator to verify tank inertness. It is the
contractor’s responsibility to bring a working combustible gas indicator
on-site to verify that the tank is inert.

15. Tank History and Sampling Information *#** (see instructions) ##=*

Tank Material to be sampled | Location and
== (tank contents, soil, Depth of Samples
Capacity Use History groundwater)

include date last
used (estimated)

10000\ @ Plus tnll Sore 2 belos eacds
(emrTy) end) 7 Tapd

W STECT ey 207
. ' , ‘ 5 -. A £
10,000 K/ CUnl 70
=XVt
g 000 | Sup Unl ? | ,
’ S GTii | e b

One soil sample must be collected for every 20 linear feet of piping that is
removed. A ground water sample must be collected if any ground water is
present in the excavation.

rev 4/6/95 -4 -




Excavated/Stockpiled Soil

Stockpiled Soil Volume (estimated) :
. fimt-:ﬁUn+Je5 W (L bé CO[&QJ%QE

o - oo L, back hoe budler ol
5 o C/}/ | m/m%ij Lo recommandedd bqt@p
g [Soo 0 aspsal ve  [EOGF MANLEL Tl Regionil C

stefl - Collechpt 7 2

L4 i «
Yo éfﬁwd / (N2

Stockpiled soil must be placed on bermed plastic and must be completely
covered by plastic sheeting.

Will the excavated soil be returned to the excavation immediately
after tank removal? [ ] yes [ ] no {1 unknown

If yes, explain reasoning

If unknown at this point in time, please be aware that excavated soil may
not be returned to the excavation without prior approval from Alameda
County. This means that the contractor, consultant, or responsible party
must communicate with the B8pecialist IN ADVANCE of backfilling
operations. e ,

16. Chemical methods and associated detection limits to be used for analyzing
samples:
The Tri-Regional Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical quantitation reporting limits should be followed.
See attached Table 2.

17. Submit Site Health and Safety Plan (See Instructions)

contaminant | EPA or Other EPA or Other Analysis Method
Sought Sample Preparation Method Number Detection
Method ‘Number Limit
TPH G 5050 ‘ O
AESA™ Lozo '
IWThE. | {0005

Trellaad |

rev 4/6/95 -5 =




BA5/13/1996 15:18 4159251361 RAD KESSL.ER P&aGE Bl
65—13 199 ©1:56PM !p‘c'fs, \ 6h4E27e bR
suu;ut. worlt-x' -ation ¢ertificate c:npr . ’ o
m;p of Insurer ﬁ'}wﬁ F W '
suhtut Plcrt Plan '“tsu mmﬂm;nu
Iim;lom nqosit (Bea Imtruntimm) ‘
ugdmt any lsaks or mtmimtian to thia offica within s wuyl ol‘."

'rhé.wrmm r&POrhshall be maca onanm“wuumi Stm.'atim
unt'utnariua maxfcmimtlm site Report (ULR} form. s

22. mc ® closuzs Xeport to Bhil office within 60 days of the tank ‘

notioval.. The report mﬂ'. mtu..in all information listed in item 22 of
t-.ud-memn:n-.

binit Skate ( Uﬂlerqround qqa fank Parmit Application) Porug :E:nd B
(ongafomzertachﬂswtobermved)mrkmsfor'tank:m in
the npper right hand corper)

) 4 dcclam that to thn bast of uy kmmlwdge and belief that the ututmzt;l and
intornat.l.on provided above are corpact and true.

I mei.' tand that information, in addition to that provided ahwe, my ke
nesded'{n order to obtain app:ml érom the BEnvirommental Protaction Divieion
and thb}: ne work iz to begin on l:bis project umtil thias plan iz approved.

Wuna that any chanqqts in m:.qn mterials or equipwent will vom
this p:i.gn if prior approval is not obtained.

X undsrmm that all werk partormed during this project will ba doge in
nmlp!.inncu cwith =all applicsable  OSHA (Occupaticonal Safely and anlth
‘Mainistration) reguirepents concerning personnel health and pafety. I
understand that site and werker safety are solely the responsibility ef the
'Ftﬂplr‘b? quner or his agent and that this mpmihili.ty iz not shared nor
'umaﬂ by the County of Alameds.

onoe. I Juu ived my nt.wﬁl scvepted closurs plan, I will contacst the
‘projeat: udnmu mtamu apminum at least thveo w::kinq days in m
of -8l wtk to schedule t‘ha raguired Mpcm@m.

“ﬂﬁ,ﬁ of Irﬂxvim% AATT_ ANGLE

mfmat“/// pate QV, ?ﬁ &
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AMERICAN CONSTRUCTION & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

CONTRACTORS POCKET CARD

Q’r;_:._ . State of California
Consumer CONTRACTORS STATE LICENSE BOARD
Affuirs ACTIVE LICENSE

e 102214 |
swentoe AMERICAN CONSTRUCTION &

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC
e A HAZ ASB B C-9

i 02/28/97
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STATE o, san rsvcscocn setoroosor 111 i
' ' - ' g Q CCR il
e MPENSATION P.0. BOX 807, SAN FRANCISCO,CA 94101-0807 L‘,} VEP 2 8 1\3“5 i
INSURANCE i

. FUN D CERTIFICATE OF WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE

POLICY NUMBER 5712 -85 UNIT 0001488

ISSUE DATE: 1ofo1-95_{ e rCERTiFlCATE EXPIRES: 30-01-96

ALAMEDA COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH:
ATTN: HAZARDQUS MATER!IAL3 DIVISION ¢
“1131 HARBOR BAY PARKWAY, STE. 250
ALAMEDA CA 9&502 6577 -

This is to certify that we have |ssued a vahd Workers Compensation insurance pollcy in a forrn approved by the
California Insurance Commlsswner to the amployer narned betow for the pollcy perlod indicatad,

This policy is not subiect to cancellation by the Fund except upon 30 days' advance written notice to the ehpioyer. ,'
We will also give you 30 days' advance notice should this policy be cancelled prior to its normal expiréti_on. '

This certificate of insurance is not an insurance policy and does not amend, extend or alter the coverage afforded
by the policies listed hersin. Notwithstanding any requirement, term, or condition- of any contract or other document
with respect to which this certificate of insurance may be lssued or may paertain, the insurance afforded by the
policies described herein-is:. subject to all the term: i

EMPLOYER’S LIABILITY LIRIT INCLUDING DE?ENSEA'COSTS 7 31;000 Q00. 00 PE QCCURRE?EE

ENDORSEMENT #206S ENTITLED CERTIFICATE HDLDERS‘ 'NOTICE EFFECTIVE 10/01/95':2[5 ATTACHED TO AND
FORMS A PART OF THIS POLICY.

»

EMPLOYER

. AMER | CAN CONSTRUCTION ' - THE D. B. NEFF CORP
\ ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. ‘GOLDEN WEST ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES,
567 EXCHANGE CT. ’ . AMERICAN CONST. ENVIRONMENTAL SERV:

LIVERMORE CA 84550

11N
THIS DOCUMENT HAS A BLUE PATTERNED BACKGROQUND - SCIF 10265 (REV. 2




B&C Gas MiniMart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, Ca. 94536

May 8™, 1996

Robert Weston

Senior Hazardous Materials Inspector
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Protection Division

1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy, #250

Alameda, Ca. 94502-6577

Re: Replacement of new double wall fiberglass tanks. pipes and dispensers

Dear Robert:

[ had assured you and Mrs. Eva Chu that I would inform you as soon as I received
approval for my RUST fund loan from the state of California to replace new tanks and

pipes.

It took almost 9 months before I could get approval. I have signed the loan documents
today and forwarded them to the state agency. I have also signed the contracts
simultaneously for the purchase of tanks and equipment and also for installation.

The contractors, American Construction and Environmental Services, Inc. of Livermore,

will approach you for the necessary permits to do the project. Please extend to them the
. AND ) d‘f A
cooperation youlhave so kindly extended to me all along,.

Thanks again for all of your help.

incerely,

‘%A;gle—

.‘_/'
Copy to Mrs. Eva Chu







B.S. Angle

B&C Gas MiniMart
2008 First Street
Livermore, Ca. 94550

April 10* 1996

Ms. Eva Chu

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, Ca. 94502-6577

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore, Ca. 94550

Dear Eva:

I refer to my telephone discussions with you 2 weeks ago in the matter of replacement of

new tanks.

Mr. Jim La Tanner, loan officer of the California Trade and Commerce Agency, RUST
FUND program, confirmed to you that he had approved my loan and it was pending
environmental review. I expected the approval this week.

However, Jim wanted some more information from me which included copies of the
approval of myself and Desert Petroleum Inc. by the Leak Fund. I have federal expressed
these copies to him on April 9®. Hopefully, I expect the approval shortly.

I will inform you as soon as I get final approval.




envIRONHERTA
PROTECTION

96 PR 15 pH 2: 34




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Dirsctor

°

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
StID 1689 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-670

February 5, 1996

Mr. Lou Carpiac, Counsel for Desert Petroleum
Ferguson, Case, Orr, Paterson & Cunningham
1050 South Kimball Road

Ventura, CA 93004

RE: 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA 854550
Dear Mr. Carpiac:

I have completed review of your letter of February 1, 1996. Your
letter requests that Desert Petroleum (Desert) be relieved of
their responsiblity for the 1994 and 1995 fuel releases at the
above referenced site.

It is not disputed that a significant fuel release occurred after
Desert sold the property to Mr. Balagi Angle. The recent
releases (1994, 1995) have co-mingled with the "old" release,
which occurred when Desert owned the property. This office,
however, does not concur that Desert contributed only "low level
contamination" to soil and groundwater at this site. Be reminded
that Desert failed to fully characterize the extent and severity
of the contaminant plume prior to the sale of the property to Mr.
Angle.

Laboratory analytical results show that monitoring well MW-1, the
nearest down gradient well from the tank complex, exhibited up to
1,300 ppb benzene in August 2, 1990. Since the property was sold
to Mr. Angle, benzene concentrations have ranged from 66 toc 900
ppb. At the same time, monitoring well MW-2 (further down
gradient from the tank complex) which was installed in June 1994,
revealed free product and at least two orders of magnitude higher
levels of benzene. Similar levels of benzene were also detected
in monitoring wells MW-3, MW-5, and MW-6. It appears that the
lower levels of benzene detected in well MW-1 is not
representative of groundwater quality beneath this site.

Desert’s contaminant plume cannot be distinguished from Angle’s
plume. This Agency cannot allocate percentage of responsiblity
or liability for site assessment/remediation. Therefore, Desert
Petroleum and Mr. Balagi Angle are required to continue with site
characterization and remediation, as deemed necessary.

Pre-approval from the Cleanup Fund for all approved workplans
should be obtained prior to the start of field work. Pre-
approval will alleviate concerns that the UST Cleanup Fund will
not reimburse for remediation work requested by this Agency.




& . o

Lou Carpiac Page2
re: 2008 1st St, Livermore
February 9, 1996

If you have any questicns, I can be reached at (510) 567-6762.

Sincerely,

YE 300 VU

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist
Dd%c: John Rutherford, P.0O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032

Balagi Angle, 2008 1lst Street, Livermore, CA 94550
files

desertls
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FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
THOMAS R. FERGUSON IC5S0 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD CF COUNSEL
_TCISLAE_LQWA:ASE VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004 ALLEN F. CAMP
WILLIAM E. PATERSOM (BOB) 65S9-8800

DAVID L. CUNNINGHAM

TELECOFRIER (80S5S) 659-6818

LOW CARPIAC

JOSEPH L, STROHMAN, JR.
ROBERT L. GALLAWAY
SANDRA M. ROBERTSON

WILLIAM B, SMITH
GISELE GOETZ

February 1, 1996

ANNETTE M. LERCEL
RAMON L, GUIZAR
GREGORY W. HERRING
DOUGLAS E. KULPER

Ms. Eva Chu
Alameda County Health
Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #205
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: Desert Petroleum 795/Livermore

Dear Ms. Chu:

As you know from prior correspondence, the undersigned
represents Desert Petroleum, Inc., Chapter 11 Debtor in
Possession. Desert has asked me to review the facts and
circumstances surrounding the above referenced service station
and your agency's demand that Desert prepare and submit a RAP.

A little historical background may be helpful as a starting
point.

Desert acknowledges that it discovered traces of low level
hydrocarbon soil contamination when it was implementing leak UST
monitoring measures for the Livermore service station in February
1988 (herein referred to as the "1988 Residual Contamination").

On December 30, 1993, Desert sold the service station to Mr.
B.S. Angle, under an agreement which specifically allocated to
Desert the responsibility to deal with the 1988 Residual
Contamination, which had been fully disclosed to the Buyer at the
time of the sale. The sale agreement specifically provided that
Desert's obligation did not include other contamination which
occurred after the close of escrow. Therefore, as of that point
in time, Desert's responsibility included the completion of
assessment and if necessary the remediation of the low level
contamination which existed in 1993. In 1993, there was no
evidence of free product or LNAPL at the service station
location.

At approximately the time of the sale, your agency had given
a conditional case closure to the owners of the Mills Springs
Park Apartments ("Mills Springs"), situated at 1809 Railroad




February 1, 1996
Ms. Eva Chu
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Avenue, Livermore, predicated in part on test results which
indicated the absence of any gasoline constituents or LNAPL in
the Mills Springs monitoring well. It was not until February
1995 that the Mills Springs property well detected for the first
time any INAPL contamination. This is one of several
indisputable facts in this case. It can thus be said, that if
the 1988 traces of contamination discovered by Desert in 1988 had
been the cause of the contamination later discovered at the Mills
Springs property, there would have been some evidence of it in
1988, or certainly sometime eariier than February 1595.

There is evidence, backed by correspondence to your
attention that in June 1994, six months after Desert sold the
service station to Mr. Angle, evidence of a new release was
discovered by a geologist doing work at the site. Mr. Angle was
notified of this. There is further evidence that in February
1995, a second release likely occurred at the service station,
corroborated in part by the discovery of free product in the
wells then being sampled as part of Desert's remediation of the
1988 Residual Contamination. This too was reported to Mr. Angle
and to your agency.

At about the time that this second release was discovered,
the monitoring well at the Mills Springs property detected for
the first time the presence of LNAPL. The Mills Springs
consultant, Earth Tech, concludes that the source of the
contamination was the service station, based on the following
factors:

—— the absence of LNAPL in the subject well during the
Mills Springs cleanup and the post-closure monitoring, a
period spanning over 4 years.

~= The reports of two releases from the USTs at the service
station and the removal from service of a leaking UST in
September 1995 (all of which occurred after the 12/93 sale
of the station by Desert Petroleum).

-- Fingerprinting data from samples obtained at the service
station in 1995 and the LNAPL extracted from the Mills
Springs monitoring well (all of which relate to conditions
existing in 1995, nearly two years after the sale of the
service station by Desert).

On the strength of these facts, Mills Springs requested and
you affirmed that your agency's case closure, which had been
first granted on December 24, 1993, would not be altered. Your
letter to Mr. Hardy, dated October 17, 1995, went even further
and stated that present and future owners of MSP will not be held
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responsible of any future costs associated with the
investigation, characterization or remediation of the gasoline
plume from off-site. :

Desert is not necessarily taking issue with your conclusion
to relieve Mills Springs of further responsibility for the
gasoline contamination. If the evidence points to a release of
gasoline in the summer of 1994 and again in the spring of 1995,
and free product is discovered shortly thereafter in wells where
none had been detected during the prior 4 years, then it may be
reasonable to conclude that the contamination was caused by the
1994 and 1995 releases.

This begs the question why is Desert not being relieved of
this responsibility based on the same evidence? If Mills Springs
can be given such an unqualified closure, on the strength of
evidence indicating that no problems existed prior to 12/93, this
same body of evidence militates in favor of a similar conclusion
as to Desert. Desert's responsibility had been limited by
contract to the cleanup of the 1988 Residual Contamination.
Nothing requires it contractually or by law to remediate the
contamination resulting from two releases which occurred after
its sold the property. In my opinion, there are insufficient
facts upon which your agency to require Desert's continued
assessment or remediation of the contamination which resulted
from the 1994 and 1995 releases. '

In the initial stages following the discovery of
contamination at the Mills Springs property, Desert agreed to
cooperate by attending meetings sponsored by your agency to
discuss solutions to this problem, but at all times Desert
rejected any conclusion that it was the responsible party.
Desert's willingness to continue to cooperate was hased largely
on the fact that it had an application pending for funding from
the UST Cleanup program. Although Desert's USTCF application was.
filed in connection with Desert's work on the 1988 Residual
Contamination, your agency and others concluded that it would
afford the most expedient means to obtain funding for the cleanup
of the subsequent releases if Mr. Angle could be joined as a co-
applicant. Again, in the spirit of cooperation, Desert agreed to
permit its application to be so amended and lent its name to the
continued work at the service station, so long as Mr. Angle was
named as the PRP.

In the interim, a new EPA-funded study has produced a report
by the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory ("LLNL"),
suggesting that much of the cleanup being required by regulatory
agencies such as ACHA is not cost effective nor is it any more
effective than natural processes of bio-degradation. The UST
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Fund has recently warned that it may not reimburse costs incurred
for remediation work which under the new LLNL recommendations
would not have required active remediation.

In view thereof, Desert is unwilling to shoulder financial
responsibility for further assessment or cleanup work for which
Desert may not receive reimbursement from the UST Fund in light
of this new LLNL report and policy shift by the UST Fund. While
Desert is willing to cooperate in the use of its existing UST
Fund application as a vehicle for Mr. Angle to apply for funding,
it is not willing to accept the risk that such expenses may not
qualify for reimbursement.

If the facts recited by Mills Springs justify release of
Mills Springs as a responsible party because the releases
occurred in 1994 and 1995, then fundamental notions of due
process and fairness require that Desert receive a like release.
Mills Springs was found to be not responsible because it was
physically distant from the suspected leaking source; Desert is
similarly not responsible because it is separated by time from
the leaking source. Whether spatially or temporally distanced
from the leaking source, both should receive the same treatment.

In my opinion, much of the problem in this case has stemmed
from the improper shorthand reference to the service station as
the "Desert Station". Yes, this was a Desert Station prior to
December 30, 1993. However, after 12/30/93 it is the B.S. Angle
station. If you have any test data showing that the off-site
problem has been caused by Desert, then I would be pleased to
review it and comment thereon. Desert is not the cause of the
present contamination and therefore must be released, absent
other evidence to the contrary.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM
By
Lou Canpliac
LC:dc

cec: Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Attn: Mr. John D. Rutherford

LC5303







ALAMEDA COUNTY ’
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ARNOLD PERKINS, DIRECTOR
RAFAT A. SHAHID,DEPUTY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

StID 1689 499 Fifth Street
: QOakland, California 94607

(510)

January 12, 1996

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.0O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Balagi Angle

B & C Gas Mini-Mart
35584 Conovan Lane
Fremont, CA 94536

RE: RAP for 2008 lst Street, Livermore 94550
Dear Messrs. Rutherford and Angle:

I have completed review of Remediation Service, Int’l’s December
1995 Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report for the above
referenced site. Two monitoring wells and four exploratory
borings were advanced to groundwater. "Grab" groundwater samples
analyzed confirmed the contaminant plume has migrated offsite at
least 350’ downgradient from the onsite tank complex. This
report did not include cross-sections of the subsurface. Please
provide these diagrams.

On December 18, 1995 I approved the workplan to perform a one-day
step draw-down, and a three-day constant rate pump test of the
aquifer. Field work is to begin by January 19, 1996.

Information gathered from this phase of the investigation should
be used to develop a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) to identify and
evaluate all feasible alternatives for cleanup of soil and
groundwater, both on- and off-site, caused by the unauthorized
release of petroleum products.

The referenced RAP is due in this office within 60 days of the
date of this letter. Include a time schedule for the completion
of each aspect of the remediation process, as well as a proposal
for the determination of the lateral extent of groundwater
contamination offsite. The temporarily closed, damaged
underground storage tank should be removed as soon as possible.

