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2422 MPDS Services Jarrel Crider 510.602,5120 FX.689.1918
Unocal, 15803 East 14th Street, SL. 94578

7/19/95 Review Quarterly Monitoring Reports-dated April 28, 1995, February 1, 1995,
November 8, 1994, August 3, 1994. In addition, review the Non-Attainment Area
Management Plan (NAA Plan). Groundwater flow has consistently been in a
northerly direction, with groundwater fluctuating from a high of 23.34' above MSL
to a low of 22.40" above MSL at MW?3 during the last four quarterly monitoring
events. There are currently six (6) monitoring wells which have been monitored
quarterly, since April of 1993. The original four wells have been monitored
quarterly, since June of 1989. This site has prepared a NAA Plan for review by
ACDEH.

Recommendations for the quarterly review include continued monitoring of all wells, except
possibly MW6 which has been ND for the last four monitoring quarters. Wells MW1, MW-2,
MW-3, MW-4 are wells which are of most concern due to detectable contamination present, with
MW-1 being the well with the consitently highest detected levels of contamination. Welil MW-1
has been consistently downgradient from the location of the former UST’s and is also
downgradient from the existing UST’s. In addition, MW3 has tested at 1,100ug/L of
tetrachlorethene on 1/5/95, but was not tested for VOC’s this quarter, but should be tested for in
future sampling events, especially in the wet season. Source of tetrachloroethene has not been
identified which is consistently up-gradient of the existing and former UST’s. Recommendations
for the NAA Plan include showing the location of the excavated waste oil tank on the site map,
and is there a monitoring well down-gradient from it. In addition, in Section 3.2.1- Selection of
Constituents of Concern, tetrachloroethene is not addressed, which has been found at
concentrations stated above. Containment monitoring locations are MW-5, MW-6 and one well
to be placed downgradient of MW1.

8/3/95 Draft letter requesting an additional well downgradient of MW-1, this information
is to be included in the proposed NAA Plan. Extent of contamination is not
presently substantially defined for areas downgradient of MW-1. In addition,
request they discontinue the sampling and monitoring for well MW-6, due to the
fact that is has reported four quarters of non-detect.

8/8/95 Letter referencing NAA discussion in 1994. Called Michael Hurd of Pacific
Environmental Group (PEG), Inc.[408-441-7500] to determine status of NAA
plan. He informed me that Unocal was reviewing the plan and he should receive
approval/comments sometime this week.

8/30/95 Review of quarterly report dated August 9, 1995-MPDS Services. Levels of
highest detected contamination continue to be present in MW-1 (410 ppb-TPHg,
77 ppb-benzene, 7.4 ppb-ethyl benzene and 30 ppb total xylenes. Benzene was
also detected in MW-2A at 3.0 ppb. Called Michael Hurd of PEG to follow-up on
status of NAA plan. He informed me that the location of the additional down
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6/3/96

gradient well location could be troublesome, due to property constraints and that
siting of a previously attempted well was unsuccessful.

Calls to Jarred Crider of MPDS to request copies of GW monitoring reports since
August 1995. He will review file and send me copies. Call to Michael Hurd of
PEG to request whether the NAA plan will be submitted, or whether it is needed at
all with the new “Interim Guidelines”. Left message for Mr. Hurd to return my
call. ‘

Call from Michael Hurd of PEG concerning status of NAA plan, he stated that the
plan should have been forwarded to me a long time ago, since Unocal had
reviewed it in August 1995, he will try to get a copy forwarded to my attention.

Review MPDS “Semi-Annual Data Report”-dated February 13, 1996. This site
has low concentrations of benzene (35 ppb) in source well (MW-1). This site
would qualify as a “Low Risk Groundwater Case” as defined in the RWQCB
“Interim Guidelines”, if there was information documenting benzene
concentrations downgradient of MW-1. Perhaps a hydropunch investigation to
define the downgradient limits of benzene contamination in groundwater would be
sufficient for case closure. Will confer with BC. BC concurred that if an
additional hydropunch investigation was performed which documented that
benzene contamination detected in MW-1 was not migrating off site that he would
sign off on case closure. Draft letter requesting that a hydropunch investigation
documenting benzene levels downgradient of MW-1 would be sufficient to close
the site.

Initial draft of letter for BC review. Letter sent.

Review Pacific Environmental Group “Non-Attainment Area Management Plan”-
dated January 10, 1996.

Finish review of NAA plan. Comments: This plan seems to be complete, however
the “Evaluation of Guidance” on Page 24 states that “Management measures and
mitigation for plume areas that cross property boundaries will require a more
detailed evaluation by the discharger and shall involve notification and
participation by all affected property owners.” as Not Applicable to this site.
However, the plume may be migrating offsite across East 14th Street, that is why
they will be installed a monitoring well downgradient of well MW-1. If this well is
impacted, the extent of the contamination will not be adequately defined.

Calls from/to David Camille of Unocal. He wanted to clarify what the content of
the ACHCSA letter dated 2/20/96 stated, and how Unocal could move forward
towards closure of the site. I told him that instead of installing a monitoring well
(and then sampling groundwater for 3 or 4 quarters), that a hydropunch
investigation could be used to determine the extent of the hydrocarbon plume, and



6/5/96

this hydropunch investigation could also be used to determine whether any
possible receptors are being exposed to any significant health risk. Also told him
that the levels of perc (tetrachloroethene) in the upgradient well MW-3 were for
the most part in excess of those identified in the San Leandro Plume Study, and
that perc was to be considered as a constituent of concern (COC) for this site. I
informed him that a risk assessment using the information obtained during the
hydropunch investigation should be submitted if Unocal is to request closure for
this site. We both agreed that the NAA Plan which was submitted for this site,
would not be necessary, due to the recent changes in the UST Program due to
SB1764 and the LLNL study. He also informed me that they were going to
update the facility by installing secondary containment for the piping run and also
installing overfill protection for the USTs. New dispensers would also be installed
at the time of the retrofitting of the piping run. He stated that they had another
site which they were having trouble obtaining off-site access, and that the owners
were not cooperating (since it was a former gas station itself, they probably did not
want to incur any liability if contamination was found during Unocal’s off-site
investigation). I asked him to send me a letter documenting this, so I could send
the owners a letter requesting access from this department.

Review MPDS “Quarterly Data Report” -dated 5/13/96. Groundwater samples
were collected on 4/8/96. Monitoring well MW1 was the only well from which
petroleum hydrocarbons were detected in the groundwater sample. TPHg, BTEX,
and MTBE levels were detected at concentrations of 2100, 43, 27, 7.4, 21 and 480
ppb, respectively, for the 4/8/96 sampling event. MW3 has consistently detected
the highest concentrations of PCE (tetrachloroethene), and were detected at a
concentration of 950 ppb for the 1/10/96 sampling event. It appears that well
MW?3 is the only well which is being monitored for chlorinated hydrocarbons,
although concentrations of chlorinated hydrocarbons were detected in all
groundwater monitoring wells. With the exception of well MW-1 (which was last
sampled and analyzed for chlorinated hydrocarbons on 4/4/96), it appears that
groundwater samples collected from wells MW2, MW2A, MW4, MW35 and MW6
have not been analyzed for chlorinated hydrocarbons since 1993.
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