Weber, Hay@ & Associates e @@PY

Hydrogeology and Environmental Engineering
120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076

(831) 722-3580  (831) 662-3100 E EO _Cf:ll
Fax: (831) 722-1159 EAN

March 31, 2005

Mr. James Yoo

Alameda County Public Works Agency
Water Resources Section

399 Eimhurst Street :
Hayward CA 94544-1395

Subject:  Dniflling Permit Application for an ongoing fuel leak investigation
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward

Weber, Hayes and Associates has been contracted by the property owner (Mr. Jerry Harbert) and
his attorney (Mr. Jeff Lawson) to complete an exploratory boring in accordance with our reguiatory
approved workptlan, dated January 25, 2005'. The boring is being completed to obtain a-
representative samples of the second saturated zone to complete final vertical profiling of a historic
fuel release(see attached map). The work is being cocrdinated with Mr. Bob Schultz of the
Alameda County Environmental Health Agency (510.567-6719).

With your approval, we're hoping to complete this sampling on in two weeks, on Monday, Aprii 18",
We plan on using a Cone Penetration Testing rig with hydropunch sampling.

Please call with any questions on my cell phone (831.254-7022) or office (831-722-3580).
WEBER, HAYES AND ASSOCIATES

By: (2 71-1....

Patrick Hoban
Senior Geologist

attachments: Drilling Permit Application, Site & Location Maps,

cc:  Jeff Lawson Robert Schultz
Silicon Valley Law Group Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
162 North Third Street, Suite 200 Environmental Health Services, Envir, Protection
San Jose, California 95112 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, California 94502-8577

Jerry Harbert
46765 Mountain Cove Drive
Indian Wells, California 92210

' Weber, Hayes and Associates report: Workplan Addendum Inciuding an Updated Sife
Conceptual Model, dated January 27, 2005..

KAAJobs\AJOB\HS042 hbth SCM+Workplan\AC-Pub-Works-well-applic. wpd
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PUBLIC
FAX (310) 782-1939

WATER RESQOURCES SECTION
399 ELMHURST ST. HAYWARD CA., 94544-1395
PHONE (510) 6T0+6633 James Yoo

LAMEDA COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

www.acfewed.org

APPLICANTS: PLEASE ATTACH A SITE MAP FOR ALL DRILLING PERMIT APPLICATIONS

DESTRUCTION OF WELLS OVER 45 FEET REQUIRES A SEPARATE PERMIT APPLICATION

| DRILLING PERMIT APPLICATION

FOR APPLICANT TO COMPLETE

L.OCATION OF PROJECT

— 199884 Meekiand Avenue, Hayward
{undeveloped property, no structures)

CLIENT aff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group

Name__ : .
Addross 25 Metro Drive, Suite 600 Phone: (408) §73-5700

city___San Jose, CA Zlp: 95110
APPLICANT
Name Weber, Hayes and Assoclates
—{PaiHoban) FAX#: {831)722-1156
gft‘y‘“’“ —— 120 Westgate Drive Phone t 331, F22- 3530
Watsonvilie. CA Zip: 95076
TYPE OF PROJECT
il Co gt Geotechnical Investigation
Cathodic Pfotection ] Genera 8]
4\?: upply 0 Coptmination 0
onitoring a ell Destruction a]
PROPOSED WATER SUFPLY WELL USE
j a Rup]:?pwﬁﬁ;omestio a
iei a Imigation a
a Oﬁli;:r m]
DRILLING METHOD:
Mud Retary nl AitRotary (0 Auger ]
Cable O Other B Bsae Panardon
DRILLER’S NAME

Gregg in Slty, Inc
DRILLER'S LICENSENO. _ CA lic.# 6568407

WELL PROJE
Drill HolgEfiameter in. Maximum

CasingDismeter in, Depth ft.

Supfice Seal Depth f.  Owner's Well Number
GEOTECHNICAL/CONTAMINATION PROJECTS

Number of Borings fe2. Maximum

Hole Diameter & in. Depth 30 fi.