Recent findings and recommendations in the Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory (LLNL) "Recommendations to Improve the
Cleanup Process for California‘s Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks"
(October 16, 1998) report which allow passive bioremediation as
the primary remediation tool cannot be considered at this time.
Until source removal is complete and plume stability has been
demonstrated, this option will not be considered.
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Rutherford & Angle Page 2
re: RAP for 2008 1lst St, Livermore .

January 12, 1996

T look forward to working with you this new year. If you have
any questions, I can be reached at (510) 567-6762.

Sincerely,

W

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Rick Pilat, RSI, P.O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032
Kevin Graves, SF-RWQCB
files
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, pIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94602-6577

(510) 729-6777

StID 1689

December 18, 1995

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Balagi Angle
2008 1st Street
Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Workplan Approval for Aquifer Test at 2008 lst Street,
Livermore 94550

Dear Messrs. Rutherford and Angle:

I have completed review of Western Geo-Engineerr’ Workplan to
Pexform Aquifer Test at the above referenced site. The proposal
to perform a one-day step draw-down, and a three-day constant
rate pump test is acceptable. Field work should commence within
30 days of the date of this letter, or by January 19, 1996. A
report of the pump test results is also due within 60 days upon
completion of field work.

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

o M

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: files

degertlé




B.S. Angle dba
B&C Gas Mini-Mart
35584 Conovan Lane

Fremont, Ca. 94536
10/17/95

Robert Weston _

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, Ca. 94502-6577

Dear Robert:

Subiject: Your letter of Sept.21, 1995

Thanks for your letter cited above.

It is my intention to replace the failed tank - and if
financially possible - the other two tanks also, with new double
wall fiberglass tanks. Towards this objective, I have applied for
& loan through the Rust Fund Program of the state.

My application, after scrutiny by the local lending office, has
been forwarded to the main office in Sacramento for approval. I
am constantly in touch with Sacramento to get the loan approval
expedited. However, due to a flood of applications and a limited
number of loan officers to deal with them, the time lag now is
placed at 14 weeks from the past 4-6 weeks.

As soon as the loan is approved, I will expedite the new tank
replacement project and notify you of the status.

I thank you for your cooperation.

rely,

T Angle




"~ desert petroleum Inc.

John Rutherford
Director
Environmental Affairs

October 3, 1995

Ms. eva chu :
Alameda County Environmental Health Department
Environmental Protection Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re: 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA
Dear Ms. chu:

Enclosed is a copy of the revised License Agreement to conduct
drilling and sampling on the vacant Groth Brothers lot. As
discussed at the recent meeting on October 2, 1995, we have made
the changes requested by Mr. Groth. The agreement was forwarded
to him on this date by regular mail service at his request. Mr.
Pilat has also been given a extra copy of the agreement which he
will present to Mr. Groth if needed at the time of the scheduled
work. As we at this time have no real assurance that the license
agreement will be executed by Mr. Groth, we are planning to do
our investigative work as originally approved and will amend the
work to move to the vacant lot area if the agreement is signed.

If you have any questions please contact Mr. Pilat or myself.
Very truly yours,

T |
John Rutherford

enclosure

cc L. Carpiac
R. Pilat

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 ¢ TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784
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Newlandex Corporation, dba

REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L. .

October 3, 1995

Mr. Dick Groth

Groth Brothers Oldsmobile - GMC
59 Scuth "L" Street

Livermore, CA 94550

Re: Subsurface Investigation
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Groth:

RSI has been contracted by Desert Petroleum, Inc., former owner
of the aforementioned property to conduct a goil investigation in
the area as mandated by the Alameda County Health Department. As
part of the investigation it has been determined that in order

to minimize vehicular safety concerns and public encroachment
logistics we request that a portion of the work be performed on
your vacant property at South "L" Street and Railroad Avenue.

The proposed work will consist of four (4) borings and the
collection of groundwater samples only. In this phase of the
investigation there are no proposed permanent aboveground,
surface, or subsurface installations. The time anticipated
performing the work will be approximately two days and as before,
every attempt to minimize inconvenience to your operations will
be made.

After the work is complete, the area will be restored as clogely
tc existing conditions as possible. We would like to begin this
work during the week of October 9, 1995, and will give you prior
notification of the actual date.

As discussed in the recent meeting of Monday, October 2, 1995,

we would appreciate you completing the enclogsed License Agreement
and return it to us as soon as possible. This Agreement has

been amended to include the items which you requested during our
meeting,

If you have any questions please contact me.
Sincerely,

Ep

Richard W. Pilat

Program Director

RWP:ca

enclosure

{B0S5) 644-5892 » FAX {805) 654-0720
Maiting Address: PO, Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 < Shipping Address: 2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200, Ventura, CA 93003
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REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT’L.

LICENSE AGREEMENT

AGREEMENT made this day of . 1995 by and
between: Mr. Dick Groth, Groth Brothers Oldsmobile - GMC,

59 South L Street, Livermore, CA 94550 (hereinafter "Owner?";
and Remediation Service Int’l (RSI), with principal office at
2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200, Ventura, CA 93003 {hereinafter
"Contractor"}; Owner and Contractor shall sometimes hereinafter
be referred to as "Parties",

A. Owner is the owner of a certain parcel, or parcels, of real
property known as 59 South L Street, Livermore, CA 94550
(hereinafter "Subject Property"} in the vicinity of the real
property located at 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA.

B. Contractor now desires to enter the Subject Property to drill
a maximum of four (4) boreholes.

C. ' Owner and contractor desire bto enter into this lease
Agreement so that the groundwater can be assessed in relation
to environmental laws and regulations; under the following
five conditions:

1) Contractor has authority to drill four borings (max) on
Owners vacant lot for purposes of groundwater sampling
only.

2) Borings to be open for 72 hours, then backfilled and
sealed in a workmanlike manner.

3) Owner, or his repfesentative, will be given split samples
cn all samples taken.

4} Owner is to be held free and harmless from any liability
whatsoever associated with this undertaking.

5) Owner is to receive copies of all laboratory reports.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the granting of the
foregoing, the mutual premisesg, covenants, conditions and
agreements hereinafter set forth, and other good and valuabie
congideration, the receipt and adequacy of which are hereby
acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:
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Grant of License - Owner hereby grants to Contractor, its
employees, representatives and contractors a non-exclusive
license (hereinafter the "License") to enter upon the

Subject Property from time to time to conduct the activities
described in Recitals Paragraph B & C above. Thig License
shall commence on October 3, 1995 and shall end within 90
days of Owner acceptance of agreement unless the parties
agree in writing to extend the term of the License. Prior to
the License, Contractor shall, at its sole cost and expense,
cause any excavation to be returned to the original gradient,
and shall remove all equipment placed on the Subject
Property, fill and level all ditches, ruts and depressions,
if any, caused by the closure of the excavation operations,
-and remove all debris resulting therefrom.

Compliance with Lawsgs - Contractor shall conduct all
operations which are the subject of this License in
compliance with all federal, state and municipal statutes and
ordinances, and with all regulations, orders, and directives
of appropriate governmental agencies, as such statutes,
ordinances, regulations, orders, and directives now exist or
- provide.

Permits - Contractor, at no cost or expense to Owner, shall
be responsible for obtaining any and all governmental permits
and approvals which may be necessary for it to conduct any
work or activities under this License Agreement. Owner shall
coordinate and cooperate with Contractor in Contractor’s
activities to obtain all necessary government permits and
permissions.

Liens and Claims - Contractor will not permit any mechanics’
materialman’s, or other similar liens of claims to stand
against the Subject Property for labor or material furnished
in connection with any work performed by Contractor under
this License Agreement.

Cooperation - Contractor agrees to coordinate its activities
with Owner to minimize any impairment of access by customers
or business invitees of Owner to the Subject Property and
any inconvenience to or disruption of Owners business on the
Subject Property.

Indemnity - Contractor agrees that it will indemnify and hold
Owner harmless from and against any claims, demands, actions,
suits, judgements, losses, damages, costs or expenses
incurred as a result of personal injury, property damage,
civil penalties or fines proximately caused by the

negligent acts or omissions of Contractor or its authorized
contractors, employees and agents in conducting its
activities under this License Agreement. Thisg Indemnity is
expressly conditioned on the following:
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{a) In the event Owner shall identify any matter to
which this indemnity wmay apply or receive a notice or
claim from any third party of such matter, it shall
immediately, and in every case within thirty (30) days
of said notice or claim, notify Contractor in writing
of such matter addressed to 2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200,
Ventura, CA 93003.

(b) Owner shall cooperate with Contractor by allowing
contractor, its agents, representatives, contractors
and consultants, prompt and ready access to the Subject
Property for the purpose of investigating any matter to
which this Indemnity may apply.

{(c) This Indemnity extends only to liability found to have
been due to Contractor’s comparative fault and shall
not extent to liability for any claim, including future
contamination, determined to have been due to acts
or omissions of Owner, its agents, its predecessors,
successors or assigns, or any third party.

- Notices - Any notice provided for herein of otherwise

required to be given hereunder shall be given by United
States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the other as

set forth in the first paragraph of this License Agreement,
except for the notice required to be given to Contractor as
set forth in paragraph 6(a) hereof. The person and the place
to which notices are to be mailed may be changed by either
party by providing written notice of same to the other.

Modification - This Agreement may be amended at any time and
from time to time, but any amendment must be in writing and
signed by all parties thereto.

Partial Invalidity - If any term, covenant, condition, or
provision of this Agreement ig held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the
remainder of the provision shall remain in full force

and effect and shall in no way be affected, impaired, or
invalidated.

Assignment, Successors, and Agsians - Thig Agreement may not

be assigned by either party without the prior written consent
of the other but otherwise shall be binding upon and inure

toc the benefit of the Parties’ resgpective representatives,
successors and assigng.
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11. Entire Agreement - This License Agreement represents the
full, complete and entire agreement between the parties with
respect to the subject matter hereof, and the rights and
remedies of the Parties shall be solely and exclusively
those herein contained, and in lie of any remedies otherwise
available at law or in equity.

12, Governing Law - this Agreement shall be construed and
interpreted and governed by and in accordance with the
local law of the State of California without reference to
any choice of law rules or policies which may refer the
resolution of any dispute arising hereunder to the laws of
any other jurisdiction.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed thig License
Agreement by their duly authorized representatives on the date
fi'rst above written.

OWNFR: CONTRACTOR :

by | by /422/1//4~=h'

Dick Groth Richard W. Pilat
Groth Brothers Oldsmobile - GMC Program Director




' B Y 4 Newlandex Corporation, dba

= = _=Z REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L.
STID 1689

October 3, 1995

Ms. eva chu

Alameda County CC4580

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

RE:

Further Soil and Groundwater Investigation 2008 St. Street, Livermore 94550

Dear Ms. chu:

This letter will confirm the key points mutually agreed upon during our meeting yesterday, and
amend the previously submitted workplan to meet current assessment / interim remedial
requirements, Attached is a plot plan with the modified boring and well locations. Work is
scheduled to begin October 10, 1995,

I.

Pending written approval of the license agreement from Dick Groth, four boreholes will be
advanced to groundwater in the vacant lot owned by Groth. Only Hydropunch
groundwater samples will be collected at these locations, however the borings will be
logged per U.S.C.S.

One groundwater monitoring well will be installed on the West side of L Street
downgradient of the subject site. This boring will be continuously cored to further assess
potential lithological pathways for groundwater transport. The screen interval of this well
will extend from 15 feet below ground surface to 40 feet (TD).

Because of the ongoing presence of free product and previous well screen intervals below
the current groundwater/ LNAPL surface, one additional groundwater monitoring well
will be installed on the subject property near MW-2. Logging and installation parameters
will be the same as above (item 2).

Once the wells have been installed and sampled, an aquifer evaluation will be conducted
to assess further remedial alternatives.

Thank you for your help with this phase of the project. I am certain that the mutual cooperation
recently evident will expedite the successful assessment and ultimate remediation of this site. If
you have any further requirements or questions please contact me at (805) 644-5892.

Sincerely,

p oI

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director

(805} 644-5892 » FAX (805) 654-0720

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 « Shipping Address: 2060 Knofl Drive, Site 200, Ventura, CA 93003
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DEC-17-96 TUE 11:04 ZONE 7 WATER AGENCY WELL  FAX NO. 510+462+3914 P. 02

ZONE 7
WATER REBQURCES ENGINEERING
WELL LOCATION DATA
~ WELL NUMBER  3S/2E 8R11
OTHER
ADDRESS: 2008 FIRST ST DESIGNATION MW-2
LIVERMORE , N
OWNER: DESERTPETROLEUM | FWMP
PRIMARY USE: WATERSUPPLY [ WP
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LER:
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DATE COMPLETED: 08/18/1994
DATE SOUNDED
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. -+ ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. S8HAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
September 21, 1995 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6777

Mr. Balaji Angile
B&C Minimart

2008 Pirst Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Subject: Acknowledgement of Underground Storage Tank Unauthorized
Release (ULR) and recelpt of Forms A&B for temporary
closure of Plus tank

Dear Mr. Angile:

This Department is in receipt of the ULR and forms A&B related to
the August 25, 1995 discovery of a release of gasoline from a
breach in the fiberglass Plus tank. Enclosed please find your
copies of the forms submitted.

Within 60 days of this letter please provide this Department with
a clogure plan for the failed tank. The tank is currently empty
and inert. However, the release of a hazardous subgtance into
the environment will require corrective action on your part to
investigate the extent of possible contamination. Please contact
eva chu in this office for further guidance on the investigative
phase of that work.

If you have any questions on this matter please contact me or eva
chu at the letterhead telephone number.

Singerely,

Robert Weston
Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

¢: Bill Raynolds, East Area Manager, ACDEH
eva chu, Hazardous Materials Specialist, LOP




PPN &
. ‘ Wi

i

MEMORANDUM

Date: September 21, 1995
To: Eva Chu, Alameda County Health Agency
Mark Milani, EARTH TECH
From: Jim Hardy, Wingfield Venture Funds
Subject: Discussions of September 20, 1995, with Dick Groth
[. A, Desert Petroleum has authority to do four borings (max) on Groth's vacant lot for

purposes of groundwater sampling only.

B. Borings to be open for up to 72 hours, then back filled and sealed in a workman-like
manner.

C. Groth, or his representative, is to get "splits” on all samples taken,

D. Dick Groth is to be held free and harmless from any liability whatsoever assaciated with

this undertaking.

E. Groth to receive copies of all laboratory reports.
2. ACHA to give Groth a letter that includes the following:
A, Any cost or liability associated with contamination found on his property from an off-site

source is to be paid by the responsible party (RP) and ACHA shall hold him harmless
therefrom should the RP fail in its duties.

B. Groth’s existing monitoring well will remain subject to the terms and conditions of that
agreement which was negotiated previously.

C. The testing referenced above to be done by Desert Petroleum will be done pursuant to
the terms stated and shall be observed by the ACHA to insure compliance with such

conditions.

Eva, I suggest that you encourage Desert Petroleum to prepare an "Access Agreement” that is very brief,
reciting the provisions of Paragraph 1.A above. Secondly, I think Dick wants a letter from you that
merely states that if he is not the cause of this problem, you and your colleagues will look te those who
are, and hold him harmless from any negative aspects of it. When you think about it, his request is not
unreasonable. Finally, Dick has agreed to attend your meeting on October 2.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY g
HEALTH CARE SERVIC

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

September 15, 1995 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Mr. James Hardy Mr. Bgf%ﬁlsﬁﬁgle
P.0O. Box 368 2008 1st Street
Hinsdale, IL 60522-0368 Livermore, CA 94550
Mr. John Rutherford Mr. Dick Groth
P.O. Box 1601 59 South L Street
Oxnard, CA 93032 Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Meeting on October 2, 1995, at 10:00 AM
Dear Messrs. Hardy, Angle, Rutherford, and Groth:

A serious groundwater pollution problem has been identified at
the BP Station located at 2008 1st Street in Livermore as a
result of fuel release(s) from the underground storage tanks. 1In
addition, elevated gasoline contamination has recently been
discovered in groundwater sampled from temporary well points at
the Mill Springs Park Apartment (MSP} complex at 1809 Railroad
Avenue. The connection, if any, between the groundwater
pollution identified at MSP and the release at the BP station is
currently unknown.

Your attendance is requested at a meeting to discuss the status
of the on-going soil and groundwater investigation and cleanup at
the BP station. Future investigation scope, corrective action,
and current data gaps will be discussed. So that we may discuss
this project in the presence of all available technical
information, please bring copies of any reports or other data you
may have which describe past or current environmental
investigations associated with your properties.

This meeting is slated for October 2, 1995 at 10:00 AM, and will
be held at the Alameda County Environmental Health Department
offices, 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250, Alameda.

Please call me at (510) 567-6762 if you have any questions.

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Mark Milani, Earth Tech
Rick Pilat, RSI
John Kaiser, RWQCR
Kevin Graves, RWQCR
Gil Jensen, Alameda Co. District Attorney’s Office
Scott Seery, ACDEH
files (desertM)




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVIC

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A, SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

StID 1689 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6777

September 15, 1995

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.OC. Box 1601
Oxnard, Ca 93032

Mr. Balagi Angle
2008 1st Street
Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Well Replacement, Aquifer Pump Test at 2008 1st &t,
Livermore

Dear Messrs. Rutherford and Angle:

In a recent visit to the above referenced site, separate phase
product was noted in well MW-2. Groundwater elevation is
currently above the screened interval of the well. At this time,
well MW-2 should be reconstructed to reflect current groundwater
elevation, and to maximize free product recovery. In addition,
well MW-1 may be decommissioned as it is a redundant well and
does not appear to provide data which is representative of site
conditions.

Also, an aquifer pump test should be performed to determine
groundwater flow rate. The dissolved plume may have migrated
800’ offsite. Please provide an addendum to the approved June
1995 Soil and Groundwater Investigation Workplan. Field work
should commence as soon as permits are obtained.

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

W—’\————'

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

co: files

degertl3
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John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum, Inc.
P.0O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND, CLAIM NO. 003272, FOR SITE ADDRESS: 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA 945505}}?

The State Water Resources Controf Board (State Board] takes pleasure in issuing the attached Letter of Commitment in an amount not to
exceed $£100,000. This Letter of Commitment is based upon our review of the corrective action costs incurred to date and your application
received on January 17, 1992 and may be modified by the State Board in writing by an amended Letter of Commitment.

Read the terms and conditions listed in the Letter of Cammitment. The State Board will take steps to withdraw this Letter af Commitment
after 20 cafendar davs from the date of this transmittal letter unfess you proceed with due diligence with your cleanup effort. This means
that you must take positive, concrete steps to ensure that corrective action is proceeding with all due speed. For example, if you have
not started your cleanup effort, you must obtain three bids and sign a contract with one of these bidders within 90 calendar days. If your
cleanup effort has already started and was delayed, you must resume the expenditure of funds to ensure that your cleanup js proceeding
in an expeditious manner. You are reminded that you must comply with all regulatory agency time schedufes and requirements.

This package includes the folfowing:

« A "Reimbursement Regquest Instructions " package. Retain this package for future reimbursement requests. These instructions must
be followed when seeking reimbursernent for corrective action costs incurred after January 1, 1988. Included in the instruction package
are: - Samples of completed Reimbursement Request forms and Spreadsheets.

- Recommended Minimum Invoice Cost Breakdown
A "Bid Summary-Sheet to list information on bids received.
A "Certification of Non-Recovery From Other Sources” which must be returned befora any reimbursements can be made.
"Reimbursement Request " forms which you must use to request reimbursement of costs incurred.
"Spreadsheet " forrms which you must use in conjunction with your Reimbursement Request.
"Claimant Data Record” (Std. Form 204) which must be completed and returned with your first Reimbursement Raquest.

