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i1 Site Background

‘Ihe following site background was assembled from review of the following reports by
Dames & Moore: (1) July 18, 1390 Phase 11 Soil and Groundwater Investigation, Former
Oukland Tribune Garage, Oakland, California; and (2) Phase 1 Soil and Groundwalev
Investigation, Formér Oakland Tribune Garage, September 20, 1989.

On February 23, 1988, Clayton Environmental Consultants (CEC) removed two
underground storage tanks (USTs), including one 750-galion waste oil tank and one
8,000-gallon gasoline tank, from a common excavation beneath the Valdez Strect
sidewalk adjacent from the west side of the project site building (see Figure 3). Due to
elevated concentrations of fuel hydrocarbons and Total Oil and Grease (TOG) in soil
saniples taken beneath the tanks, the tank cavity was overexcavated down to 17.5 feer
below grade (approximate ground water depth) and backfitled with imported fill. Onc
soil sample taken at the west end of the overexcavation cavity, beneath the former
gasoline UST, contained no detectable levels of gasoline constituents at 18.5 feet in
depth. One soil sample taken at the east end of the overexcavation cavity, beneath the
former waste oil UST, at depth of 18.5 feet below surface grade contained no detectable
fuc! hydrocarbons and 12,000 ppm of TOG.

On February 29, 1988, CEC removed a floor sump located north from the hydraulic Tifts,
and approximately 30 cubic yards of soil was overexcavated down to a depth of about 15
feet below surface grade. Soil samples taken from the excavation cavity at depths of 13
fect and 15 foet below grade contained 440 ppm and 5500 ppm, respectively, of total
petroleum hydrocarbans as gasoline (TPH-G). and 610 ppm and 2100 ppm of TOG,
respectively. The éxcavation was backfilled with imported fill material and resurfaced to

match existing grade.

Tn August 1988, CEC installed three two-inch diameter ground water monitoring wells
(MW-1, MW-2 and MW:3) within the building at the project site (see Figure 3 for well
locations). As part of a soil bonng investigation conducted by Dumes & Moore in August
1989. four of 12 soil borings were converted t0 four-inch diameter ground water
monitoring wells (MW-4 through MW.7). On May 14, 1990, Dames & Moore installed
1wo additional monitoring wells (MW-8 and MW-9) southwest and south (crossgradient
and downgradicnt) from the project site building. Laboratory analytical results from onc
sampling event from MW-8 and MW-9, two sampling events from MW-4 through MW-7,
ard three sampling events from MW-1, MW-2 and MW-3, indicated Jow levels of
gasoline constitucnts in gronnd water in MW-1, MW-2 and MW-9.

%2  Results of Quarterly Monitoring

5§21 Hydrologic Conditions and Ground Water Gradient

No hydrocarbon sheens were observed in purged ground water from any of the niie
wells. Slight to moderate hydracarbon odors were exhibited in purged water from wells
MW-1 and MW-9. Ground water flow direction, as depicied on Figure 3, is tow s the
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south. Ground water elevation data are jncluded in Tahle 1.

Table 2
WE! L ELEVATION DATA
Oakland Tribune UST Site

22.59
22,51
2265
22.44
MW.-6 ‘ 21.76
MW-7 01/19/96 22,00
MW-8 - 22.00 L4
LMW A 998 . 1225

1 - Elevatiuns relative to mean sea level datum.
2 - Depth to ground water from top of casing.
3 - Pressurized well,

5.12 Analytical Results

Ground water samples from MW-1, MW-2, MW-4, MW-7, MW-8 and MW-9 were
analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPH-G) and benzene, toluene,
cthylbenzene and xylencs (BTEX). In addition, all samples except MW-2 were analyzcd
for TPI as diesel and motor oil (TPH-D/MO). Table 2 summarizes these analytica)
results. Laboratory data reports and chain-of-custody records arc contained in Appendix
R
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Table 3
SUMMARY OF GROUND WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
Former Oakland Tribune UST Site
08/16,/98
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| . 01/18/9% 099 _ ND(S) ___33 031 00w 010 . PR
Mw-2 08/16/%8 - - - ND(000)  ND(%0}) ND(OX3) Rl
07/27/89 . - - 0.024 ND(0.0N1) ND(0.001) 60R
5/16/9 - - - ND(003) nn12 0.12 o
u 011896 e e ﬁ_,_lif?@ﬂl‘_,-,__‘?%__,__‘l@t‘_ . veRs
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Not analyred fof this snalyle.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

Not dcterted above the value expressed in the parentheses,
NET raboratory report siales: “Ine positive result

uppears (o be

a

lighter hydrocarbon than Diescl.
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'Ihis investigation included both a limited Phase I Environmenial Assessment and a
single ground monitoring event of all nine ground water monitoring wells at the project

Site.
6.1 Impacts From Praject Site

Based on our inspection of the project site and on our review of regulatory lists and
historical jnformation, it appears that three features at the project site may have
impacted the project site environment in the past: (1) The two USTs formerly located ot
the project site; (2) The former sump located in the northeast corner of the projeet site
building; and (3) The three bydraulic lifts located on the east side of the project site
building.

We do not believe that the two USTs formerly located at the project site pose a
significant threat to the project site environment for the following reasons: (1) The two
USTs were removed from the site; (2) The UST removal cavity was overexcavated to
remove hydrocarbon-ladea soils; and (3) Historical ground water monitoring data at the
site clearly indicates no significant impact to ground water quality from the former LiS'Ts.

The floor sump formerly located in the northeast corner of the project site building does
not appear to pose a significant threat to the project site environment. The sump was
remnoved and approximately 30 cubic yards of hydrocarbon-laden soil was excavated and
removed from the site. Two soil samples taken after these overexcavation activities did
contitin elcvated levels of Total Oil and Grease; however, ground water analytical dato
from MW-3, located within the backfilled excavation cavity, indicate only minimal
desorption of these heavy hydrocarbons from soil into ground water. The nondetectuble
analytical results from downgradient wells MW-S and MW-6 further confirm no
significant migration of dissolved hydrocarbons in ground water.

‘The three hydraulic lifts have not been removed and may have impacted soils adjacent ©
the lifts. Tndecd, a soil sample taken at 16 feet in depth during installation of MW.5,
Jocated adjacent to the north lift, contained elevated levels of Total Oil and Grease.
However, soil samples from soil borings between the north and middle lifts, and beiween
the middle and south lifts, as well as the soil sample from well boring MW.-6, contained
no detectable hydrocarbons. Furthenmore, ground water analytical results from MW.§,
MW-6, and downgradient well MW-9 have shown no detectable hydraulic oil range
hydrocarbons. Thus, the hydraulic lifts do not appear 1o pose a significant threat to the
project site environment. Note, that the State Water Board bhas issued guidelines which
direct local environmental oversight agencies 10 disregard hydraulic lifts and hydraulic lift
releases.

6.2 limpacts Frdm Site Vicinity

Although several sites in the immediate site vicinity are listed on hazardous materials
lists, we believe that none of the listed sites pose a significant risk 10 the project $ite
cnvironment. Furthermore, ground water analytical results from the upgradient

monitoring well MW-7 secm to confirmn this conclusion.