STARTING DATE _ Monday, Aprit 18, 2065

COMPLETION DATE Monday, April 18, 2005

FOR OFFICE USE
PERMIT NUMBER
WELL NUIMBER
APN
PERMIT CONDITIONS

Circled Permit Requirements Apply

A. GENERAL
1. A permit application should be subinitted so ag to
arrive at the ACPWA office five days prior to
proposed starting date.
2. Submit to ACPWA within 60 days after completion of
permitted original Department of Water Resources-
Well Completion Report.
3. Permit is void if project not-begun within 90-days of
approval date
B. WATER SUFPLY WELLS
1, Minisum surface seal thickness is two inches of
cement grout placed by fremie,
2. Minimum seal depih is 50 feet for municipal and
Industrial wells or 20 feet for domestic and irrigation
wells unless a lesser depth is specially approved.
C, GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELLS
INCLUDING PIEZOMETERS
1. Minimum surface seal thickness is two inches of
cernent grout placed by tremie.
2.Minimum seal depth for monitoring wells is the
maximuin depth practicable or 20 feet,
D, GEOTECHNICAL/CONTAMINATION
Backfill bore hole by tremie with cement grout or cement
growt/sand mixture. Upper twa-three fret replaced in kind
or with compacted cuttings.
E. CATHODIC
Fill hole ancde zone with concrete placed by tremie.
F. WELL DESTRUCTION
Send a map of work site.A separate permit is required
for wells decper than 45 feet.
G, SPECIAL CONDITIONS

NOTE: One application must be submiited for each well or well

destruction. Multiple berings-on.ene application are aceepiable
for geotechnical and contamination investigations,

APPROVED DATE

I hereby agree to comply with all requirements of thig permit and Alameda County Crdinance No. 73-68.

APPLICANT’S SIGNATURE F’J_/;'fna&{ -l&—-

DATE 3./{"?2/ °T”

i
PLEASE PRINT NAME E F g f!‘v &m Rev.5-11-04




g:
B &
€ o)
i it g
e T*E E]
E Ex &
pe i3 [@ -
] c a
1% &k o
Eu :E 8 z
Eg ;"E > T mg
s [[-= 3
g_%’ gs = z il :
s g 2
b3 1 2] T Ls
1
. éi a
~ 's] @ re
L 1E g -
}?; ,{/’

nedey ojny
g Bueoy

eouBpisay

]

BHBOLIR:
psuisdng

S 198[CRS

gouspIsey

Fouapisay

TET T T B]
AY

eUBPISSY

Weber, Hayes & Associates
Hydrogectogy and Environmental Engineering
120 Westpate Drive, Walsonville, Ca, 95076
(831) 722 - 3580 (831} 662 - 3100

Exploratory Boring (confirmation CPT boring)
Former Harbert Transportation Facifity

19884 Meekiand Avenue
Hayward, California

FIGURE
2
Job #
9042
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Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

From: Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2005 3.40 PM
To: 'Pat Hoban'

Cc: ‘Lawson, Jeff'

Subject: RE: ro-47 workplan approval

ACEH concurs with this workplan addendum.

IZX X E XS R XS EEE S AR SRS RS RS S SR SRR E RS RS RS S AR L]
Robert W. Schultz, P.GC.

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

510-567-6719 (direct)

510-337-9335 {facsimile)

————— Original Message-----

From: Pat Hoban [mailto:pat@weber-hayes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2005 3:36 PM

To: Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

Subject: Re: ro-47 workplan approval

Helleo Bob,

Gregg Drilling said they could get the discrete sample (piston-type, enclosed sampler)
from depth. The chronology of field tasks would be:

1. CPT logging to the second water-bearing zone {(Newark Aquifer, estimated to be first
encountered at 70-85 feet bgs). seal and pull ocut.

2. move over 5 feet and get hydropunch at selected depth 3. go back in with the piston
gampler and collect sample, seal and pull out.

I'1l1 email startup as the day approaches (April 18th). All the best,

Pat Hoban
Senior Geologist

Weber, Hayes & Associates

120 Westgate Drive, Watsonville, CA 95076
Phone: (831) 722-3580

www.weber-hayes.com

————— Original Message -----

From: "Schultz, Robert, Env. Health" <robert.schultz@acgov.orgs>

To: "Jeffrey S. Lawson (E-mail)" <jsl@svlg.coms>; "Pat Hoban (E-mail)"
<pat@weber-hayes.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2005 9:30 AM

Subject: ro-47 workplan approval

Jeff and Pat:

Please find my response to your Workplan Addendum attached. I am emailing this to speed
delivery - hard copy will felleow in the mail. I suggest that we conference next week prior
to initiating implementation.