LI S S Y

YOU MUST SUBMIT A REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST PACKAGE BY November 7, 1395, OR SEND A WRITTEN UPDATE EXPLAINING:

7. Status of cleanup to date.

2. Raason(s) why a reimbursement request has not been submitted.
3. Costs incurred to date for corrective action.

4, Projected date for submitting a reimbursement request.

We constantly review the status of alf active claims. If you do not submit a reimbursement request or a written update by the date above,
or fail to proceed with due diligence with the cleanup, we will take steps to withdraw your Letter of Commitment.

If you have any guestions regarding the Letter of Commitrment or the Reimbursement Request package, please contact Cheryl Gordon at
{916) 2274533,

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Dave Deaner, Manager
UST Cleanup Fund Program

Enclosures

ce: Mr. Steve Morse Eva Chu
California Regional Water Quality : Alarneda County EHD
Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FI
2101 Webster Street, Suite 500 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Qakland, CA 84612




voom LETTER OFEga /)MMITMENT FOR REI?MBURSEI\b I OF COSTS

CLAIM NO: (03272 AMENDMENT NO: 0

CLAIMANT: Desert Petroleum, Inc. BALANCE FORWARD: $0
CO-PAYEE: William E, Thompson

JOINT CLAIMAINT: None
THIS AMOUNT: $100,000

John Rutherford NEW BALANCE: $100,000

CLATMANT ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1601
Oxmnard, CA 93032

TAX ID/SSA NO: 95-2596253 463-24-1359

Subject to availability of funds, the State Water Resources Control Board {(SWRCB) agrees to reimburse Desert

Patroleum, Inc, {Claimant) for eligible carrective action costs at Desert Petroleum, Ing. #795 2008 First Street,
Livermore, CA 94550 (Site). The commitment reflected by this Letter is subject to all of the following terms and

conditions;

1. Reimbursement shall not exceed $100.000 unless this amount is subsequently modified in writing by an amended
Letter of Commitment.

2. The obligation to pay any sum under this Letter of Commitment is contingent upon availability of funds. In the
event that sufficient funds are not available for reasons beyond the reasonable control of the SWRCB, the SWRCB
shall not be obligated to make any disbursements hereunder. If any disbursements otherwise dus under this Letter
of Commitment are deferred because of unavailability of funds, such disbursements will promptly be made when
sufficient funds do become available. Nothing herein shall be construed to provide the Claimant with a right of
priority for disbursement over any other claimant who has a similar Letter of Commitment,

3. All costs for which reirnbursement is sought must be eligible for reimbursement and the Claimant must be the
person entitied to reimbursement thereof.

4. Claimant must at all times be in compliance with all applicable state laws, rules and regulations and with all terms,
conditions, and commitments contained in the Claimant's Application and any supporting documents or in any
payment requests submitted by the Claimant.

5.  No disbursement under this Letter of Commitment will be made except upon receipt of acceptable Standard Form
Payment Requests duly executed by or on behalf of the Claimant. All Payment Requests must be executed by the
Claimant or a duly authorized representative who has been approved by the Division of Clean Water Programs,

6. Any and all disbursements payable under this Letter of Commitment may be withheid if the Claimant is not in
compliance with the provisions of Paragraph 5 above.

7. Neither this Letter of Commitment nor any right thereunder is assignable by the Claimant without the written
consent of the SWRCB. In the event of any such assignment, the rights of the assignee shall be subject to all
terms and conditions set forth in this Letter of Commitment and the SWRCRB's consent.

8.  This Letter of Commitment may be withdrawn at any time by the SWRCB if completion of corrective action is not
performed with reasonable diligence.

N WITNESS WHEREQF, this Letter of Commitment has been issued by the SWRCB this 7th day of Auqust, 1995.
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

//)W ‘ STATE USE:
BY . CALSTARS CODING:

Manager, Undergrt'aund Storgyge Tank Cleanup Fund Program 0550-569.02 - 30530

3
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"KL AMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Environmental Protection Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, CA194502-6577

(510) 567-8700

July 26, 1995

Mr. Balaji Angile

B&C Gas Minimart

2008 First Street

Livermore, California 94550

Subject: Five Year Operating Permit for Underground Storage
Tanks, 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. Angile:

Enclosed please find a five year permit to operate three
underground storage tanks (USTs). Two of the tanks are single
wall steel with a sprayed on interior lining. The third tank is
single walled fiberglass also with a sprayed on interior lining.
The pipe lines are single wall steel with automatic line leak
detectors connected to a Veeder Root TLS 350. An automatic tank
gauge is being utilized to monitor the contents of the USTs.
Corrosion protection on the system is provided by an impressed
current cathodic protection system.

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

1. Maintain written records of all maintenance performed on
the tank system,
2. Make available inventory reconciliation records within 36
hours of request.
3. Perform annual operational tests on the electronic
monitoring equipment by qualified technicians.
4. Complete employee training and document such training at
least annually.
5. Report any unauthorized releases to this office within 24
hours. Provide written reports within 5 working days.
6. Report changes in facility staff and/or wmonitoring
equipment on Forms A&B within 30 days.
7. Fees related to the operation of the tanks are to be paid
in a timely manner to this Department.
8. Display the permit to operate in a conspicuous place on
site.
9. Maintain financial responsibility certification with this
Department.
10. Interior tank lining is to be inspected as specified in
Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations.
11. Complete the upgrade requirements on all applicable
equipment by December 22, 1998. Specifically, overfill




B&C Gas Minimart
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550
July 26, 1985

Page 2

protection, overspill protection sumps, and pump shutdown
interlock for pipeline leaks. A guidance document for
upgrade requirements is enclosed.

If you have any questions regarding the operation of this tank

system please contact me at (510) 567-6781.

Sincerely,

Robert Weston _
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosures

c: Bill Raynolds, East Team Manager
eva chu, LOP
files




N Y & | Newlandex Corporation, dba

= _=E REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L.

STID 1689

July 20, 1995

Ms. eva chu

Alameda County CC4580

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

RE: Furthér Soil and Groundwater Investigation 2008 St. Street, Livermore 94550

Dear Ms. chu:

This letter will confirm my verbal request today for an extension of time for the initiation of field
activities at the subject site due to the time required by State and Local Agencies to process
encroachment permitting. As I indicated yesterday, both of these agencies have indicated that they
would expedite the permitting process by attaching riders to the original permits (that have since
expired or been closed). This is very unusual and extremely encouraging. Based upon past
experience I anticipate that the normal 60 to 90 day turnaround time may be able to be cut in half’

I will continue to press for the amended permits as quickly as possible. Desert Petroleum has
directed me to complete the entire investigation and initiate remedial activities without delay.

I will continue to update you on a weekly basis until permitting has been secured and will notify
your office once final scheduling of this phase of the fieldwork has been made.

Thanks for your continued cooperation in our efforts to manage these projects in a cost effective
and responsible manner. If you have any further requirements or questions please contact me at
(805) 644-5892.

Sincerely,

o <

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director

(B05) 644-5892 » FAX (805) 654-0720
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 « Shipping Address: 2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200, Ventura, CA 93003




B Y d | Newlandex Corporation, dba

= _== REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT’L.

July 18, 1995

~ Dick Groth

Groth Brothers Oldsmobile - GMC
59 South L Street
Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Subsurface Investigation - 2008 First Street, Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Groth:

RSI has been contracted by Desert Petroleum, former owners of the aforementioned property to
conduct a soil investigation in the area as mandated by the Alameda County Health Department.
As part of the investigation it has been determined that in order to minimize vehicular safety
concerns and public encroachment logistics we request that a portion of the work be performed
within one foot of the sidewalk on the West side of South L. Street and North of Railroad Avenue
on your property.

The proposed work will consist of soil boring, and the collection of groundwater samples only. In
this phase of the investigation there are no proposed permanent aboveground, surface, or
subsurface installations. The time anticipated performing the work will be approximately two days
and as before, every attempt to minimize inconvenience to your operations will be made.

After the work is completed, surface expression will be restored as closely to existing condition as
possible.

Our records show that you are the legal property owner. If this is correct, we would appreciate if
you would complete the enclosed license agreement and return it to us as soon as possible.

If you have any questions please contact me at (805) 644-5892.
Sincerely,

Yoy

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director

(805) 644-5892 » FAX (805) 654-0720
Mailing Address: PO, Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 » Shipping Address: 2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200, Ventura, CA 93003




LICENSE AGREEMENT

AGREEMENT made this 18th day of July 1995 by and between:
Dick Groth
at 59 South 1, Street, Livermore, CA 94550
(Hereinafter "Owner") and Remediation Service, Int'l., with principal office 2060 Knoll Drive,

Suite 200, Ventura, California 93003 (hereinafter "Contractor"); Owner and Contractor shail
sometimes hereinafter be referred to as "Parties.”

A. Owner is the owner of a certain parcel, or parcels, of real property known as:

59 South L Street, Livermore, CA 94550

(hereinafter "Subject Property") in the vicinity of the real property located at 2008
First Street, Livermore, CA

B. Contractor now desires to enter the Subject Property to drill a maximum of six soil
boreholes, :
C. Owner and Contractor desire to enter into this License Agreement so that the soif and

groundwater can be assessed in relation to environmental laws and regulations;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the granting of the foregoing, the mutual premises,
covenants, conditions and agreements hereinafter set forth, and other good and valuable
consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree
as follows;




I, Grant of Ligense - Owner hereby grants to Contractor, its employees, representatives
and contractors a nonexclusive license (hereinafter the "License") to enter upon the Subject
Property from time to time to conduct the activities described in Recitals Paragraph B & C
above. This License shall commence on July 18, 1995 and shall end within 90 days of Owner
acceptance of agreement unless the parties agree in writing to extend the term of the License.
Prior to the expiration of the License, Contractor shall, at its sole cost and expense, cause any
excavation to be returned to the original gradient, and shall remove all equipment placed on
the Subject Property, fill and level all ditches, ruts and depressions, if any, caused by the
closure of the excavation operations, and remove all debris resulting therefrom.

2. Compliance with Laws - Contractor shall conduct all operations which are the subject
of this License in compliance with all federal, state and municipal statutes and ordinances, and
with all regulations, orders, and directives of appropriate governmental agencies, as such
statutes, ordinances, regulations, orders, and directives now exist or provide,

3. Permits - Contractor, at no cost or expense to Owner, shall be responsible for
obtaining any and all governmental permits and approvals which may be necessary for it to
conduct any work or activities under this License Agreement, Qwner shall coordinate and
cooperate with Contractor in Contractor's activities to obtain all necessary government
permits and permissions.

4. Liens and Claims - Contractor will not permit any mechanics' materialmen's, or other
similar liens of claims to stand against the Subject Property for labor or material furnished in
connection with any work performed by Contractor under this License Agreement.

5. Cooperation - Contractor agrees to coordinate its activities with Owner to minimize
any impairment of access by customers or business invitees of Qwner to the Subject Property
and any inconvenience to or disruption of Owners business on the Subject Property.

6. Indemnity - Contractor agrees that it will indemnify and hold Owner harmless from
and against any claims, demands, actions, suits, judgments, losses, damages, costs or expenses
incurred as a result of personal injury, property damage, civil penalties or fines proximately
caused by the negligent acts or omissions of Contractor or its authorized contractors,
employees and agents in conducting its activities under this License Agreement. This
Indemnity is expressly conditioned on the following:




(a) Inthe event Owner shall identify any matter to which this indemnity may apply
or receive a notice or claim from any third party of such matter, it shall
immediately, and in every case within thirty (30) days of said notice or claim,
notify Contractor in writing of such matter addressed to 2060 Xnoll Drive, Suite
200, Ventura, CA 93003,

(b) Owner shall cooperate with Contractor by allowing Contractor, its agents,
representatives, contractors and consultants, prompt and ready access to the
Subject Property for the purpose of investigating any matter to which this
Indemnity may apply.

©  This Indemnity extends only to liability found to have been due to Contractor's
comparative fault and shall not extent to liability for any claim, including future
contamination, determined to have been due to acts or omissions of Owner, its
agents, its predecessors, successors or assigns, or any third party.

7. Notices - Any notice provided for herein of otherwise required to be given hereunder
shall be given by registered mail or certified United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed
to the other as set forth in the first paragraph of this License Agreement, except for the notice
required to be given to Contractor as set forth in paragraph 6(a) hereof. The person and the
place to which notices are to be mailed may be changed by either party by providing written
notice of same to the other.

8. Modification This Agreement may be amended at any time and from time to time, but
any amendment must be in writing and signed by all parties thereto.

9. Partial Invalidity If any term, covenant, condition, or provision of this Agreement is
held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remainder
of the provision shall remain in full force and effect and shall in no way be affected, impaired,
or invalidated.

10.  Assignment, Successors and Assigns - This Agreement may not be assigned by either

party without the prior written consent of the other but otherwise shall be binding upon and
inure to the benefit of the Parties' respective representatives, successors and assigns.

11.  Entire Agreement - This License Agreement represents the full, complete and entire
agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and the rights and
remedies of the Parties shall be solely and exclusively those herein contained, and in lie of any

-3-




remedies otherwise available at law or in equity.

12. Govemning Law - This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted and governed by
and in accordance with the local law of the State of California without reference to any choice
of law rules or policies which may refer the resolution of any dispute arising hereunder to the
laws of any other jurisdiction. ‘

IN'WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this License Agreement by their duly
authorized representatives on the date first above written.

QOWNER
By: Date:

Dick Groth

Owmner

CONTRACTOR

Remediation Service, Int'l.

By: Zé«/g Date: 7%5; /4,5/

Richard W. Pilat

Program Director
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

{See Reverse)

Sent to CGroth

Syeet and No.

P.0Q., State and ZIP Code

F’oistaqe $

* U.5.G.P.O. 1983-403.517

Certifled Fee

Special Delivery Fee

Restricted Delivery Fee

| Return Recelpt Showing
1o whom and Date Delivered

Return recelpt showing to whom,
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and Fees $

Postmark or Date

7/20/95

5 Form 3800, Feb. 1982
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Division of
Clean Water
Programs

Mailing Address:
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Mr. Balaii Angle

B & C Gas Minimart

2008 First Street

Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr.

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COST ESTIMATE, Claim No. 3272, 2008 ‘
First Street, Livermore, CA

1 have reviewed your request, received on June 27, 1996, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs; I will place these documents in your file for future reference. I have included a copy of
the “Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-

approval

With the following provisions, the actual costs of conducting the work proposed in the
American Construction & Environmental Services, Inc., May 15, 1996 estimate will be eligible
 for reimbursement. The total cost pre-approved as eligible for overexcavating and disposing of
soil after tank removal is $4,500. (The total amount eligible for reimbursement through
reimbursement request no. 1 for work at your site that has been directed and approved by the

County has been $76,066.)

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable

and necessary corrective action costs jor work directed and approved by the County will be

eligible for reimbursement per the terms of the Letrer of Commitment at costs consistent with
those pre-approved in this letter.

14:37 UST CLEANUP FUND 916 227 4534 P.8i-82

Angle:

of corrective action costs.

TASK AMOUNT PRE-APPROVED COMMENTS
Overexcavale, transport & $4.500 Based on maximum of 90 tons
dispose at $50/ton.

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $4,500
. No workplan or agency approval letter was included with the pre-approval request.
This pre-approval is valid only if the County directs and approve of overexcavation and
off-site disposal. '
. The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with those in the

original cost estinate and the provisions of this letter.

Our missipn is to preserve and enhancs the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and gfficient use for the benefit of present and future gensrations.




JUL-12-1986 14:38 UST CLEANUP FUND 916 227 4538 P.02/92
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Mr. Balsji Angle 2.

» The work products must be acceptable to the Couﬁty and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

In addition, it is my opinion that it is unnecessary to obtain three bids for this contract, the
Fund’s three bid requirement is waived for this contract. If a different scope of work, or a new
contract, becomes necessary, however, then you must request pre-approval of costs on the new
scope of work.

Let me point out that it is the Fund’s policy that you must obtain at least three bids from
qualified firms for soil or ground water investigation or cleanup. Recent changes in the
legislation governing the Fund require that the Fund provide you with assistance in procuring
contractor and consultant services for corrective action. If you need any agsistance in
contracting for corrective action services, don’t hesitate to call on me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual cost of the work as explained in

the Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this

estimate before you will be reimbursed. 7o make this easier, insure that your consultant
Pprepares his invoices 1o match the format of the original estimate, and provides reasonable
explanations for any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the
invoices are submitted you must include copies of all

* subcontractor invoices,
’ technical reports, when avaiiable, and
. applicable correspondence from the County.

Lastly, the State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) Executive Director has
recommended that the Lawrence Livermore Nanonal Laboratory (LLNL) report

Tanks be lmplemented a.ggresswely, mcluded isa copy of his December 8, 1995 letter You
and your consultant should be aware of this guidance as you determine what work is necessary
at your stte in the future. Ihave included also a copy of Mr. Giannopoulos® letter advising you
that you have the right 1o appeal to the SWRCB any action or inaction on the part of an LOP

agency.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at the above number.
Sincerely,

(Cleti= ST

Christopher Stevens, WRC Engineer
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program

Attachments (3)

ce: Ms. Eva Chu w/o attachments
by fax (510) 337-9335

Q C; Recycled Paper Qur nuission s to preserva and anhante the qualtty of California’s water resources, and
cnsure their propsr allacation and gfficiant use for tha benefit of present and future generations,

TOTAL P.B2
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Division

StID 1689 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200 !
Oakland, CA 94621
June 23, 1995 (510) 271-4320

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.0O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Mr. Balagi Angle
2008 1lst Street
Livermore, CA 94550

RE: Postponement of Pre-Enforcement Review Panel for 2008 1st
Street, Livermore

Dear Megsrs. Rutherford and Angle:

I have completed review of Remediation Services, Int’l’s Revised
June 1995 Soil and Groundwater Investigation Workplan for the
above referenced site. The proposal to advance additional
hydropunches further north on L Street, and west on First Street
to delineate the extent of groundwater contamination is
acceptable. Should the limits of the impacted groundwater not
been reached, further stepout borings will be advanced on
Railroad Avenue and/or First Street. Data collected from thig
phase of the investigation will determine best locationg for
permanent monitoring wells.

Field work should commence within 30 days of the date of this
letter, or by July 25, 1995. Please notify me at least 72 hours
prior to the start of field activities. I may also be of
agssistance in expediting the procurement of appropriate
encroachment permits.

Having approved the above referenced workplan for additional
investigation, I have also postponed the Pre-Enforcement Review
Panel hearing scheduled for July 5, 1995 until further notice.

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

W

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Lou Carpiac, 1050 S. Kimball Rd, Ventura, CA 93004
Rick Pilat, RSI, 2060 Knoll Dr, #200, Ventura, CA 93003
files (desert 12.)




FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
8 CUNNINGHAM '

ATTORNEYS AT LAwW 7 oy

LWL
THOMAS R. FERGUSON 1050 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD OF COUNSEL

MICHARL W. CASE VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004 ALLEN F. camp
JOMHN C. ORR

WILLIAM E. PATERSOMN (BOS) S59-8800
BAVIO L. CUNNINGHAM TELECOPIER: (BO5) 659-6818
LOU CARPIAC

LJOSEPH L. STRORMAN, JR.

ROBERT L. GALLAWAY

SANDRA M, ROBERTSON

WILLIAM B, SMITH

ANNETTE M, LERCEL

RAMON L. GUIZAR

GISELE GOETZ June 23, 1995

GREGORY W, HERRING
DOUGLAS E. KULPER

Ms. eva chu

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

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 l1lst Street
Livermore, California 94550

Dear Ms, chu:

This letter will confirm our telephone conversation yesterday
wherein we discussed the following:

1. You acknowledged receipt of the RSI work plan submitted on
behalf of Desert Petroleum. It is my understanding that
you reviewed the plan and will approve it in a letter to
Desert or RSI.

2. Groundwater testing at the Mills Street Apartments will be
performed by the consultant for the apartments as part of
its delineation of their property.

3. You are planning or have already communicated to the UST
Cleanup Fund that Desert Petroleum is in compliance with
your agency directives.

4. There is some evidence suggesting that a second release
occurred while Mr. Angle operated the service station
property, approximately over the period December 1994 and
March 1995, although it is unclear as to the amount of the
release.

5. In light of the above, the pre-enforcement meeting previ-
ously scheduled for July 5, 1995, is cancelled.




Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street
Livermore, California 94550

June 23, 1995 :

Page 2

6. Desert Petroleum will either confirm in a letter to you
that its request for permission to test on the Groth
property has been denied or, alternatively, Desert will
request anew such permission in writing and provide you
with the written response.

If the above fails to correctly recite the substance of our
telephone conversation in any way, please communicate your comments
to me as soon as possible so we can clear up any misunderstanding.
Otherwise, we look forward to receiving your letter approving the
work plan and proceed with the described work.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& NINGHAM
By
Lou Carpiac
LC:1lya

LCA4681
cc: Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Attn: Mr. John D. Rutherford
RSI
Attn: Mr. Rick Pilat
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THOMAS R. FERGUSON
MICHAEL W, CASE
JOHN C. ORR

WILLIAM E, PATERSON
DAVID L. CUNNINGHAM

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON . .-
8 CUNNINGHAM Ay
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R
< / f?.’l,g
ATTORMEYS AT LAW L &

Lir

VENTURA, CALIFORMNIA 23004
{805) €59-68300

TELECQOPRIER: {B805) 659-68I18

o
1080 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD .

? OF COUNSEL

ALLEN F. CAMP

LOU CARPIAC
JOSEPH L. STROHMAN, JR.

ROBERT L. GALLAWAY

SANDRA M, ROSBERTSON |
WILLIAM B. SMITH

ANNETTE M, LERCEL
RAMON L. GUIZAR
GISELE GOETZ
GREGORY W. HERRING
DOUGLAS E. KULPER

VIA QOVERNIGHT COURIER

June 19, 1995

Ms. Eva Chu
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, #250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1lst Street
Livermore, California 94550
Dear Ms. Chu:

As a further to our conversations regarding the above-
referenced site, I am forwarding herewith the Soil and
Groundwater Investigation Workplan prepared by Desert Petroleum’s
consultant, RSI-Remediation Service, Int’l. I would appreciate
your copying me with any written response you may direct to RSI
or Desert Petroleum in this matter.

I am still awaiting your reply to my earlier letters
concerning the planned July 5, 1995, meeting. If you decide to
proceed with the meeting, despite our request to accommodate the
re-scheduling of the meeting in light of Mr. Rutherford’s
absence, then we would like to have the meeting include, at a
minimum, representatives from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board and the owners/consultants of the Mills Street Apartments,
the Oldsmobile dealership property, and the two nearby gasoline
service stations.

I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest
opportunity.

Very truly yours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNI

By:
Léu ptac
I.C/cs

LC27615




FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
8 CUNNINGHAM

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

THOMAS R. FERGUSON I0O50 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD OF COUNSEL
MICHAE wW. CASE

- VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004 ALLEN F. CAMP
JOHMN C, ORR
WILLIAM E. PATERSONMN (BO8) 659-6800

DAVID L. CUNNINGHAM
LOU CARPIAC

JOSEPH L. STROHMAN, JR.
ROBERT L. GALLAWAY
SANDRA M. ROBERTSON
WILLIAM B, SMITH
ANNETTE M. LERCEL
RAMON L. GUIZAR June 16, 1995
GISELE GOETZ

SREGORY W, HERRING

DOUGLAS E. KULPER

TELECOPIER! (BOG) 659-6818

VIA FAX (510) 337-9335
AND REGULAR MAIL

Ms. eva chu

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

Alameda, California 94502-6577

Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street
Livermore, California 94550

Dear Ms. chu:

This letter is a further to my June 14, 1995 letter and the
recent conversations you've had with John Rutherford and RSI's Rick
Pilat.

It is my understanding that earlier this week Mr. Pilat
presented to you what has been called a draft work plan. Next week
Mr. Pilat will present a formal written work plan, which takes into
account your input on a number of points. The work plan will propose
to do further step-out hydro-punch tests aimed at delineating the
plume. If the first step-out tests do not establish a clean zone,
then further step out testing will be performed.

As a material inducement for Desert Petroleum to undertake this
planned course of action, it is Desert Petroleum's understanding that
you will be contacting the UST Cleanup Fund to validate that Desert .
Petroleum is in compliance with regulatory agency directives, thereby
qualifying it to receive funding for this and other work which may be
necessitated at this site. Absent such funding from the UST Cleanup
Fund, Desert Petroleum would not be in a position to assume the lead
role in taking these corrective actions, particularly since alloca-
tion between old and new contamination has not yet been determined.
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As stated in earlier letters, nothing herein is intended to
waive Desert Petroleum's rights with respect to the automatic stay
protections arising out of the chapter 11 bankruptcy proceedings.

Very truly yours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM '

By
Lou YCarpiac

LC:1ya
LC4666







\_61'15/95 aR: 29 LIST CLEANUP FUND -» 51@ 337 9335

. | NQ. 134 a1

cuam no., 9273 | oo naenor wo,__[08]
sire aporess_ 2008 Arst_$b., Livermore quys50
- E G CTIVE A TION COMPLIARGE DUCUMENTTATION TERE S

e ——————y

DATE ACTION REQUIRED/RESFONSE

Post-It" brand fax transmittal memo 7671 | 4 ot pages » A /1 f\(
PLva Chu Femd e _y( Gow dor - g\U{{' D\/ 0
C‘M/fum' da f/(’d/)‘f« “Sfate water Eoﬁfd ) ,,_{\V

Dept. Phone &

YL ) B33 Y335 Lip)ad 7 -HS3 ﬁ 1\/‘7’*/ (\\ W

CONFIRMATION OF GORREG TIVE ACTION COMPLIANCE: KHer reviawing the (ead agency site fils, the CIaiTR Teviewar nas determined

hat the ¢lgimant Is in subatantial compliance with corrective actian requirement

R S0 A () fa
# agoncy ropresantative concura wit 1o determinstion ihat
in complignee with applicable corrective action reguiraments,

TTAD AGENGY CONGURRENGE:

S a——
ISTAFE HECOM ATION: . (] AFPROVE } REFERAE AN LCADEE - Ses Comments, Page 2. —
BEVIEWER'S GIGNATURE: — ATE St

Revised 10/92




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVIC ‘i .
o=

AGENCY
AVIW'KEARS mvm(mecmr “AFﬂTA %HAHW)A<menAguwyDume

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEAHH
Hazprdous Materials Division
A0 Swan Way, Rm. 200
StID 1689 Oaikiand, CA 94621
(510y271-4320

June 14, 1895

Mr. John Rutherford
Degsert Petroleum
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

RE: Workplan to Delineate Extent of Plume at 2008 1lst Street,
Livermore

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

On June 13, 1995 I met with Mr. Rick Pilat and received RSI's
June 9, 1995 Soil and Groundwater Investigation Workplan for the
above referenced site. This plan proposes to advance three soil
borings along South L Street, and three soil borings along First
Street. Grab groundwater samples collected and analyzed would
help further delineate the contaminant plume. However, as
discussed with Mr. Pilat, I need to have additional borings
advanced at the end of South M Street and along Railrcad Ave, to
further define the downgradient edge of the plume. I am
suggesting these locations because you do not wish to advance
borings at the Oldsmobile site at this time. Also, one of the
borings proposed along the west side of South L Street should be
moved to the east side of L Street.

This work plan is acceptable once an amended site plan showing
the additional boring locations recommended is received. The
amended site plan is due within 7 days of the date of this
letter, or by June 22, 135895.

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

mkab.)\_.

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

olof: Rick Pilat, RSI, 2060 Knecll Dr, #200, Ventura, CA 953003
Balagi Angle, 2008 1st Street, Livermore 94550
files

degercll
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FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
10502 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD
VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004

{80B) 659-6800

TELECOPRIER: (B0O5) 659-68|18

June 14, 1995

VIA FAX (510) 337-9335

AND REGULAR MAIL

Ms. Eva Chu

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

Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street
Livermore, California 94550

Dear Ms. Chu:

This letter is intended to memor
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rights as to the other and not deemed an admission for any purpose.
However, both Desert Petroleum and Mr. Angle object to any demand that
their property assessment encompass the alleged contamination at the
Mills Springs Apartments, unless and until it has been established
through scientific data that there is a causal relationship between
these two sites. To the contrary, at present there are indications
that a benzene-free zone exists between the 2008 Property and the
Mills Springs Apartments property, suggesting that the two plumes are
independent. Absent other data, the proper course is to require
further assessment of each of the two plumes by the respective
parties. Specifically, I think that the apartment owner should
perform upgradient groundwater testing as a minimum first step before
reaching conclusions about causation. After all, there is a history
of hydrocarbon contamination at the apartment site which, when coupled
with recent rising groundwater levels, could explain increasing levels
of contamination at that site.

There have also been discussions about a possible meeting on the
20th or 21st of June for the purpose of discussing the overall
situation. I in fact suggested such meeting in my letter to
Mr. Hardy, dated June 6, 1995. However, Desert Petroleum's John
Rutherford and Desert's consultant, Mr. Rick Pilat of RSI, and
Mr, Angle believe that a work plan to do plume delineation step-out
testing across the street from the 2008 Property, coupled with
concurrent testing by Mr. Hardy on the upgradient side of his property
would generate technical data that would make for a more meaningful
discussion. Also, perhaps Mr. Pilat or Mr. Hardy's consultant may
have additional suggestions regarding further testing relative to the
0lds dealership property and other nearby service stations.

I also want to reiterate that nothing herein should be construed
as a waiver by Desert Petroleum of the protections available to it
under the automatic stay which issued upon the filing of its petition
for protection under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. Similarly, by
participating in the further site characterization, Desert Petroleum
does not waive any rights it may have vis-a-vis the present owner nor
does it accept primary responsibility relative to subsequent releases
on the 2008 Property.

In view of the foregoing, it would be in everyone's interest to
cancel the July 5, 1995, review meeting, in favor of the course
suggested above. If for any reason a work plan is not submitted, I
request that the July 5 meeting be rescheduled as a special meeting
for another date in July. I would appreciate your views regarding
these matters and the requested rescheduling of the July 5 meeting.
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Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street

Livermore, California 94550
June 14, 1995
Page 3

Thank you for your anticipated continued cooperation.

LC:lya
LC4658
cc: Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Attn: John D. Rutherford
Mr. Jim Hardy
Mr. Balagi Angle

Very truly yours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM
|

By
Lou Catrpiac
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WILLIAM E. PATERSON (BOS) 669-8800
CAVID L. CUNNINGHAM TELECORIER: (805) 659-5818

LOU CARPIAC
JOSERPH L. STROHMAN. JR.
ROBERT L. GALLAWAY
SANDRA M. ROBERTSON
WILLIAM B. SMITH
ANNETTE M. LERCEL
RAMON L. GUIZAR

GISELE GOETZ

GREGORY W. HERRING
ODCUGLAS E. KULFPER

June 6, 1995

Mr. Jim Hardy

Mills Springs Apartments
1809 Railrocad Avenue
Livermore, California 94550

Re: 2008 1st Street
Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Hardy:

The undersigned represents Desert Petroleum, Inc., préSently in
Chapter 11 Bankruptcy proceedings, with respect to the above
referenced service station site.

This letter is a follow up to your conversation with Mr. John
Rutherford. As relayed to you by Mr. Rutherford, I have been in
discussions with Ms. Eva Chu, of the Alameda County Health Care
Services Agency, Division of Environmental Protection. In my most
recent conversation with Ms. Chu, I made a suggestion which I believe
was embraced by the agency, that there should be a meeting of all
parties in an attempt to identify the issues and concerns arising out
of the recent discovery of hydrocarbon contamination at your
apartment property. At a minimum, at this meeting I would expect to
see representatives of the regulatory agencies, Mr. Angle (who has
been operating the former Desert Petroleum service station since
December, 1993), the owner/operator of the Oldsmobile dealership, you
(as owner of the apartment) and technical and/or legal consultants
for the various participants.

Desert Petroleum's willingness to participate in such a meeting
would be with the express understanding that it does not waive any of
the rights and protections arising out of the autcmatic stay issued

by the Bankruptcy Court.




Re: 2008 l1lst Street
Livermore, CA
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Page 2

In the meanwhile, I anticipate that Desert Petrcleum and the
property owner, Mr. B.S. Angle, will continue to monitor and assess
the service station property, with a view to ascertain the present
condition and also attempt to allocate between old contamination and
new releases on the property. Presently, neither wMr. Angle nor
Desert believe that the contamination on your property was caused or
contributed to by the service station property. In fact, it is the
belief that rising groundwater levels are responsible for the alleged
presence of hydrocarbon contamination on your property. Rising
groundwater will often cause old historical contamination from prior
release and spills, such as could have happened from the prior
operation of a bulk storage facility on your property, to be brought
to the surface by the rising groundwater. Until your site has been
more fully characterized, and the plume on delineated, it is
premature for anyone to conclude as to the causation of the contami-—

nation.

If you have an interest in the informal meeting I suggested,
please communicate your views to Ms. Chu.

Very truly yours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM

By
Low Canpliac

LC:iya
LC4649
cc: Desert Petroleum, Inc.

Attn: Mr. John D. Rutherford
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Attn: Ms. Eva Chu
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Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health
Division of Environmental Protection

In Re The Property Known As :
Proof of Service of

)

) Notice of

) Pre-Enforcement
) Review Panel

2008 Ist Street
Livermore, CA 94550

I Eva Chu, do hereby certify that I served Balagi Angle
with a copy of the attached Notice of Pre-Enforcement Review -
Panel to be held on July 5, 1995 at 1:00 pm by certified

mailer # Z 196 176 843

Dated: 6/1/95 M“’—

(signature)

desertlo.l




E.CHU

p.2

LIMITED STATES
POSTAL BERVICE

z

Lk 17L A4y

Receipt for
Certified Mail

{See Reverse)
Sent to

No Insurance Coverage Provided
Da not use for International Mail

John Rutherford

Street and Nﬁ

2060 Kno]] Dr., Ste 200

F.0., Staie and 2IP Code .

entura CA 93003

¢

Certified Fee

Speciat Delivery Fee

PS Form 3393, March 1993

Raestricted Delivery Fee

Return Receipt Showing
te Whom & Date Delivered

Return Recaipt Showing 10 Whom,
Date, and Addressee’s Address

TOTAL Postaga
& Fees

Postrark or Date

§END§R B
+_ Camgplate itams.1 andlor 2 for additional services.
« Complete Items:3, and 48 & b.
s PHiit yéur riame and address on t
rgturn this card to you.
« Attach this farm to the frant of the mailplace or on the biack if space
doas not pernit;
erta *Returmn Hacalpt Requeste
- '__ The. Return Recalpt will show ta whnm thae art

he revarae of this farm s0 tha_t we gan

d’* on the mallplece balow the artjolé numbar
icle was daliverad and the data

-1 glso wish.to Taceive. tha
' foilowlng sarviges {for an extra &
fea} :
.d Addragsee 8 Addrass '

2- a Re_s'_tricted_ Dgn\fsry. R
_Congult pastrnagter for fee.

pmma tevarse side7 ,

llverad.
g\

. Artlc:le Addrassed 03 1 da, A
k E. Chu-

rticle Number

Z 196 176 843

[ 2b. Service T
Splagt gle Braaaes O s
Livermore CA 94550 § Cortified .. CICOD &
: - ] . D Exprass Ma]] 7 D_.Heturn Recelpt fU--
Sl _ _ 3

Signaturﬁ (_ 'gen’tli- )

"] 8.- Addresse
: and few s pa d)

i draK IOrﬂv if requested 'E

PS Form 381 1 December 1991 U8, GPO:'ﬂsg—_;\_g{g-'(j{

| 6.
8,

"DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT :




Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health
Division of Environmental Protection

wy

In Re The Property Known As :
Proof of Service of

)
, ) Notice of

2008 1st Street ) Pre-Enforcement

Livermore, CA 94550 ) Review Panel

I Eva Chu, do hereby certify that I served John Rutherford
with a copy of the attached Notice of Pre-Enforcement Review .
Panel to be held on July 5, 1995 at 1:00 pm by certified

mailer # Z 196 176 844

Dated: 6/1/95 ;MbrﬁL£J“-—*——“

(signature)

desertl0




Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health
Divieion of Environmental Protection

Notice of
Pre-Enforcement
Review Panel

In Re The Property Known As :

2008 1st Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Tt Nt e

Notice is hereby given that upon the motion of the Alameda County
Environmental Protection Division and the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board, a Pre-Enforcement Review
Panel will convene on Wednesday, July 5, 1995 at 1:00 pm in the
offices of the Alameda County Hazardousg Materials Division
located at 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 106, Alameda CA 94502.
This Pre-Enforcement Review Panel will convene for the purpose of
determining responsible parties as well as appropriate closure,
site assessment, clean-up and mitigation of contamination at the
above location.

The Alameda County Environmental Protection Division, and the San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board have named and
served notice of this Pre-Enforcement Review Panel on the ]
following persons or entities as having proposed responsibility
for closure, gite assessment, clean-up and mitigation of
contamination at the above location, and by this notice all
parties named herein are informed of the right to appear and show
caugse, if any they have, for the exclusion or inclusion of any of
the parties served herein from said responsibility or
obligations:

1. John Rutherford
Desgert Petroleum
2060 Knoll Dr, Suite 200
Ventura, CA 93003

2. Balagi Angle

2008 1last Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Dated: 6-1-95 ﬁﬁcﬂ}*thkr-‘*_“

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Gil Jensen
Kevin Graves
files— ec.
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Newlandex Corporation, dba

E= == REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L.

StiD 1689

May 22, 1995

Ms. eva chu

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

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re:  Workplan for Further Soil and Groundwater Assessment at 2008 First St,
Livermors

Dear Ms. chu:

RSI has been contracted by Desert Petroleum to prepare a workplan to further
assess the subject site. In light of the fact that important new information has
come forth during our recent mestings which requires my additional review, |

request a one weak extension for the workplan submittal. W&/ﬂ. g[ ’25[ 65/

Your continued cooperation in our efforts to asslst Degert Patroleum in a cost-
effectiva manner is greatly appreciated. if you have any questions please
Contact me at (BO5) 644-5892,

o A

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director

(805) 644-5882 » FAX (BD5) 654-0720
Malling Address: PO, Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 » Shipping Address: 2060 Krioli Drive, Sulte 200, Ventura, CA 83003




_-Li Newlandex Corporation, dba

£ = _=: REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L,

StiD 1689

May 22, 1995

Ms. eva chu

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

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Re:  Workplan for Further Soil and Groundwater Assessment at 2008 First St,
Livermore

Dear Ms. chu:

RSI has been contracted by Desert Petroleum to prepare a workplan to further
assess the subject site. In light of the fact that important new information has
come forth during our recent meetings which requires my additional review, |
request a one week extension for the workplan submittal.

Your continued cooperation in our efforts to assist Desert Petroleum in a cost-
effective manner is greatly appreciated. If you have any questions please
Contact me at (805) 644-5892.

o A

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director

(805) 644-5892 « FAX (805) 654-0720
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032 « Shipping Address: 2060 Knoll Drive, Suite 200, Ventura, CA 93003
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FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
8 CUNNINGHAM

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

THOMAS R, FERGUSON 1050 SOUTH KIMBALL ROAD OF COUNSEL
MICHAEL W. CASE

VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004 ALLEN F. CAMP
JOHN C. ORR )
WILLIAM E. PATERSON (205) 858-880C0

DAVID L CUNNINGHAM
LOU CARPIAC

JOSEPH L STROHMAN, JR.
ROBERT L GALLAWAY
SANDRA M ROBERTSGHN
WILLIAM B SMITH
ANNETTE M LERCEL
RAMGCN L GUIZAR

GISELE GOETZ

GREGORY W HERRING

DOUGLAS E KULPER May 12, 1995

TELECCPIER: (805) 659-68:8

VIA OVERNIGHT COURIER

Ms. Eva Chu

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

Alameda, California 94502~6577

Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 l1lst Street
Livermore, California 94550

Dear Ms. Chu:

The undersigned represents Desert Petroleum, Inc., an entity
operating under Chapter 11 of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code. Your letter
to Desert Petroleum, dated May 1, 1995, concerning the above
referenced service station site has been forwarded to me for review
and response.