Sincerely,

Bob

LA AR E RS ERESEERESEREEEREEESEEEEEEE SRR EEE SR EEEE L]

Robert W. Schultz, R.G.
Hazardous Materials Specialist




ALAMEDA COUNTY » - .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES o)
AGENCY X
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director ’

ENVIRONMENTAL. HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

March 2, 2005 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alamada, CA 94502-6577

Jerry Harbert (510} 567-6700

46765 Mountain Cove Dr. FAX {510) 337-0335
Indian Wells, CA 9221_0

Gregg Petersen

Durham Transportation, Inc.

9001 Mountain Ridge Dr., Ste. 200
Austin, Texas 78759

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No, RO0000047, Durham Transportation, 19984 Meekland
Avenue, Hayward, California — Workplan Approval

Dear Mssrs. Harbert and Petersen:

Alameda County Environmental Heaith (ACEH) has reviewed your January 27, 2005 Workplan
Addendum prepared by Weber, Hayes and Associates and the case file for the above-
referenced site. We concur with your workplan provided the following conditions are met:

1. If deemed necessary by your geologist or engineer to fully define the vertical and lateral
extent of contamination, additional soil or groundwater samples will be collected as part
of the current investigation efforts. ACEH will be informed via telephone or email of any
additions to the sampling and analysis plan. Any additional work will follow the workplan-
specified procedures. Dynamic investigations are consistent with USEPA protocol for
expedited site assessments, which are scientifically valid and offer a cost-effective
approach to fully define a plume and to help progress a case toward closure.

2. No 1,2-DCA was detected during the September 23, 2004 monitoring well sampling -
event; however, because 1,2-DCA was previously detected in multiple wells with a
maximum historical detected concentration of 125 ug/l, and because 1,2-DCA was
detected in the former onsite deeper well, groundwater samples from CDP-1 need to be
analyzed for 1,2-DCA.

3. 72-hr advance written notification (email preferred) will be provided to ACEH prior to field
sampling activities.

Please implement the proposed investigation and submit. technical reports following the
schedule below. In addition, we request that you address the following technical comments in
your report.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1) Vertical Definition

Depending on the sampling results for deeper groundwater in proposed boring CDP-1,
additional investigation of deeper groundwater may be necessary. Accordingly, we suggest that
you consider expedited analysis of the groundwater sample from CDP-1, so that you might




. I\Qrs. Harbert and Petersen

March 2, 2005
RO-47

complete any additional delineation as part of the current field mobilization. A dynamic approach
is recommended by ACEH and is approved under Condition No. 1, above.

2) Lateral Definition

In your July 30, 2004, workplan, Weber, Hayes proposed additional downgradient sampling.
ACEH had no comment to Weber, Hayes’ proposal. In your January 27, 2005, Workplan
Addendum, however, Weber, Hayes' retracts their previous proposal and argues that well MW-9
provides sufficient downgradient delineation of the groundwater plume. We agree that
previously proposed borings CDP-2 and CDP-3 do not appear necessary, however, additional
evaluation of the issues outlined below is required to progress your site towards closure.

A. Relative Locations of Wells and former UST System

Figure 2 of your Workplan Addendum is significantly different from previous depictions of
the site fayout. Weber, Hayes states that the groundwater flow direction ranges from
west-southwest to southwest. In previous maps, well MW-9 was downgradient of the
former UST system; however, the site layout presented in Figure 2 of the Workplan
Addendum suggests that no sampling has been performed downgragient of well MW-5
and the source area.

B. Reliability of Existing Mcnitoring Points

Weber, Hayes’ contention that-well MW-9 is “a reasonable monitoring sentinel” requires
that this well be 1) appropriately located downgradient of the source area, and 2)
appropriately screened. Well MW-8 is screened from approximately 20 to 40 ft bgs.
Though the boring log for this well indicates that the screen is entirely within clays,
Weber, Hayes’ cross-section suggests that well MW-9 may be screened across both a
clayey silty sand (WHA lithologic unit #4) and a poorly graded sand (WHA lithologic unit
#6). Both of these two lithologic units appear to be water-bearing. Please evaluate the
screening of well MW-9 and other key wells in your monitoring network. In the report
requested below, please further support your argument that no additional downgradlent
sampling should be required, or, if necessary, propose additional sampling prior to
implementing your workplan.

C. Historical Data

Weber, Hayes’ evaluation fails to include all historical investigation data. Significantly, no
consideration of the results for borings DP-1, DP-5 and DP-9 was provided. Weber,
Hayes' Additional Site Assessment and Groundwater Monitoring Report dated June 18,
2001, reported 25,000 TPHg, 680 ug/l benzene, 160 ug/l toluene, 3,000 ug/l
ethylbenzene, and 5,600 xylenes in boring DP-9 on February 14, 2001. While these
results appear consistent with the resuits from MW-9 for that time period, we reiterate
our December 2, 2004 request that you include all historical data in your site conceptual
model and in your evaluation of the site.

3) Cross-Section A-A’ and Site Map

Until a final evaluation of site lithology is presented to ACEH, we can not review the
completeness of lateral definition. Weber, Hayes’ cross-section A-A” (Figure 6 of the Workplan
Addendum) does not include location or lithologic results for well MW-9 or boring DP-9. It
appears that Figure 2 in your Workplan Addendum (which presents the cross-section trace) is
significantly changed from the site map (and location of cross-section A-A’) presented in your
July 30, 2004 SCM; however, the cross-section itself is left unchanged. Please note that
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RO-47

23 CCR 2725(a) requires that you define the likely extent of contamination prior to case closure.
We reiterate our May 13, 2004, request that you revise your maps of the site and correct the
discrepancies between your figures.

4} Concentration Trends Over Time

Weber, Hayes Workplan Addendum Figures 10 and 11 show that TPHg and benzene
concentrations were decreased between approximately December 2000 and July 2003. Since
mid-2003, both benzene and TPHg concentrations in well MW-5 have increased. It also appears
that groundwater elevation at the site was generally higher between December 2000 and July
2003. From July 2003 to September 2004, water levels dropped approximately 2 ft in wells
MW-5 and MW-9. Since benzene and TPHg concentrations- in source area well MW-5 are
currently at their highest levels in 2 years, additional evaiuation is required. As discussed below,
pre- and post-remediation data should not be mixed; time series plots of groundwater
concentrations should include post-remedial concentrations only. We request that you evaluate
the potential for groundwater concentrations to continue to rise as water levels drop. Please
submit your analysis in the report requested below.

5) Case Closure Criteria

In order for ACEH to close your case, we require that you demonstrate 1) the site does not pose
a significant risk to human health and the environment and 2) water quality objectives will be
achieved within a reasonable time frame. Your evaluation of onsite risk to human health needs
to consider a) any soil results for areas not excavated from the site or otherwise remediated,
and b) all post-remediation groundwater. To facilitate review, we reiterate our BPDDecember 2,
2004 request that you submit summary soil and groundwater tables. Also, pre-remediation and
post-remediation data should be separated. We suggest that your analysis of time required to
achieve water quality objectives be supported by sufficient data to estimate residual petroleum
hydrocarbon mass with reasonable certainty, and that you adequately support any contention of
what a reasonable time frame would be for your site. Please submit your revised tables in the
report requested below. '

REPORT REQUEST

Please submit your Soil and Water investigation Repori, which addresses the comments above
by June 1, 2005. ACEH makes this request pursuant to California Health & Safety Code
Section 25296.10. 23 CCR Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2778 outline the
responsibilities of a responsible party for an unauthorized release from an UST system, and
require your compliance with this request.

Professional Certification and Conclusions/Recommendations

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735 and 7835.1) requires that
workplans 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. For your submittal to be considered a valid technical repori, you 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.
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Perjury Statement

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to ACEH must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the
following: "I declare, under penaity 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 ali future reports and technical
documents submitted for this fuel leak case.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, late reports or enforcement actions by ACEH may
result in you becoming ineligible to receive cleanup cost reimbursement from the state's
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (senate Bill 2004). :

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 County District Attorney or other appropriate agency,
for enforcement. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes ACEH
enforcement including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for
each day of violation.

Please call me at (510) 567-6719 with any questions regarding this case.
Sincerely,

' Ly Q

Robert W. Schuitz, P.G.
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 25 Metro Dr., Ste. 600, San Jose, CA 95110
Pat Hoban, Weber, Hayes and Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Donna Drogos, ACEH
Robert Schultz, ACEH



SILICON VALLEY LAW [XE

A LAW CORPORATION ®

Jeffrey S. Lawson isl@svlg.com

February 7, 2005

Yia Facsimile & U.S. Mail

Bob Schuliz

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Environmental Health Services
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda CA 94502-6577

Re:  Workplan Addendum
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward
Alameda County Fuel Leak Case No.: R00000047 %

Dear Mr. Schultz:

As the authorized representative for Jerry Harbert, [ declare under penalty of perjury that
the information and/or recommendations contained in the January 27, 2005 Weber, Hayes &
Associates’ Workplan Addendum for the former Durham Transportation facility at 19984
Meckland Avenue, Hayward, CA are to the best of my knowledge true and correct.