I have spent considerable effort in assimilating the facts
surrounding this particular site, because it seemed necessary to have
a complete grasp of the site history and facts before meaningful
conclusions can be formed. Having done this, it is my opinion that
the current operator, who acquired title and has been operating the
station since 1993, has experienced one or two new and independent
leaks which account for the discovery of hydrocarbon contamination in
the downgradient groundwater at or near the 1809 Railroad Avenue
site.

A review of the records discloses the following chronology of
site testing:

. Records indicate that there has been no evidence of free
product observed during sampling tests performed from Mw-1
at the station in 1988, 1990, 1991, 1992, and 1993.




Ms. Eva Chu Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street
Livermore, California 94550
May 12, 1995

Page 2

. On May 22, 1994, nearly four months after the sale of the
property by Desert Petroleum to Mr. Angle, the current
owner/operator, testing of MW-1 revealed only traces of
contamination, but again no free product.

. When MW-2, MW-3 and MW-4 were installed in early June,
1994, there was no evidence of free product.

. On June 17, 1994, a geologist working for Desert
Petroleum’s contractor was told by other contractors and
service station employees about a certain repair of a
significant leak.

. On August 26, 1994, at the next scheduled well observation,
free product is discovered in Mw-2.

. On November 22, 1994, free product is observed in Mw-2.

. We lack information concerning repair activities on site
between November 22, 1994 and February 22, 1995, when tank
tests performed by Mr. Angle reportedly indicated that the
tanks were tight.

. On March 8, 1995, a large volume of free product is

detected at an off-site well, suggesting a possible second
leak since the December 1993 close of escrow.

By way of further background, it should be noted that during the
escrow for the sale of the property the buyer had new VeederRoot tank
monitoring equipment and spill boxes installed, in anticipation of
his assumption of the operation of the station.

In conjunction with the sale, the tanks were tested and in the
case of one tank it was relined. Testing established that the tank
system, including product lines, were integrally sound at the time of
the sale. Moreover, from the test data summarized above, it can be
determined that only traces of hydrocarbon contamination existed at
the time of the sale, a fact which was again confirmed by testing on
May 22, 1994. Desert Petroleum agreed to undertake the remediation
of these hydrocarbon traces, as memorialized in the sale agreements.
These contracts further establish that if any new releases occur
after the close of escrow, responsibility therefor is assumed by the
buyer.




Ms. Eva Chu Re: Plume Delineation at 2008 1st Street
Livermore, California 94550
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From this evidence, it seems amply clear that whereas traces of
hydrocarbon contamination existed at the time of the sale, the test
data from 1988 through May 22, 1994 consistently failed to establish
the presence of free product. All indications point to the occur-
rence of one or two new releases after the sale, coinciding with the
statements made to Desert Petroleum’s on site contractors that
repairs were performed in connection with at least one new 1leak.
Pursuant to the terms of the sale contract, and consistent with
principles of environmental liability, the responsible party for
those releases is the current owner, not Desert Petroleum.

Recently, while attempting to gather further test data, Desert
Petroleum’s contractors were chased off the site by Mr. Angle, from
which Desert Petroleum interprets that Mr. Angle assumes the
principal lead role and responsibility for the corrective action
needed in response to these new releases.

A further complication arises from the position recently adopted
by the UST Cleanup Fund with respect to Desert Petroleum’s applica-
tion for reimbursement for cleanup costs associated with the previous
contamination. The Fund has informed Desert Petroleum that it may be
ineligible for funding due to specified technical reasons. As you
may suspect, with Desert Petroleum operating under Chapter 11 it does
not have the funds nor the unilateral authority to incur certain
expenditures. Consequently, it may be that the only viable source
for funding the required corrective actions is through Mr. Angle and
he in turn can obtain funding of his own "B" priority claim for these
new releases. This would be consistent with equitable principles and
the express terms of the sale contract, both of which suggest that
each party shall be responsible for its own actions.

If there is any doubt as to the above described facts, I am sure
that Desert Petroleum would be pleased to cooperate by producing all
test data available, provided, however, that your agency’s enforce-
ment actions are even-handed and seek from the current operator all
data concerning tank testing, repairs, inventory reconciliation
records, maintenance records, repair and installation records from
third party contractors, delivery records, and annual test data from
which it can be determined whether in fact there has been one or more
post-1993 releases.

By copy of this letter to Mr. Angle, I am suggesting that he:
forthwith make application to the UST Cleanup Fund for funding of the
necessary cleanup work, for which he probably qualifies as a "B"
priority claimant and that until such funding is received, he take
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immediate steps to correct the apparent migration of free product
from his property. If necessary, he should also direct these
concerns to the contractors who installed the various pieces of
equipment.

Consistent with your agency’s "Notice of Requirement to
Reimburse'", dated March 10, 1994, which was directed to Mr. Angle, as
Responsible Party No. 1, and to Desert Petroleum, as Responsible
Party No. 2, I submit that your directives regarding further site
investigation and plume delineation, should be directed to Mr. Angle,
as the principal responsible party.

If you have any questions or wish to discuss this further,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Very truly yours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM

By
Lou C iac

LC/cds

cc: Mr. B. S. Angle
Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Debtor in Possession

LC27460




ALAMEDA COUNTY ' .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 4o\

=
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ’ RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

ALAMEDA COUNTY-ENV. HEALTH DEPT.
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIV.
1131 HARBOR BAY PKWY., #250
ALAMEDA CA 94502-6577

May 1, 1995 (510)}567-6700

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

StID 1685

RE: Plume Delineation at 2008 lst Street, Livermore 94550
Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of Remediation Service, Int’l’s March
1995 Soil and Groundwater Inverstigation Report and Quarterly
Report for the above referenced site. In March 1995 five
boreholes were drilled to first encountered groundwater, at a
depth of 31 teo 35°. Borings HP1l, HP2, and HP3, advanced west,
northwest of the sgite, detected free product in the augers.
Groundwater samples were not collected as it was not considered
to be cost effective since the boundaries of the contaminant
plume had clearly not been reached.

Recent data gathered from a downgradient site, 1809 Railroad Ave,
Livermore, indicated free product in the form of gasoline was
detected in their wmonitoring well. This contamination appears to
be from an offsite source. The former Desert Petroleum site is
upgradient from this apartment complex.

At this time, you are required to fully delineate the extent of
the groundwater plume resulting from the release of petroluem
hydrocarbons from your site. A workplan for this phase of the
investigation is due to this office by May 22, 1995. Field work
should be expedited to fully characterized the extent and
geverity of the plume and its potential impact to the residents
at the apartment complex.

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

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Rick Pilat, RSI, 2060 Knoll br, #200, Ventura, CA&A 93003

Balagi Angle, 2008 1ist St, Livermore 94550
files

desert9
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Environmental Affairs

April 19, 1995 e Prrrma

Ms. Eva Chu

County of Alameda

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Room 200

OCakland, CA 94621

Subject: Groundwater Monitoring Report
2008 First 8t. Livermore, CA

Dear Ms. Chu:

Enclosed is the Groundwater Monitoring Report for the recent
sampling of groundwater monitoring at the subject property.

Any questions regarding this report should be directed to our

project manager Mr. Rick Pilat at Remediation Services Int’1.,
805-644-5892.

Very truly yours,

John Rutherford

JR:Js

cc: R. Pilat
SWRCEB

Chron
File

Enclosure

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 ¢ TEILEPHONE (805) 644-6784




STATE OF CALIFORN!A - CALIFORNIA ENVIHOA’TAL PROTECTION AGENCY ' PETE WILSON, Governor
T b

e
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PROGRAMS

2014 T STREET, SUITE 130

P.0. BOX 944212

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 94244-2120

{916) 227-4424

{916) 227-4530 (FAX!

Mr. John Rutherford

Desert Petroleum, Inc. ,

P.0. Box 1601 APR 10 1993
Oxnard, CA 93032

Dear Mr. Rutherford:
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND, CLAIM NO. 003272

I have recently reviewed the file for Desert Petroleum, Inc. (DPI) Underground Storage Tank
Cleanup Fund Claim #003272. Based on the information you have provided for your site at
2008 First Street, Livermore, an unauthorized release was identified in March 1988.

The unauthorized release was discovered during the installation of vapor monitoring wells.

Both soil and groundwater have been identified as being impacted with petroleum hydrocarbons.

Normally when petroleum contamination in groundwater and soil has been discovered
underneath a UST system, a 24 hour immediate response is required. Immediately the source of
the leak is to be located and abated. If the source cannot be stopped, the system is to be taken out
of operation. No information exists in the subject claim file which indicate that the source has
been abated. Also, it appears based on file information that the USTs identified at the subject
site may still be in use. Essentially it appears that DPI may be negligent by not investigating or
repairing the UST system and continuing to operate, thus causing an ongoing release.

DPI's Claim #003272 to the Fund may be ineligible per Section 2810.3 of the USTCF
Regulations.

The unauthorized release report dated 4/1/88 submitted by the DPI states “At this time
contamination is believed to be caused by overspills from product delivery...”. Section 2804 of
the USTCF Regulations state that the definition of the term release “...does not include releases
wgﬂ(l are clearly attributable to spills and overfills occurring as a result of filling or emptying of
a .

In order to validate this claim, DPI must clearly establish that after contamination detection,
repairs to the UST system were completed within a reasonable time period, or the UST system
was taken out of service. If written documentation of UST leak identification and abatement is
not received within 30 days from the date of this letter, I will recommend that this claim be
issued a Notice of Ineligibility to the Fund.

Sincerely,

iy A

ames Munch, P.E.
Technical Review Unit, Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund
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Alameoa'Counw - Department of Environmental Health = Hazardous Materials Division - 80 Swan Wway, Rm. 200, Daxlang, CA 94621 (510) 271-4320
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Alamega County - Department of Environmental Health = Hazardoys Materials Oivision - BO Swan Way, fim, 200, Oakland, CA 94621 (310} 271-2320
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Raorder Fromi

£ | The Drawing Board 3 - -
P.0. How 3944 » Hartlord, OF 081042944 o

CALL TOLL FHER: 4-800.827-6330

AZORADER ITEM & NYRILS L

INVOICE

CENTRAL: PETROLEUM MAINTENANECE
1 76 WYGMING BTREET, P.0, BOX 211; PLEABANTON, CA 94566
- pa:m: (519) 492-1877 OR: 462:a060 § FAX (810) 462:8362

86LD TO

5;'.

I’I‘AT! Uﬂﬂ?MﬂTHRB ISIGQNBE NO. ﬁ-ﬂ‘l 948

i l

. SHIPPED TO

B & C Gas Mini Mart \™?, __Same
2008 First Street . .

_Livermore, Ca. 94550 .

L__-'

Y 16/95
QUANTITY

. DESCHIPTION

Checked calibration of meters in four Regular dispenser outlets;
adjusted and reseeled metera in #1 & #2; meters in #7 & #8 OK.

- —-1--Performed -line-test-on- Regular product-line;pressure-dropped--

for leaks - found none. Checked piping and found-leaky 2'' union
aEIEEEEEEE_EEh:nump$_uninn.could be turned by hand. Install new
union -and test for leaks — OK. Retested Regular product line and
line held pressure at 20 PSI after 15 minute test. Removed the

. contaminated-soil- from—around-Regular-sub~pump-and-put-into -
s 55 gallon drum..Install Haz Mat decal showing content on drum

Reprogrammed tank capacity for Tank #2 in TLS=350 using 954"
tank~fRart and provided copy of tank chart to station manager.
to 1.1" to make printout match

| diparieks :“"h'w”
Connected "pump in" and "pump out” wires for Tank #2 (Regular)
leak detector and enabled leak detector in TLS-350 programming,

and ran a 3,0 GPH line test ~ tested OK.

to P PSI in less than 1 minute. Checked inside REgular dispensere

and place drum in rear of station for disposal by others. -

2 ea | Meter seal & decal e .$.1.,00 | $ 2.00
1 ea 2" union 12.15
3 ea | Hydro sorb towel _ e _ ] 1.35..]. 4.05
1 ea Drum, 55 gallon, DOT 17 40.00
1l ea Decal, Hazardous Waste, yellow 1.50
1 ea 2" x 3" nipple 5.64
e $ 65.34

. Bales Tax . 5.39

. Labor 720.00

i b TOTAL INVOICE. | . .

- $790.73




Alameda Countly - Department of Environmental Health - Hozardous Materials Division - 80 Swan way, Rm, 200, Oakland, CA 94521 (S10)271-4320 '
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FAX COVER SHEET
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TO: Evn cpge
COMPANY: BlapakdR L,

ST/ /€89
REGARDING: ___ 2008 &Y S;-. ¢)v/hlenule,
FAX NO.: S/6 3372 93348
FROM: Krcece. PLrepr
NO. OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): 2
COMMENTS/ NOTES:

BRI WPory THE AT T CHCTE oS

Wiree. Mo LA T @Ic&an%&éyf LPEtM 7S
Foll BoRisGs JInf TESFFI1C L Ar/ES ( LosF :.:r/

R FRAMKeIA CALTRANS snsSPECTORE C Sye ~ 1984

YPIL ) TME EELNS KD HWYORS PoiCy Loc azroN
MAL® IS ATThc &80, Pes  RES &S /a:mar

ME For. Avy Frepndl Pdise nlS Loryan® SSTS 8A APPRIRA,
If you do not receive the indicated number of pages, plcase WS}

call for S27K. ceosvAL ot (805) 644-5892.

(22N

i Rty e Y Lt




* . JAN-B3-°BP TUE 19:@3 ID: TEL NO: HO43 PB2  eeetimsmiae

L ]

g
| : : ' RETAIL
AT !
Bl | RETAIL
OLDSMOBILE | E
DEALERSHIP 1
H-1|® ' I
| | : ! MARKET
| | MW22T v H-
| | | 4(,( H-6
a R i
| | MWt |
aro | gums Mty ja000] ugd
SALE LOT | I | ‘ AN
FACILITY | P e 2
I x
! \. R s | O
= >
l | ' l . [ w— -
Hj' |lfh ] Mwa MW-4 #
\\%060] 000 100 /190
FIRST STREET
oH.4 «H-5
1 1
Pl
RETAIL RETAIL | RETAIL RETAIL RETAIL
Loyl
T
THa | (
polo 345 [ bengpne 11/2@{@4) |
' MAP NOT TO SCALE. :
SURVEYED DISTANCE BETWEEN WELLS, 1" = 60",
LEGEND 2008 FIRST STREET, -
LIVEAMORE, CA 934
4 GROUNDWATER MONITORING 580
WELL LOCATION FIGURE 2: PLOT PLAN WITH PROPOSED
HYDROPUNCH LOCATIONS
H-1 * PROPOSED HYDROPUNGH LOCATION
A-1e ALTERNATE HYDAOPLNCH LOCATION -Hmm
R

[ T




Y a b

REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT’L.

2060 KNOLL DRIVE, SUITE 200, VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93003 : L

(B05) 644-5892 ¢ FAX (805) 654-0720 =
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S5t 1D 1689 i
November 17, 1994

Ms. eva chu

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
80 Swan Way Room 200

Qakland, CA 94621

RE:  Soil and Groundwater Investigation at 2008 St. Street Livermore, CA

RSI has been contracted by Desert Petroleum to perform the work outlined in RSI’s
Workplan dated September 30, 1994. Permitting has been initiated with three separate
agencies for the offsite drilling. Due to the requirements of these agencies for
encroachment approval, which has not yet been granted, RSI would like to request that
an extension be granted for reasonable time to mobilize and carry out the field
investigation. 30 days from the approval of permits should be sufficient.

Caltrans has indicated that they will not expedite permitting for this site and that they are
are only required to respond within 60 days, although | have permitted this type of
work with Caltrans many times and | do not anticipate any problems. All other permits
should be granted within the next two weeks.

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated, and | look forward to completing
this phase of the investigation as quickly as possible. In the interim we will continue our
monitoring as required.

Sincerely, W“"“ ) [C._.-
N o

Richard W. Pilat
Program Director




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES L&

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
StID 1689 Hazardous Materials Division

Alameda County CC4580
Eept. of Environmental Health
nvironmental Protection Division
ggéegghgeiﬁgﬁ;ﬁom 1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy., #250
Alameda CA 94502-6577
P.O. Box 1601

Oxnard, CA 93032

October 24, 1994

RE: Workplan Approval for 2008 1lst Street, Livermore 94550
Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of RSI‘s September 1994 Soil and Ground
Water Investigation Workplan for the above referenced site. The
plan proposes to advance six soil borings and collect soil and
groundwater grab samples to delineate the extent of sgoil and
groundwater contamination at the site. The workplan is
acceptable and field work should commence within 45 days of the
date of this letter, or by December 19, 1994. Please notify this
office at least 72 hours prior to the start of field activities.

If proposed boring H-1 is "hot", it may be necessary to advance
another boring further north. The proposed borings locations may
be moved, pending field observations and conditions. Please be

advised that permanent wells will be required at the edge of the
plume at a later date.

If you have any questions, I c¢an be reached at (510) 567-6762.

JICSE

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Richard Pilat, RSI, 2060 Knoll Dr, #200, Ventura, CA 93003
files

desert8




ALAMEDA COUNTY "' "'
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

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

StID 1689 UST Local Oversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
October 4, 1994 Oakland, CA 94621

(510) 271-4530
Mr. John Rutherford
Degert Petroleum
P.O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

RE: Free Product Removal at 2008 1lst St, Livermore 94550
Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of Remediation Services’ September 1994
Quarterly Monitoring Report for the above referenced site. It
appears all wells onsite exhibit elevated levels of petroleum
hydrocarbons. In fact, well MW-2 detected free product.

At this time, interim measures should be taken to abate the
potential effects of an unauthorized release of petroleum
hydrocarbons with free product in groundwater. Please be
advised, pursuant to Section 2655 of Article 5, Title 23 of the
California Code of Regulations, the owner or operator shall
conduct free product removal in a manner that will minimize the
spread of contamination into previously uncontaminated zones.
Free product removal reports must be prepared in compliance with
said section and be submitted within 45 days upon completion of
interim remediation.

A workplan for offsite investigation is currently due. Be sure
this proposal includes evaluating the contaminant plume both up-
and down-gradient from the tank pit/dispenser islands.

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to Title 23, CCR, Section 2722(c). Any
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the

| required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by this agency.

Should ycu have any questions about the content of this letter,
please contact me at (510) 567-6762. :

P N

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Richard Pilat, RSI, 2060 Knoll Dr, #200, Ventura, CA 93003
files (desert?) ]




ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

StID 1689
July 29, 1994

Mr. John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
P.0O. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

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

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Qakland, CA 94621

(510) 271-4530

RE: QMR and Additional Investigations at 2008 First Street,

Livermore 94550

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of Remediation Service, Int’1l’s July 1994
Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report for the above
referenced site. This report documents the installation and

sampling of three monitoring wells onsite.

At this time, a quarterly monitoring scdhedule should be

established for the site.

In addition to the analyses for TPH-G,

BTEX, and soluble lead, monitoring well MW-2 should also be

analyzed for VOCs and TOG.

The next sampling event should be in

September 1994. A report summarizing each sampling event is due

60 days after field work.

It also appears an off site investigation is warranted to
delineate the extent of groundwater contamination resulting from
the unauthorized fuel release from the former underground storage
tanks. A workplan proposal for this phase of the investigation

is due to this office by ‘October 3, 1994.