Your prompt attention to this matter is requested.

Very truly yours,
Silicon Valley Law Group

=

JE Y S. LAWSON

JSL/It
Cc: Jerry Harbert
Mike Notle

25 Metro Drive Suite 600 San Jose CA 95110 408.573.5700 fax 408.573.5701 www.svig.com

10117339
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Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

From: Pat Hoban [pat@weber-hayes.com]

Sent:  Monday, January 31, 2005 10:23 AM

To: Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

Cc: (SVLG) Jeff Lawson

Subject: Re: 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward (Workplan ADDENDUM with SCM})

Good morning Bob,

Thank you for your willingness to move the workplan to the top of your pile as best as you can - it is supposed to
arrive by Fed-Ex this morning. As requested, Jeff, as the legally authorized representative of the responsible
party, will forward a cover letter that states:

» | declare under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or recommendations contained in the attached
report is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

All the best,

Pat Hoban
Senior Geologist

Weber, Hayes & Associates

120 Westgate Drive, Watsonville, CA 95076
Phone: (831) 722-3580
www.weber-hayes.com

----- Original Message -----
From: "Schultz, Robert, Env. Health" <rohert.schultz@acgov.org>

To: "Pat Hoban™ <pat@weber-hayes.com>; "Lawson, Jeff” <jsi@svlg.com>

Cc: "WHA-Joe Hayes" <joe@weber-hayes.com>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2005 7:56 AM

Subject: RE: 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward (Workplan ADDENDUM with SCM)

> Pat:

> You explained to me that your client has cancer and you would like to

> progress wwith the case as quickly as possible. | will do my best to move
> this case to the top of my pile and start review as soon as the hard copy
> arrives. Please note that Donna has requested that we require a perjury
> statement accompanying each submittal. Did you include this with your
> report? | couldn't find it in the electronic version. Instructions for the

> statement are included on the last page of my letter. | will proceed with
> review and if necessary will add the perjury statement to the file later -

> please send it as soon as possible.

> Sincerely,

> Bob

1/31/2005
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Schultz, Robert, Env. Health

To: Lawson, Jeff; Pat Hoban (E-mail)
Cc: Tornquist, Lisa
Subject: RE: meekland extension request

Jeff:

Your request for extension is reasonable and is approved by this office. ACEH requests that you submit the
subject report by 1/27/05.

Sincerely,

Bob

WA e sk ok e gy ok ek sk e ko o ok ek ke Ak ke ek AR ke

\
1
% Robert W. Schultz, R.G.
| Hazardous Materials Specialist
| Alameda County Environmental Health
| 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502
| 510-567-6719 (direct)
| 510-337-9335 (facsimile)

----- Criginal Message-----

From: Lawson, Jeff [mailto:jsl@svlg.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2005 9:40 AM

To: Schultz, Robert, Env. Health; Pat Hoban {(E-mail)
% Cc: Tornquist, Lisa
Subject: RE: meekiand extension request

Bob,

Please consider this a formal request as attorney for the Responsibie Party for a one week extension of the
deadline to submit the Work ptan Addendum with a new deadline of 27 January 2005.

Thx '

Jeff Lawson

From: Schultz, Robert, Env. Health [mailto:robert.schultz@acgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2005 8:25 AM

To: Pat Hoban {(E-mail)

Cc: Lawson, Jeff

Subject: meekland extension request

Hi Pat:

Your request seems reasonable; however, ACEH caseworkers are no longer allowed to approve extension
requests from consultants {untess you have power of attorney). The request needs to come from the RP.
Alternatively, if Jeff is the RP's legal rep., the extension request can come from him. No need for rewrite or
further justification, just a chain-of-command thing.

Sincerely,

Bob

1/20/2005
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Robert W. Schuitz, R.G.