If 'you have any questions, I can be reached at (510) 567-6700.

A -

eva chu

Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Michael Mulhern, RSI, 2060 Knoll Dr, Suite 200, Ventura, CA

93003
files (deserts)




ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 1:=
0=
AGENCY X
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director , RAFAT A, SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
StID 1689 State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
May 13, 1994 . LUST Local Oversight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oakiand, CA 94621
Mr. John Rutherford {510} 271-4530

Desert Petroleum
P.0. Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Subject: Additional Investigation at 2008 First st, Livermore
Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of Western Geo-Engineers’ April 1994
Waste 0il UST and Hydraulic Hoist Removal, Overexcavation Sample
Report for the above referenced site. This report summarizes
field activties and laboratory results of soil samples collected
at the time of the waste oil and hydraulic hoist removal. It
appears that contaminated soil has been removed to the extent
possible from the waste oil Pit. No further excavation is
anticipated at this area. Elevated levels of petroleum
hydrocarbons as hydraulic oil left in soil beneath the east hoist
has not been removed. It is not known at this time if the
contaminated soil left in place will or have impacted
groundwater. ‘

In January 1994 I approved RSI’s Soil and Groundwater
Investigation Workplan to install additional monitoring wells at
this site. I also requested that a well be installed in the
northwest corner of the property. To date, this work has not
been initiated. Field work for this phase of the investigation
must commence by June 30, 1994. Quarterly sampling of the
existing well should also be in affect.

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to Title 23, CCR, Section 2722(c). Any
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by this agency.
Failure to comply may result in the referral of this case to the
District Attorney Office to consider for enforcement action.

If you have any questions, I can be reached at (510) 271-4530.
TSyt

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: files (deserts)
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Memorandum

To
From :
Subject:

ALCO
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RWQCB: Executive Officers
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- Post-it™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 | #otpagea >/
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William R." Attwater

Chief Counsel

OFFICE OF;, THE CHIEF CCUNAEBL
STATE WATER RESOURCRES CONTROL BOARD
901 P Street Sacramento, CA 95814
Mail Code G-8

Date: March 23, 1924

2

Fox # Fux #

DESERT PETROLEUM, INC.: CHAPTER 11, PETITION IN BANKRUPTCY

Desert Petroleum filed a wvoluntary Petition for Relief under
Chapter 11 of the Bankruptey Code in 1%992. As the San Francisco
Bay Regional Board has several Degert Petroleum gites in their
region requiring goil and ground water remediation, they have
requested the Attorney General to pursue claims. It further
appears that there are numerous sites throughout the State that
may be affected by this bankruptcy. Thus, the SWRCB has reguested
the Attorney General’s Office to represent the SWRCB and all the
RWQCBa in thig matter.

In view of the above, please provide a list of Desert Petroleum
sites in your region where goil, ground water, or surface water
investigation or vemediation is or may be necessary. Your list
should include the following information for each site: '

1. Name and location of the site.
2. Brief status of RWQCUB regulation of the site.

“
3. Brief description of necessary investigation and remediation.
4. General estimate of cost of investigation and remediation.
5. Where the site is on the LUST list.
The contact person in this case is Gary Grimm (510) 286-0889 on
benalf of the Office of the Chief Counsel. Please send this
information directly to him at the San Francisco Bay Regilonal
Board office within two weeks of the date of this letter.

Remediation of sites may be barred by the bankruptcy proceedings
unlesg*appropriately pursued by the Atforney General.

cc: William Abbey

‘Deputy Attorney General State of California .

Office of the Attorney Gerieral California Regional Water Quality
300 South Spring Street S C?ntro! Boaéd -

an Francisco Bay Region
Los Angeles, CA 50013 2701 Webster Street, Suite 500

Oakland, CA 94612

Gary L. Grimm {510} 286-0889
Board Legal Counsel FAX {(510) 286-1380
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ALAMEDA COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF 80 Swan Way, 200
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH Ocakland, CA 94621

(415) 271-4320
. H Materigls Division In tion F

i l
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ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF EIWIRONMEN}‘AIQ',HEALTH @q‘\m’c"aﬁ")
‘ HAZARDOUS MATERZALS/ $1@a0N
80 SWAN WaY, 200i7
OAKLAND, CA S4ez 97
PHONE NO. 415/271—4326%7
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‘g}_‘ UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE PLAN
: .
8 * % % Complete according to attached instructions » % =
A

1. Business Name Desert Petroleum Inc. #795

Business Owner Desert Petroleum Inc.

2. Site Address 2008 First Street

(Y

City Livermo.t.'e, CA N zip 94550

Phone 510/449-9722

3. Mailing Address P.0. Box 1601

City Oxnard, CA ' Zip 93032

Phone 805/644-6784

4. Land Owner _Balaji and Chhaya Angle

Addresg 2008 First St. Livermore

City, State CA Zip 94550

5. Generator name under which tank will be manifested

Desert Petroleum Inc.

EPA I.D.

No. under which tank will be manifested CAL 000005068

_1_
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Newlandex Corp. DBA-Remediation Service Int'l.

L. Contractor
‘_"w“‘—"—-_'*—"—‘h“—_——_‘ﬁ_‘—_'_—'—-——-_._-—— —r—e———— —
Address 2060 Knoll Drive
‘_-__L—'__L—_.‘ﬁ
City Ventura, CA Phone 805/644-5892
-7t

615877

License Type _A-Gen.Engineering ID#
-

7. Consultant Remediation Service Int'l

Address 2060 Knell Drive

Phone 805/644-5892

City Ventura, CA

8. Contact Person for Investigation

Name John Rutherford Title Dir. Environmental Affairs

Phone B805/644-6784

i

9. Number of tanks being closed under this plan

Length of piping being removed under this plan —0-
4

Total number of tanks at facility

10. State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities (see
instructions).

** Underground tanks are hazardous waste and must be handled *#
as hazardous waste
a) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter
. -
EPA I.D. No. CAD 009466392

. e

Name Erickson Inc.

Hauler License No. 00019 License Exp. Date

Address 255 Park Blvd.

City Richmond State CA Zip _ 94801

b) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Disposal Site

Name Erickson Inc. EPA I.D. No. CAD009466392

Address 255 Park Blvd.

City Richmond State _CA

rev 12/90




) Tank and Piping Transporter

Name Erickson, Inc. EPA T.D. No. CAD009466392

Hauler License No. 00019 License Exp. Date
ﬁ__—___-____‘;

Address 255 Park Blvd.

City Richmond State CA Zip 94801
e s

d) Tank and’Piping Disposal Site

EPA I.D. No. CAD 009466392
e

Name Erickson

Address 255 Park Blvd.

City _ Richmond State CA zip 94801
. =

11. Experienced Sample Collector

Name _ Remediation Service Int'. - Mike Joy

Company Same

Address 2060 Knoll Drive

City _Ventura

12. Laboratory

Name _ Coast to Coast Analytical Services

Address 4765 Calle Quetzal L
93012

City _ Camarillo State _ CA Zip

State Certification No. _3687919-5 18 %

13. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes [ ] No ¥X)

If yes, describe.
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15. Describe methods to be used for rendering tank inpert

Inert with dry ice (10 lbs.) two hours prior to work being performed.

Meter varification prior to removal - Agency Direction

Before tanks are pumped out and inerted, all associated Piping
must be flushed out into the tanks. 2all accessible associated
Piping must then be removed. Inaccessible piping must be

plugged.

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (771-6000), along
with local Fire and Building Departments, must also be contacted
for tank removal permits. Fire departments typically require the
use of explosion proof combustible gas meters to verify tank
inertness. It is the contractor's responsibility to bring a
working combustible gas meter on site to verify tank inertness,

15. Tank History and Sampling Information

Tank Material to
be sampled Location and
Capacity Use History {(tank contents, Depth of
. (see instructions) so0il, ground- Samples

water, etc.)

Soil f. Approximate 10'

280 Gallons [A. Imnstallation date
two (2) feet

unknown. Product
B. stored - waste ojil below native soil

C. Last known date of use Beneath tank and
is 5-8-89 at side wall

Prs
L)
.

Other samples as
directed by
Agency.

L TR

One s80il sample must be collected for every 20 feet of piping that
is removed. A grzund water sample must be collected should any ground

_water be present in the excavation.
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Excavated/Stockpiled Soil

Stcckpiled Soil Sampling Plan
Volume

(Estimated)

50 cubic yards 1 sample per 20 cubic yards

Stockpiled soil must be placed on bermed plastic and must be
completely covered by plastic sheeting.

16. Chemical methods and associated detection limits to be used

for analyzing samples

The Tri-Regional Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical quantitation reporting limits should be followed,
See attached Table 2.

Contaminant EPA, DHS, or Other EPA, DHS, or Method
Sought Sample Preparation Other Analysis Detection
Method Number Method Number Limit
TPH - Gasoline | GCFID 5030 ' 1.0 PPM
TPH-Diesel GCFID 3550 1.0 PPM
BTXE N GCFID 8260 0.005 PPM
0il & Grease D&FTF 5520 50.0
C\-He B0
Sem | velediley h %270
VS AT
ca e Pb, N2

17. Submit Site Health and Safety Plan (See Instructions)

Sty

r'ev

12/90
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3. Submit worker's Compensation Certificate copy

Name of Insurer American Home Assurance #6122
——

19. Submit Plot Plan (See Instructions)

20. Enclose Deposit (See Instructions)

21. Report any leaks or contamination to this office within s days
of discovery. The report shall be made on an Underground

(see Instructions)

€2. Submit a closure report to this office within 60 days of the
tank removal. This report must contain all the information listeg
in item 22 of the instructions. '

I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements
and information provided above are correct and true.

I understand that information in addition to that provided above may
be needed in order to obtain an approval from the Department of
Environmental Health and that no work is to begin on this project
until this plan is approved.

I understand that any changes in design, materials or equipment will
void this plan if prior approval is not obtained.

Once I have received ry stamped, accepted closure plan, 1 will
contact the project Hagardous Materials Bpecialist at least three
working days in advance of s8ite work to schedule the required

inspections.

Signature of Contractor

Name (pleasa e) Michael Joy, R.M.E. Newlandex Corp.
Signature 4 k-m<q
Date _1-13-94 ///

Signature of Site g\ner'or Operator

Name (please ype) John Rutherford-Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Signature ‘ki:::;Z.k;—"'

Date 1-13-94 }

e e
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Andreini & Company
220 W 20th Ave.
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Site Health and Safety Plan

The following Health and Safety Plan has been developed to
protect and ensure the safety of individuals working at the job
site located at 2008 First Street, Livermore, ca 945s50.

1.

Facility/Job Site

The facility is a retail gasoline service station. The job
site work consists of excavation, compaction, and sampling of
soils on site.

Health and Safety Officer

Mr. John Rutherford is the Project Manager and Safety Officer
- 805-644-6784.

Cahaya Angel is the facility owner - 510-449-9722. The
designated safety officer in his absence will be the Ffield
supervisor on site. The safety officer has full authority

to operate, correct any problems, or shut down the job
activities if required, in order to maintain safety.

Safety Briefings

All on-site employees and contractors will be briefed on a
daily basis prior to beginning work concerning any safety
or health hazards. This briefing will be conducted by the
on-site supervisor (safety officer).

Personal Protection Eguipment

a. This site is being treated as a Class D level site.

b. Personnel will wear safety glasses when working in the
area.

C. Organic half mask and respirators will be available and
are to be used should vapors become noticeable.

d. Nitrile gloves will be worn during work when a potential
for direct contact with hazardous chemicals exists.

d. The on-site safety officer will designate hard hat areas
within the work zone of the site.

Confined Space Procedures

‘No confined space entry will be allowed.

Site Security

The work zone will be restricted to authorized personnel and
selected subcontractors. all stockpiled soil and equipment
will remain inside the areas of the work zone. Security and
warning will be done using barricades, fencing and caution
tape as needed.




s

Job Hazard Analysis

Petroleum hydrocarbons are the only known chemical hazard
that may be encountered. These include:

a. Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
b. Benzene

c¢. Ethyl Benzene

d. Toluene

e. Xylenes

Chemical concentrations will vary but are not expected to
exceed those found at a normal gasoline facility, ACGIH
Gasoline TLV 300 ppm, STEL 500 ppm. If dermal contact
occurs, the affected area is to be flushed with water.

Should vapors or fumes be inhaled, the person will be removed
from the work area.

Spill Containment/Emergency

In a small spill situation, the spill will be absorbed with
sand or any other available and appropriate material. The
disposal will depend on the concentration of the contaminant.
In the case of a large spill or fire, the Fire Department
will be called. On-site personnel will be used as first
responders under supervision of the site safety officer.

Emergency Response Numbers:

Paramedics: 911
Fire Department: 911

Hospital:‘gs_q4n;1c:x>

Telephone service is available at the work site. The nearest
hospital facility is Valley Memorial Hospital, located at
1111 E. Stanley Blvd., Livermore.

Training Requirements

All employees, contractors and subcontractors working in
hazardous materials/waste operations on site are trained
under 29 CFR 1910.120 Regulations and other appropriate OSHA
training as applicable to their job function.




Health and Safety Compliance

The following employees, their contractors and subcontractors,
have read and will comply with the site Health and Safety Plan
and indicate the same by signature and date.




. desert petroleum inc.
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John Rutherford 3\7 ,
Envirm?nl:;;:l‘a"IrAffairs @7'/2'. 45

February 4, 1994

Alameda County Health Care Agency
Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, RM 200

Oakland, CA 94621

RE: Tank Closure Plan - 2008 First Street - Livermore

Enclosed is an underground tank closure plan for removal of one
(1) 280 gallon waste oil tank.

The property was sold in December to Mr. B.S. Angle - 3558
Conovan Lane, Fremont, CA 94536. He can also be contacted at the
site address.

Desert is to remove the unused waste oil tank and continue the
remediation of the site to completion.

We have also enclosed a state form B to the closure application.
The new owner should be contacted regarding submitting a new form
A for his permit and information change on the remaining existing
storage tanks.

We understand that this is an existing L.O0.P. site and therefore
application fees are not required at this time.

Please process the submitted plan, upon approval we will schedule
the removal of the tank.

Very truly yours,
k—n. "\_-—_
ochn Rutherford

cc: G.W. Carson

B.S.Angle
Chron
File

enclosure

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 ¢ TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direclor

RAFAT A, SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

StID 1689 State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

January 13, 1994 US7T Local Oversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200

RST (510) 271-4530

2060 Knoll Dr., Suite 200
Ventura, CA 93003

subject: Workplan Approval for Desert Petroleum sStation #795,
2008 Pirst st., Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. Pilat:

I have completed review of RSI’s January 1994 Soil and Ground
Water Investigation Workplan for the above referenced site. RSI
proposes to install two groundwater monitoring wells in the up-
gradient direction from the underground storage tank (UST) pit.
These wells will help to determine groundwater flow direction and
to verify if an off-site source is contributing to the
groundwater contamination on—-site resulting from the release
caused by the existing USTs.

In addition, a monitoring well should also be installed in the
northwest corner of the property. This well will help to
delineate the extent of water contamination, as confirmed by
groundwater samples collected from monitoring well MW-1 since
August 1990. Groundwater flow direction near this site has
generally been in the northwesterly direction.

The cited workplan is acceptable and field activities should
commence within 45 days of the date of this letter. Please
confirm that a monitoring well will be install in the northwest
corner during this phase of the investigation. And please notify
this office at least 72 hours prior to the start of field work.

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

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

| co: John Rutherford, Desert Petroleum, P.0.Box 1601, Oxnard, CA
93032
files

desert4




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT QOF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

StID 1689 via
Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program
October 28, 1993 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
QOakland, CA 94621
Mr. John Rutherford (510) 271-4530

Desert Petroleum, Inc.
P.O0.Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Bubject: SWI for 2008 First 8t., Livermore, CA 94550
Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I have completed review of Remediation Service, Int’l’s October
1993 Quarterly Monitoring Report for the above referenced site.
The one monitoring well on site continues to show elevated levels
of petroleum hydrocarbons. Please continue with the quarterly
sampling schedule.

To date, this office has not received a workplan for a soil and
groundwater investigation (SWI) to delineate the extent of soil
and groundwater contamination at this site. Therefore, this
letter constitutes a Final Notice that you are in violation of
specifice laws and that the technical report is due.

Failure to furnish technical reports regarding documented or
potential groundwater contamination violates Section 13267 (b) of
the California Water Code. The Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) can impose civil penalties of up to $1,000 per day
that such a violation continues.

Failure to submit the BWI within 45 days of the date of this
letter will result in referral of this case to the RWQCB or

Alameda County District Attorney to consider for enforcement
action.

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

Sincerely,

eva chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: ”&ii"ﬁ%ﬁg%@, Alameda County District Attornéy’s Office
ou rpiac, 2050 S. Kimbal Rd., Ventura, CA 93004
files

desert3




‘desert petroleun, inc. e

g
John Rutherford e
Director : wd
Environmental Affairs
z
cg R
July 30, 1993 A
Fe

Ms. Eva Chu

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

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Desert Petroleum, Inc. #795
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Ms. Chu:

This letter is in response to your most recent correspondence
identified as a second request for further environmental
assessment at the subject property.

Please refer to my original letter of responge dated June 9,
1993. Desert Petroleum, Inc., the owner of the property, is
presently in Chapter 11 Reorganization proceedings. The filing
of the Chapter 11 petition takes a number of matters out of

our hands. We do not have complete discretion to spend limited
resources, as the effect may be to deplete the assets available
for distribution to the creditors of the bankruptcy estate.
Authorizations are required from the court before Desert can make
certain expenditures,

Unfortunately, there has not been a resolution of a great number
of issues involving the bankruptcy, and consequently Degert ig
not in a position to make any expenditures at this time.

This should not be viewed as an instance where Desert is
disregarding directives from the regulatory agency. Desert
does not have the freedom to respond to the demands of agencies
and other parties without the necessary authorization from the
Bankruptcy Court.

Desert has applied for and been conditionally accepted into the
State Cleanup Fund, Category C, and upon being funded through
this program can begin to move forward with assessment and
remediation of the site.

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 ¢ TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784

e







) Ma. Eva Chu . .

July 30, 1993
Page 2

As you may know, there is an automatic stay order which precludesg
action against the debtor (Desert). I would suggest that if any
further action is being considered against Desert in this matter
you have agency’s counsel contact our counsel, Mr. Lou Carpiac,
at (805) 659-6818, or Mr. Robert Bass, at (818) 986-5687.

r

Very truly yours,

“-’/);::;;;E'\T~—-

John D. Rutherford

JDR:jec

¢cc: W.E. Thompson
G.W. Carson
L. Carpiac, Esquire
R. Bass, Esquire
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July 28, 1993

Steven R. Ritchie

Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
2101 Webster Street, Suite 500

Oakland, CA 94612

Re: Referral of Desert Petroleum sites to Regional Board

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

Several Local Oversight Program sites within Alameda County are
owned by Desert Petroleum, Inc. These include:

2844 Mountain Boulevard
Oakland, CA 94602
(Site ID No. 851)

4035 Park Boulevard
Oakland, CA 94602
(Site ID No. 1248)

2008 1st Street E;,(j,

Livermore, CA 94550
(Site ID No. 1689)

15201 Washington Avenue
San Leandro, CA 94578
(Site ID No. 1176)

We have been informed by Desert Petroleum that the corporation is
currently in Chapter 11 bankruptecy, and that therefore they
cannot release funds to conduct investigations of known releases
or the appropriate followup remediation at these sites. A copy
of this filing is attached,

Larry Blazer of our District Attorney’s Office has checked into
the bankruptecy and learned that it is pending in Los Angeles
(Case number LA 92-14240-RR; a copy of the notice of filing is
attached). He has also learned that a number of other counties
are having trouble with Desert Petroleum sites (including Orange,
Ventura and Santa Barbara). Mr. Blazer has checked with Mark




INTRODUCTION

Senate Bill (SB) 2040, the Lempert-Keene-Seastrand Oil Spill Prevention and Response Act of
1990 (Act), was signed into law by the Governor in 1990 and created the Office of Oil Spill
Prevention and Response (OSPR) within the Department of Fish and Game in January 1991. The
OSPR is currently headed by Pete Bontadelli, the Administrator for Oil Spill Response. The Act
greatly expands the authority, responsibilities, and duties of the Department of Fish and Game
for marine oil spills, emphasizing oil spill prevention, contingency planning, and response.

Pursuant to sections 817.03(g)(1) and 818.03(g)(1) in Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations (CCR), owners/operators of marine facilities and vessels are required to prepare and
submit an oil spill contingency plan to the OSPR, and to identify in the plan appropriate financial
or contractual arrangements for all necessary equipment and services, for the response,
containment, and cleanup of a reasonable worst case oil spill scenario for each part of the coast
the plan addresses.

This document is organized to help guide owners/operators of marine facilities and vessels
through the regulatory requirements for complying with the Act, as it applies to the response,
containment, and cleanup contracting requirements as mentioned above.

DISCLAIMER

While this document is written to assist owners/operators of marine facilities and vessels in
complying with the response, containment, and cleanup contracting requirements in the Act and
the implementing regulations, it does not replace the Act and the regulations. It is important that
all applicable laws and regulations be consulted before using this document in the preparation
of the marine facility or vessel contingency plan. '

PURPOSE

This guidance document is intended to assist owners/operators of marine facilities and vessels

in complying with the response, containment, and cleanup contracting requirements and the

regulations. The Act specifies that the owner/operator of a facility or vessel must maintain a
level of readiness that will allow effective implementation of the submitted oil spill contingency
plan and is capable of providing a timely and effective response to a spill. In order to be
consistent with federal regulations and to ensure the best achievable protection of the public
health and safety and the environment, the Administrator has found it necessary for the
regulations to require that owners/operators of marine facilities and vessels to identify
appropriate financial or contractual arrangements for all necessary equipment and services, for
the response, containment, and cleanup of a reasonable worst case oil spill scenario for each part

of the coast the plan addresses.

T




July 28, 1993
Page 2 of 2
Steven Ritchie, RWQCB

Urban, a Deputy Attorney General with the Natural Rescurces
Division in Sacramento. Urban told him that if his Division gets
a referral of these cases from the Water Board, the AG can appear
in the bankruptcy proceeding, file the appropriate claims and
coordinate a comprehensive statewide approach to the problem.
Although Urban himself may not get the case, he has substantial
experience in dealing with multi-county (or multi-state)
underground storage tank problems in bankruptcy. (He worked on
the recent Circle-k settlement, as well as Thrifty 0il).

In recent discussions with both Gary Grimm and Lester Feldman,
they have agreed that this strategy, given the scope of the
problem, would be worth a try.

Therefore, please accept this letter as a formal referral of
these LOP sites back to the Regional Board.

If you have any guestions, please call me or Larry Blazer (569-
9281).

Very truly yours,

i}>?5ﬂ¢w37{;\\(:>£Qf‘ﬁhv4i;“

Thomas F. Peacock
Supervising Hazardous Materials Specialist

cC: Sandra Malos, State Water Resources Control Board
Lester Feldman, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Gary Grimm, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Edgar B. Howell - Chief, Files
Attachments
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desert petroleum inc. o

John Rutherford
Director E
Environmental Affairs ' oo

June 9, 1993

Ms. Eva Chu

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

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Desert Petroleum, Inc. #795
2008 First Street, Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Ms. Chu:

Enclosed per our discussion is the recent groundwater monitoring
report for the subject location.

In reference to your letter dated May 7, 1993, additional
investigation, Desert Petroleum has been and continues to be
bound by certain constraints regarding expenditures by the United
States Bankruptcy Court of California due to their last year's
Chapter 11 filing.

These constraints make it almost impossible to comply with your
directive for a soil and water investigation within the time
periods specified. We are unable to provide a time table for
this future work, as the expenses involved are expected to exceed
$25,000.00.

We recognize that future work is required and will pursue this
work as quickly as funds are available with court direction.

Desert has applied for and been conditionally accepted into
the State Cleanup Fund for this location, and upon being funded
through this program, can begin to move forward with further
assesament and remediation of the site.
If you have any questions, please contact me.
Very truly yours,
J o M ) -\M
John D. Rutherford

JDR: jc

enclosure

c¢c: W.E. Thompson
G.W. Carson
B. Mossman

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 ¢ TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784
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ALAMEDA COUNT . I, .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

T DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

StiD 1689 Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Qversight Program

May 7, 1993 80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Mr. John Rutherford (510) 271-4530

Desert Petroleum, Inc.
P.O.Box 1601
Oxnard, CA 93032

Subject: SWI for 2008 First 8t., Livermore, cCa 94550

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

This office has completed review of the file for the above
referenced site. To summarize the investigation to date, an
initial site assessment began in March 1988 when four vapor wells
were advanced adjacent to the underground storage tanks (USTs) .
Results indicated petroleum products in soil. 1In September 1988,
two additional soil borings were advanced and one monitoring well
installed. Still, the extent of so0il and ground water
contamination was not delineated, though it confirmed scil and
ground water to be impacted by the unauthorized releage of
petroleum products at the site.

A work plan for further site assessment, prepared by RSI, dated
August 15, 1990, was approved by this office in October 1990, but
the plan was never implemented, pending the removal of the USTs.
The latest field activity conducted at the site was a ground
water sampling episode performed in October 1991. Ground water
analysis exhibited up to 2,200 ppb TPH-G and 430 ppb benzene.

At this time, additional investigation is required to delineate
the extent and severity of soil and ground water contamination at
the site. Such an investigation shall be in the form of a Soil
and Water Investigation, or SWI. The information gathered by the
SWI will be used to determine an appropriate course of action to
remediate the site, if deemed nhecessary. The SWI must be
conducted in accordance with the RWQCB staff Recommendations for
the Tnitial Evaluation and Investigation of Underqround Tanks,
and Article 11 of Title 23, California Code of Regulations. The
major elements of such an investigation are summarized in the
attached Appendix a.

The SWI proposal is due within 45 days of the date of this
letter. Once the proposal is approved, field work should
commence within 60 days. A report must be submitted within 45
days after the completion of this phase of work at the site.
Subsequent reports are to be submitted guarterly until this site
qualifies for RWQCB "sign off." All reports and proposals must
be submitted under seal of a California Registered Geologist,
Certified Engineering Geologist, or Registered Civil Engineer.




John Rutherford Page 2
Desert Petroleum :

re: 2008 First st., Livermore

May 6, 1993

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to Title 23, CCR, gection 2722(¢). ANy
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by either this
agency or the RWQCB. ‘Copies of all proposals and reports must
also be sent to Mr. Sumadhu Arigala of the RWQCB.

Should you have any guestions about the content of this letter,
please contact me at (510) 271-4530.

m

Eva Chu
Hazardous Materials Specialist

enclosure

cc: sumadhu Arigala, RWQCB
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Danielle Stefani, Livermore Fire Department
Lou Carpiac, 2050 South Kimbal Rd., Ventura, CA 93004
files
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THCMAS R. FERGUSON
MICHAEL W, CASE
JOHN C. ORR

WILLIAM E. PATERSON
DAVID L, CUNNINGHAM
LOU CARPIAC

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
8 CUNNINGHAM g5,

fam

ATTORNEYS AT LAW By e

I0BC SOUWTH KIMBALL ROAD
VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93004
(BOS5] 659-6800

TELECOFIER: (805) 859-68I8

JOSEPH L. STROHMAN, JUR.

ALLEN F. CaAMP
ROBERY L. GALLAWAY
SANDRA M. ROBERTSON
CHRIS CAROL HAMER
ANNETYE M, LERCEL
WILL1AM B. SMITH
RAMON L. GUIZAR
BLAINE J. WANKE

March 3, 1992

County of Alameda

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Service Stations Operated by Desert Petroleum, Inc.,
Situated at 277 No. "L" Street, Livermore 94550,
1310 Central Avenue, Alameda; 4035 Park Blvd., Oakland;
2008 First Street, Livermore; 2844 Mountain Blvd.,
Oakland

Gentlemen:

On February 11, 1992, Desert Petroleum, Inc. filed a
petition under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. The case (No.
LA 92-14240RR) is pending in the United States Bankruptcy Court,
Central District of California.

I am enclosing a copy of the "Notice of Filing of Bankruptcy
Petition" which was prepared by Desert's Bankruptcy counsel, Mr.
Robert Bass.

As with most chapter 11 cases, the company will operate as
a "debtor in possession" and will concentrate its efforts
initially in the direction of making new credit and supply
arrangements, without which it cannot continue its operations.
Most actions which involve the expenditure of funds will require
coordination with lenders, creditors and authorization from the
Bankruptcy Court. Operating in such a climate, the company loses
much of its independence and autonomy and experiences limitations
and restrictions in its ability to deal with the requests and
demands from third parties, including creditors and regulatory
agencies.

With respect to environmental directives involving its
stations, the company will attempt to channel its immediate
energies and limited resources, subject of course to Bankruptcy

-~




March 3, 19%2
Page 2

Court approvals, to those locations where on-going releases pose
a threat to the environment or persons. This letter is intended
to apprise you of this development and to ask for your indul-
gence, patience and cooperation as the company arranges its
affairs, wends its way through the bankruptcy maze and prepares
its plan of reorganization.

The company will continue its efforts to collect continuing
payments from any insurers who may be obligated under pellution
policies to pay for site investigation and clean up. However,
the company which insured Desert Petroleum for pollution
insurance is disputing coverage for the majority of Desert's
sites, which will unfortunately result in desert having to expend
further funds to pursue the insurers in litigation. That
expenditure too will require Bankruptcy Court approval.

If you have any questions concerning this, please do not
hestitate to call the undersigned or Mr. John Rutherford, who
continues to handle these matters for the debtor in possession.

Very truly vyours,

FERGUSON, CASE, ORR, PATERSON
& CUNNINGHAM

& \
Lou Cagrpiac

cc: Desert Petroleum, Inc., Debtor in Possession

LC:dlrxr

c:\LCo1512
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THE ATRIUM
16530 VENTLURA BOULEVARD SIXTH FLOOR
(B1R) 9B6-S68B7 1212 B72.2655
FAX 18181 98%.6534

GREENBLEIRG & BASS

ARTOE ASILI Jker ]
ENCING, CALIFORNIA $436-2006

J\DESERTAFILING.NG

!
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4 ®

ROBERT D. BASS, ESQUIRE, State Bar No. 60528
GREENBERG & BASS

A Partnership Including Professional Corporations
16530 Ventura Boulevard

sixth Floor

Encino, California 91436

(818) 986-5687/(213) 872-2655

Attorneys for Debtor

UNITED STATES BANEKRUPTCY COURT

COENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFPORNIA

In Re: CASE NO. LA 92-14240-RR

DESERT PETROLEUM, INC. dba CHAPTER 11
GASCO, adba UNOCAL, adba

ULTRAMAR, adba ARCO, adba BP, NOTICE OF FILING OF
BANKRUPTCY PETITION
Debtor.

(No Hearing Date Reguired}

et et N Nt it S Nl Nt e

TO ALL PARTIES IN INTEREST:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-captioned Debtor filed
a Voluntary Petition for Relief under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy
Code on February 11, 1992. The case is designated as Case No.
LA 92-14240-RR and is now pending in the United States Bankruptcy
court for the Central District of California.
/77
/77
/77
/77
/77
/7
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Your attention is directed to 11 U.S.C. §362 which
provides that the filing of a Petition operates as an automatic
injunction against continued prosecution of the matters set forth
therein. |

bated: February 12, 1992 GREENBEI}G & BASS
6 A Partnership Including

Professjonal rporations
7 / / /iz
8 : ' ‘

By: /7 .

9 ROBERT ‘D.” EASS,
Attorneys for Debtor

THE ATRIUM

ENBERG & BASS
16530 VENTURA BOULEVARD. SIXTH FLOOR

FAX (B1g) 9856534

DA
L
18181 986-5607 (2131 B72-2R5%

-
GRI
A PARTHEASUTE ING1UDING PROFESSIONAL CORPOAATIONS

ENCING, CALIFORNIA 91436-2006

S\DESERT\FILING.ROT
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_ ~AMEDA COUNTY
HEALT: . CARE SERVIC.

AGENCY
3AVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHRID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

S P . 7 Hazardous Materials Division
276 ?;2‘ - 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200 -

- Oakland, CA 94621

W %@M | . (510)271-4320

Subject: Application for Permit to Operate Underground Storage
Tank(s) at

20685 /S Shat )9l

According to our records, you.are the owner/operator-of'the'above
facility. The following information is needed to complete the
application for underground tank({s) permit(s). To complete the
process, please forward the following to this office:

1) An accurate and complete plot plan (see attached sheet).
‘ 2} A written spill response plan (see attached sheet).
3) A written monitoring plan, indicating the proposed
P procedure for tank monitoring.
_t.~ _4) Results of precision tank test(s) (initial/annual).
J‘(//g) Results of (original/annual) precision pressure pipeline

. leak detector tests s
FL,//%) A completed form "A" (enclosed).

[~ 7) A completed form "BY" (enclosed) for each tank, numbered
_ in accordance with the locations shown on the plot plan.
{r” 8) A completed form "C" (enclosed).

9) Correct fee should be in the amount of § ' (check |
or money order) payable to Alameda County Division of
Hazardous Materials, 470 27th St., Oakland, CA 94612
{(Fee schedule enclosed).

Cther:

Ty)/)‘“*;é{
Received checklist: date: &L /73 /7 )8ignature: ,/\75”‘“\ CMJ?}ilx o

|
|
1
} Note: Please keep checkllst in order to facilitate completion. I
|
|

Sign and return second copy to this office indicating receipt of

the above checkllst
Further information can be obtalned by calllngw—%;iij :T-

(510) 271~ 4320.]

Forms enclosed: 1) Forms A,B,C, plot plan, spill response plan,
and fee schedule. Memo on SB 2004 funding (January 9, 1992).
( PERMAPPL BPO 1/92)




desert petroleum.mc.

John Rutherford
Director
Environmenial Affairs

913w 10 Fil 1: 21
tady

June 7, 1991

Mr. Gil Wistar

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Dept. of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

RE: Desert Petroleum #7925
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. Wistar:

In response to your inguiry of May 24, 1991, please be advised
that it is s2till our intention to move forward with the removal
| of the tanks at the subject site and installation of a new fuel
| system as quickly as possible.

| We have submitted to your agency on May 14, 1991 the required
plans, specifications and permit fees to install the new system.
We have also made application through the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District and have received autheority to construct from
them.

As of this time we have not received confirmation from your
agency regarding our permit application. We request an extension
on our approved closure plan for the tanks, pending approval from
your agency on the new installation, bid processing and selection
of a contractor. It was initially our intent to move forward
much more guickly on this project, but we have been experiencing
difficulties with obtaining the funds to do the project. With a
six month extension we are certain that we can have the project
permitted and completed within that time frame.

Your consideration in this matter is appreciated.
Very truly yours,

ohn D. Rutherford

JDR: jc

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 . TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784




ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES gALol

O'=
AGENCY *—
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director I

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

May 24, 1991 ' Oakland, CA 94621
{415)

Mr. John Rutherford

Desert Petroleum, Inc. -
P.O. Box 1601

Oxnard, CA 93032

Re: Underground tank removals at 277 N. L St. and 2008 First sSt.,
Livermore

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

During a routine hazardous waste and underground tank inspection last
month at the Quality Tune-Up Shop at 277 N. L St. in Livermore, the
site operator indicated that the underground tanks were to remain in
service. According to the operator, the City of Livermore would not
permit the tanks to be removed from this location due to zoning or
other considerations. Therefore, this office has cancelled the
closure plan for this site, which was submitted and approved in
January 1991. I have instructed our accounting department to refund
the balance of the account to Desert Petroleum.

Also in January 1991, we approved a closure plan for the tanks at
2008 First St. Since this approval, we have heard no word from the
contractor regarding this job. Please let us know within 10 davs
what the status of this tank removal is; note that an approved
closure plan is good for only six months.

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact the
undersigned at (415) 271-4320.

Sincerely,
Hlhely w0, LS5
Gil Wistar

Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Danielle Stefani, Livermore F.D. _
Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
files




ALAMEDA COQUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

HAZARDQUS MATERIALS DIVISION

ROOM 200
CA 94621

415/271-4320

80 SWAN WAY,

OAKLAND,

PHONE NO.

s J

@ s g asl

SNOLLTZGEIN mmmmw SNINIVIEO
1CH BG4 ALTVNZd TVIONVYNId ¥ Si ¥l

-suoenbat
pue smej sjgeridde je pue suejd peidedor yhm sauerd
“wos uo yuopusdep s ejmiedo Of jsd @ 1O BIUBNSS)

uoyzadsu) |euly

buydweg

buidid pue sue] jo |RAOWSY
ssuoysedsy pesnbad Buimoyo}
eyl oy 1oud sinoy gy §5e0p je juswipedsq sy ALIoN]
'SME| [200] PuBR 124§ §O sjuswannbas syt jesw sebueyo
Yons 5 unwedop 0 juswpiedsg  uoioedsui Burojng
pus D44 e} oy pue fuowliedsq sigp Of PIHUANS B 4snul
5L01B31 D00 puR suzid 959y O suoHRRHR JO eBuByd Aly
,_QJOEDL mr:.
Y4 POAIOAUL UIUISIRID PUR TICIDBMUOD [ OF 3[qEjlasl
Pt Gl obg o 89 jsnw sueyd pejdenoe aseyy O Ados By

“uG;INIsu0D Jo) spued Bupjing pasnbas Auw jo soue
i3 Gy £OTUD[es MOY St umsey pasodad poelord ay} smp
et DUD BLEIG Yhm 8ouDjduwio) S4Rsse Of AR puswpredsg
si, /3 pageoizur suepd 1ok of sebueyny tsme| Yiesy (B39
DU Bivi§ 3O spuswsnnkbas eyt iesw Aljeiyuassa pue 9|qe
~GLoD0 ¥q 0 PUNC} PUR PamalaBl Ulaq asey sueid esay)

LEZL-vL8 (g1p) seuoydajey
Ti%kb YO 'PURRQ
ool payy 183348 QLT - 0Lk
HITY3H TYININNOUIANT 30 INIWINVIId

1b|pT|l  Q3143DDV

JrisiM IO

UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE PLAN

* &« # Complete according to attached instructions * # =

(3utxd) 3streToads 308lo0ag

Desert Petroleum, Inc. #795

Business Name

1.

Desert Petroleum, Inc.

Owner

Business

2008 First Street

Site Address

2,

415-449-9722

Phone

94550

Zip

Livermore, CA

City

Box 1601

P.O.

3. Mailing Address

805-644-6784

93032 Phone

Zip

Oxnard, CA

City

s6/LLS

Inc.

Desert Petroleum,

Land Owner

4.

93032

Zip

Oxnard, CA

City, State

Box 1601

P.O.

Address

5.

Generator name under which tank will be manifested

Inc.

Desert Petroleum,

EPA I.D. No. under which tank will be manifested _CAL000005068

rev 12/90




6. Contractor Desert Petroleum/Owner Builder

Address P.0. Box 1601

City Oxnard, CA Phone 805-644-6784

License Type ID#

7. Consultant Water Work

Address 1710 Main Street

City Escalon, CA Phone 209-838-3507"

8. Contact Person for Investigation

Name J.D. Rutherford Title Dir. Environmental Affair

S

Phone _805-644-6784

9. Number of tanks being closed under this plan _ 4

Length of piping being removed under this plan 100’

Total number of tanks at facility __ 4

10. State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities (see
instructions).

** Underground tanks are hazardous waste and must be handled **
as hazardous waste

a) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter

-t

Name H & H Ship Service EPA I.D. No. CAD004771168

.

Hauler License No. 0334 License Exp. Date _1/31/91

Address 220 China Basin

City San Francisco State CA Zip 94107

b) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Disposal Site

Nane H & H Ship Service EPA I.D. No. CAD004771168

Address 220 China Basin

City San Francisco State CA Zip _ 94107

rev 12/90




~ .

¢} Tank and Piping Transporter

Name _H & H Ship Service

EPA I.D. No. .CADOO4771168

Hauler License No. _0334

License Exp. Date _1/31/91

Address 220 China Basin
City San_Francisco State _CA _ zip 94107
d) Tank and Piping Disposal Site
Name __E & H Ship Service EPA I.D. No. _CAD004771168
Address 220 China Basin
City _ San Francisco State _CA _ gip _94107

11. Experienced Sample Collector

Name Remediation Service, Int'l

Company same

Address 2060 Knoll Drive

Ventura State CA

City

12. Laboratory

Zip 93003 Phone 805-644-5892

Nanme Superior Analytical Inc.
Address 1555 Burke Street, Unit 1
City San Francisco State CA Zip _94124
State Certification No. 1332
13. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes [X] No [ ]

If yes, describe.

Site is under investigation for unknown discharge

which appears to be overspill.

rev 12/90




l4. Describe methods to be used for rendering tank inert

Toert tank with 1.5 1bs of solid carbon dioxide (dry ice) for each

100 gallons of tank volume. Cap all openings except vent pipe. Allow

one hour for oxygen displacement.

Before tanks are pumped out and inerted, all associated piping
must be flushed out into the tanks. 2all accegsible associated
piping must then be removed. Inaccessible piping must be
plugged.

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (771-6000) , along
with local Fire and Building Departments, must also be contacted
for tank removal permits. Fire departments typically require.the
use of explosion proof combustible gas meters to verify tank
inertness. It is the contractorts responsibility to bring a
working combustible gas meter on site to verify tank inertness.

15. Tank History and Sampling Information

Tank Material to

be sampled Location and
Capacity Use History {tank contents, Depth of
{see instructions) soil, ground- Samples

water, etc.)

10,000 gal Motor fuel gasoline : Soil One sample at
storage. Imnstallation each tank end
10,000 gal dates unknown. Rel;ngd within two feet
1987. Currently in’ ) of native soil/
8,000 gal service. backfill interface
- n
280 gal Waste oil -~ Installatiom Soil

date unknown. Currently
in service.

One soil sample must be collected for every 20 feeat of piping that
is removed. A ground: water sample must be collected should any ground
water be present in the excavation.

rev 12/90




Excavated/Stockpiled Soil

Stockpiled Soil Sampling Plan
Volume
(Estimated) NONE

Stockpiled soil must be placed on bermed plastic and must be
completely covered by plastic sheeting.

16, Chemical mefhods and associated detection limits to be used
for analyzing samples

The Tri-Regional Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical quantitation reporting limits should be followed.
See attached Table 2. '

Contaminant EPA, DHS, or Other EPA, DHS, or Method
Sought Sample Preparation Other Analysis Detection
Method Number Method Number Limit

Hydrocarbons 5030 _ane@me) 8260 .005
Lead . Total Lead T. Lead AA

BTEX | 5030 2020 . 005
odinel o ons fon
s 08 Tk _

TEN-D 3550 | 8260

TO0G S520 D £F

cL He 30lo/ 8240

17. Submit Site Health and Safety Plan (See Instructions)

-5 -

rev 12/90




18. Submit Worker's Q-npensation Certificate coQ

Name of Insurer American Home Assurance Company

19. Submit Plot Plan (See Instructions)
20. Enclose Deposit (See Instructions)

21l. Report any leaks or contamination to this office within 5 days
of discovery. The report shall be made on an Underground
Storage Tank Unauthorized Leak/Contamination Site Report form.
(see Instructions)

22. Submit a closure report to this office within 60 days of the
tank removal. This report must contain all the information listed
in item 22 of the instructions. :

I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements
and information provided above are correct and true.

I understand that information in addition to that provided above may
be needed in order to obtain an approval from the Department of
Environmental Health and that no work is to begin on this project
until this plan is approved.

I understand that‘any changes in design, materials or equipment will
void this plan if prior approval is not obtained.

I understand that all work performed during this project will be done
in compliance with all applicable OSHA (Occupational Safety and Health
Administration) requirements concerning personnel health and safety.

I understand that site and worker safety are solely the responsibility
of the property owner or his agent and that this responsibility is not
shared nor assumed by the County of Alameda.

Once I have received my stamped, accepted closure plan, I will
contact the project Hazardous Materials Specialist at least three
working days in advance of site work to schedule the required

inspections.

Signature of Contractor

Name (pleasa type) Robert 0. Morris

Signature

Date

Signature of Site Owner or Operator

Name (please type) John D. Rutherford
Signature ol
Date \/\5 (Q\ \
-6 -
rev 12/90




1.

Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Site Health and Safety Plan

The following Health and Safety Plan has been developed

to protect and ensure the safety of individuals working at
the Desert Petroleum job site located at 2008 First Street,
Livermore, CA 94550.

Facility/Job Site

The facility is a retail gasoline service station. The Jjob
gite work consists of removal and replacement of existing
underground storage tanks and piping, including excavation,
compaction, and sampling of soils on site.

Health and Safety Officer

Mr. Robert Morris is the Project Manager - 805-644-6784.
Desert Petroleum is the facility owner - 805-644-6784. The
designated safety officer will be the field supervisor on
site. This safety officer has full authority to operate,
correct any problems, or shut down the job activities if
required, in order to maintain safety.

Safety Briefings

All on-site employees and contractors will be briefed on a
daily basis prior to beginning work concerning any safety
or health hazards. This briefing will be conducted by the
on-site supervisor (safety officer}.

Pergsonal Protection Equipment

a. Personnel will wear safety glasses when working in the
area.

b. Organic half mask and respirators will be available and
are to be used should vapors become noticeable.

¢. Nitrile gloves will be worn during work when a potential
for direct contact with hazardous chemicals exists.

d. The on-gsite safety officer will designate hard hat areas
within the work zone of the site.

Confined Space Procedures

No confined space entry will be allowed.

Site Security

The site will be completely enclosed by a locked 8' fence.
Only authorized personnel will have access to the job site.
211 stockpiled seoil and equipment will remain inside the
fenced areas of the work zone. Additional security and
warning will be done using barricades, fencing and caution
tape as needed.




Job Hazard Analysis

Petroleum hydrocarbone are the only known chemical hazard
that may be encountered. These include:

a. Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
b. Benzene

¢. Ethyl Benzene

d. Toluene

e. Xylenes

Chemical concentrations will vary but are not expected to
exceed those found at a normal gasoline facility, ACGIH
Gasoline TLV 300 ppm, STEL 500 ppm. If dermal contact
cccurs, the affected area is to be flushed with water.

Should vapors or fumes be inhaled, the person will be removed
from the work area.

Spill Containment/Emergency

In a small spill situation, the spill will be absorbed with
sand or any other available and appropriate material. The
disposal will depend on the concentration of the contaminant.
In the case of a large spill or fire, the Fire Department
will be called. ' '

Emergency Response Numbers:

Paramedics: 911

Fire Department: 911

Environmental Health Department: 415-271-4320
Hospital: 415-447-7000

Telephone service is available at the work site. The nearest
hospital facility is Valley Memorial Hospital, located
approximately 1/4 mile northeast of the site at 1111 E.
Stanley Blvd. in Livermore.

Training Requirements

All employees, contractors and subcontractors working in
hazardous materials/waste operations on site are trained
under 29 CFR 1910.120 Regulations and other appropriate OSHA
training as applicable to their Jjob function.
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Health and Safety Compliance

The following employees of Desert Petroleum, Inc., their
contractors and subcontractors, have read and will comply

with the site Health and Safety Plan and indicate the same by
signature and date.
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GASCO GASOLINE, INC.

GENERAL LIABILITY NAMED INSURED

Gasco Gasoline, Inc.
Desert Petroleum, Inc.
Gasco Gasoline DBA: Thompson Petroleum Tank Llnes
High Desert 0il Company, Inc.
Anchor Refining Company, Inc.
Anchor Refining Company, Inc. DBA: Sierra Anchor, a Joint
venture ' : '
Thompson Charter & Leasing
Parks 0il Company o
Thompson/Ryan, A Joint Partnership
W. E. & K. B. Thompson, Individually
Belridge Energy Resources, Inc.

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY NAMED INSURED:

Gasco Gasoline, Inc.
Desert Petroleum
Gasco Gasoline DBA: Thompson Petroleum Tank Lines
High Desert 0il Company, Inc.
Aunchor Refining Company, Inc.

DBA: Sierra aAnchor, A Joint Venture
Thompson Charter and Leasing
Thompson/Ryan, a Joint Venture
Houston Ranch Gathering Systems
W. E. & K. B. Thompson, Individually
Belridge Energy Resources, Inc.

Palm Enterprises
Commercial Petroleum Eguipment Company, Inc.
Newlandex, Inc. DBA: RSI

WORKERS' COMPENSATION NAMED INSURED

Gasco Gasoline, Inc.

DBA: Thompson Petroleum Tank Lines
anchor Refining Company, Inc.
DBA: Thompson Charter & Leasing
Desert Petroleum, Inc.




o — @

Building
Storm
Drain/
8,000 Gallon Underground
Gasoline Tank
Versory
AN
qu.i. P Office/Garage
Lu L) Ld
L 1.t ,
'CE ~ Pe ! \_  Sidewalk _
0 g revesesy  meemenss . o
! @ ot of o8 280 gallon £
o . . . H . o
X w : HE H waste oil tank =
}—. . ] . M =3
2 R @
@, : : 2 : '
% N N
: U P Pump Istands
F ..... il
N/ ——
10,000 Gallon
Underground Gasoline Tanks
X .
Planter Sidewalk
FIRST STREET

LEGEND

GX-136 -¢- Water Well

SITE MAP
DESERT PETROLEUM STATION NO. 795
2008 First Street
Livermore, California
Prepared for
DESERT PETROLEUM
VENTURA, CALIFORNIA

&) 25 50

m

SCALE IN FEET




desert petroleum. inc.

John Rutherford
Director
Environmental Affairs

January 14, 1991

Mr. Gil Wistar

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care
Services Agency

Dept. of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Cakland, CA 94621

Da@; Mr. Wistar:

Réferencmng our earlier conversation from my visit to your cffice,
Tam enclosing for your further handling two sets of applications
ggr tank removal. These applications are for our service stat101:)
In Livermore, as we discussed.

"We request approval to delay any further drilling on the First

Oﬁtreet location until we can effect the removal of the existing
tanks. This removal will take place within a 60 day period, or we
will take steps to place the wells if there is any delay in that
time schedule.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

iR —

John D. Rutherford

JDR: j¢

enclosure

cc: G.W. Carson
Bob Morris

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 . TELEPHONE (805) 644-678*



desert petroleun? inc.

John Rutherford
Director
Environmental Affairs

November 8, 1990

Mr. Gil Wistar

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County

Dept. of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Cakland, CA 94621

RE: Work Plan for Desert Petroleum #7985
2008 First Street, Livermore

Dear Mr. Wistar:

Enclosed please find our check in the amount of $300.00 per your
request. This check will cover your oversight of the project at
the subiect location.

Tf there is further information you require, please give me a call.

Very truly yours,

e
ohn D. Rutherford

JDR: jc

C)EXéS*fb

enclosure
528160
ST

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 . TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES D

(b=
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program
October 19, 1990 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Cakland, CA 94621
{415)

Mr John Rutherford
Desert Petroleum
2060 Knoll Dr.
Ventura, CA 93003

RE: Work plan for Desert Petroleum station #795, 2008 First st.,
Livermore

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division has reviewed the work plan submitted by RSI for
further subsurface investigation at the above site. The work plan is
acceptable. Please make sure to send copies of all project~related
documents to us and to Lester Feldman at the Regional Water Quality
Control Board in Oakland.

The $300 deposit submitted in November 1988 for this project has been
exhausted; please submit an additional deposit of $300, made out to
Alameda County, to cover our ongoing oversight of the project.
(Please include the site address with your remittance.) This office
draws upon deposited funds at an hourly rate when working on specific
projects.

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact the
undersigned at (415) 271-4320.

Sincerely,

A . 1,584

Gil Wistar
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Wendy Wittl, RSI (P.O. Box 1601, Oxnard, CA 93032)
Lester Feldman, RWQCBH
Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
files

£y
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= _= E REMEDIATION SERVICE, INT'L.

P.O. BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032
(805) 644-5892 « FAX (805) 654-0720

July 19, 1990

Gil Wistar

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

RE: Desert Petroleum station #795
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA

Dear Mr. Wistar:

I am writing to confirm the site assessment deadlines
established during our phone conversation today. The
environmental assessment work plan, for the above referenced
site, will be submitted for your review by August 30, 1990.
I appreciate the additional time to allow a groundwater
sample to be collected from the existing well. The
analytical results will be used to develop the type and
scope of work needed to assess the site.

If you have any questions or concerns, please give me a
call.

Sincerely, .
Wen J./Wittl
Senior Project Geologist

encl.

cc: Desert Petrecleum, J. R.
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. ¥ ALAMEDA GOUNTY @ @
HEALTH CARE SERVICES OX

(D
AGENCY s
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program
June 20, 1990 BO Swan Way, Rm. 200
Qakland, CA 94621
(415)

Mr. John Rutherford

Director, Environmental Affairs
Desert Petroleum, Inc.

P.O. Box 1601

Oxnard, CA 93032

Re: Subsurface investigation at 2008 First st., Livermore

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

The Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division, has recently reviewed the file on the above site
in Livermore. Apparently, in 1988, On-Site Technologies, a
consulting firm based in Campbell, CA, performed a site investigation
at 2008 First St., which included the installation of one groundwater
monitoring well and several soil borings in the vicinity of the
underground tanks. Although analytical results showed "ND" in the
groundwater from the well, soil samples were contaminated with
gasoline at levels up to 1,600 ppm. Because of this soil
contamination,ggg—site Technologies recommended the installation of
another monitoring well, in a report dated November 1988.\ However,
since this report, nothlng regarding the investigation S been
subnitted to this office.

The California Department of Health Services regards levels of 1,000
ppm gasoline or above in soil to be a hazardous waste, and therefore
the scil underneath the site at 2008 First St. may requlre
remediation. In addition, the gasoline in this soil in 1988 may have
mlgrated down to the water table by now. Because of the unanswered
questions at this site, including the original source of the
contamination, éi;e work will have to be done to provide additional
data. This includes the installation of other soil borings and
monitoring wells.

This office is acting as the lead agency overseeing environmental
investigations and cleanups made necessary by underground tank
releases. The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) is currently unable to manage the large number of fuel leak
cases within Alameda County, and has therefore delegated this
authority to our office. Nonetheless, Desert Petroleum must keep the
Water Board apprised of all actions taken to characterize and, if
appropriate, remediate contamination at this 51te, because the Board
retains the ultimate responsibility for ensuring protection of waters
of the state.




B ® ®

Mr. John Rutherford
June 20, 1990
Page 2 of 2

Please submit a work plan to this office within 30 days, i.e., no
later than July 20, 1990. This plan must address the points

raised in this letter regarding the need for further subsurface data
at the site, both for unsaturated zone and possible groundwater
contamination. Desert Petroleum is required to sample and obtain
water levels from all on-site wells on a quarterly basis.

Please submit a deposit of $300, made out to Alameda Count to cover

our costs for report review and remedial oversight of your case.

This letter constitutes a formal request for technical reports
(according to Sec. 13267 of the California Water Code, as well as
Sec. 25299.36 of the California Health and Safety Code). As
mentioned earlier, copies of all documentation sent here should also
be sent to the RWQCB in Oakland (attn: Lester Feldman).

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact the
undersigned at (415) 271-4320.

Sincerely,

Gil Wistar
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Randy Griffith, Livermore Fire Dept.
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health
files




-desert petroleum inc. |

John Rutherford

Director
Environmental Affairs

June 14, 1988

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health s e

470 - 27th Street, Third Floor S AR
Oakland, CA 94612 Ce e

Attn.: Lizabeth Rose po Gl
Hazardous Materials Specialist ‘ o

Re: Desert Petroleum
2008 First Street
Livermore, CA

Dear Ms. Rose:

This letter is in response to yours dated May 20, 1988, and
our telephone conversation on June 10, 1988 concerning the
above-referenced location.

We have retained the services of an environmental firm to

conduct a preliminary site assessment to determine the extent of
contamination. Although very costly, we have agreed to do the
site assessment and will be guided accordingly by the results and
further direction from the responsible agency. This assessment
should be completed and a formal report sent to your agency
within a thirty day period. Pending the findings of the site
assegsment we can then further address the items in your letter.

At this time we do not believe that an unauthorized release has
occurred. Soil sample results sent to your office were taken
from shallow boring in the backfill area of the storage tanks

at approximately 15 feet of depth. The purpose of these borings
was to install vadose monitoring wells in the backfill area to
further monitor the tanks under State requirements.

We believe the source of the hydrocarbon levels to be historical
due to overfill and spillage during product deliveries over a
pericd of many years prior to the new requirements for overspill

protection. N\‘€¥U}~ﬂu 04 chvhﬁgJutg.

POST OFFICE BOX 1601, OXNARD, CALIFORNIA 93032 . TELEPHONE (805) 644-6784




13
-

Our records do not indicate any unauthorized releases. In
addition the storage tanks and piping systems were tested

and certified tight to grade level based on N.F.P.A. Code 329
criteria. A copy of both the tank tests and the consultant's

s0il sampling report was sent to your agency as we were required
to do.

Very truly yours,

D Sy U O

John Rutherford




fe%AMEDA COUNTY
EALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
470 - 27th Street, Third Floor
Oakland, California 94612

415) 271-4320

May 20, 1988

Desert Petroleum Inc.
P.0. BoX 1601

oxnard, CA 93032
Attn: J. D. Rutherford

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK UNAUTHORIZED RELEASE (LEAK)/
CONTAMINATION SITE REPORT AT 2008 - 18T ST., LIVERMORE

s

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

on April 1, 1988, our office received a contaminated soils report
prepared by Geonomics, Inc. for the subject site.

The California Administrative Code, Title 23, requires all
unauthorized releases to be reported. gection 2652 (b) requires
within five (5) working days of detecting the release, the operator
or permittee shall submit to the local agency (Alameda County
Hazardous Materials pivision) a full written report to include all

of the following jnformation which is known at the time of filing
the report: :

1. List of type and quantity of hazardous substances released.

2. The results of all investigations completed at that time to

determine the extent of soil or groundwater or surface water
contamination due to the release.

3, Method of clean-up implemented to date, proposed clean~up
actions, and approximate cost of actions taken to date.

4. Method and location of disposal of the released hazardous
substance and any contaminated soils or groundwater oX
surface water (indicate whether a hazardous waste

manifest(s) is utilized).




Desert Petroleum Inc.
UGT Unauthorized Re
Contamination Site Report
May 20, 1988

Page 2 of 2

5. Proposed method of repai
secondary containers.

€. Facility operator’s name

Until clean-up is complete, the
reports to the county and the R
(RWQCB) every three (3) months
specified by either agency. Th
information requested in 2, 3 a
requested above shall be prepar
Francisco Regiona
Addressing Fuel Leaks,
report shall be submitt
safety plan.

" geptemb
ed withi

Soils contaminated at hazardous
transported by & lic
treated at a Californ
facility. Soils contaminated b
may be managed as non-hazardous
requirements of the Regional Bo

Enclosed is an wgnderground St
(Leak)/Contamination site Repo
returned within 5 working days.
regarding this letter,

Materials Specialist at 271-432

Sincerely,
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