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

510-567-6719 (direct)

510-337-9335 (facsimile)

From:
Sent: None
Subject:

Weber, Hayes & Associates
Hydroged ogy ard Ervironmerial Engneering
120 Westgate Drive, W ats onwille, Ca. 95075

(831)722- 3580 (631) @62~ 3100

Site: Harbert Transportation - 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward (Fuel Leak Case RO000047
Hello Bob:

| am wrapping up the Workplan ADDENDUM with SCM which is due today. As requested, l've
refined the SCM with new data from the well survey (over 250 DWR Logs reviewed), adjusted the
proposed cleanup levels to reflect conservative cléanup goals, and incorporated the soil and
groundwater workplan into the same document. The submittal is a complete makeover and
addresses each of the point you made in the December 2nd directive. FYl, I've ATTACHED some
of the revised figures.

The revisions were fairly substantial and 1 didn't set aside enough time to complete the review
process (in house review and as well as our client's attorney). I'm requesting a 1 week extension for
this review (January 27th).

Thank you for your patience.
Sincerely,

Pat Hoban

Senior Geologist

Weber, Hayes and Associates
120 Westgate Drive, Watsonville, CA 95076

1/20/2005




ALAMEDA COUNTY . . '
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY .

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
December 2, 2004 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Jerry Harbert (510) 567-6700

46765 Mountain Cove Dr. FAX (510) 337-9335
Indian Wells, CA 92210

Gregg Petersen

Durham Transportation, Inc.

8001 Mountain Ridge Dr., Ste. 200
Austin, Texas 78759

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000047, Durham Transportation, 19984 Meekiand
Avenue, Hayward, California —~ Request for Workplan Modification

Dear Mr. Harbert:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) has reviewed the July 30, 2004 Soil and
Groundwater Investigation Workplan prepared by Weber, Hayes and Associates and the case
file for the above-referenced site. Three documents were submitted in response to ACEH’s May
13, 2004 directive: July 30, 2004 Revised Site Conceptual Modef, October 14, 2004 Semi-
Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report; and the workplan referenced above. ACEH made four
requests in our May 13, 2004 letter: '

e An updated Site Conceptual Model (SCM);

* A waorkplan for additional soil and groundwater investigation;
» Revised cleanup levels; and

» Ongoing semi-annual groundwater monitoring.

To date, the site conceptual model has not been suitably revised and your workplan does not
adequately address the concerns identified in our May 13, 2004 letter. We reiterate our request
that you update your site conceptual model, and we request that you revise your workplan to
address the following comments. Please submit the requested addendum following the
schedule below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1) Assessment of Deeper Water-Bearing Zone

We reiterate our May 13, 2004, request that you refine your understanding of the regional and
site hydrogeology. We concur with Weber, Hayes' proposal to evaluate the potential impact to
deeper groundwater by drilling and sampling boring CDP-1 adjacent to the former production
well location; however, no depth range for sampling was proposed. Prior to approving your
sampling plan, ACEH requires additional information. Using the information from the well survey
(see Comment 2, below), we request that you determine likely depths and thicknesses of the
Newark Aquifer (Shallow Aquifer and main portion), the Newark Aquitard and other lithologic
units beneath the site. Weber, Hayes states that the Newark Aquifer is most likely the primary
production zone for most of the area's private irrigation and domestic wells. Please i) determine
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the likely depth of the Newark Aquifer beneath the site, i} evaluate the likelihood of the former
onsite production well being screened within the Newark Aquifer, and iii) report your findings in
the workplan addendum requested below. ‘

2) Well Survey

We reiterate our May 13, 2004, request that you review all driller’s logs available from the DWR
and ACPWA for wells within 1/2 mile of the site. Tasks 2 and 3 in Weber, Hayes' July 30, 2004
workplan are acceptable as proposed to meet our request. As stated in our May 13, 2004 letter,
your well survey will provide additional lithologic data which needs to be incorporated in your
cross-sections and will provide the basis for your sampling plan. Accordingly, this task needs to
be complete prior to proposing additional site investigation. Please note that ACEH requires that
you provide location addresses and copies of DWR driller’s reports for all wells identified in your
survey. Please perform the requested well survey, update your SCM as necessary, and report
your findings in the workplan addendum requested below.

3) Site Map

We reiterate our May 13, 2004, request that you prepare a revised map of the site and
downgradient area. Toward this request, Task 4 in Weber, Hayes' July 30, 2004 workplan is
acceptable as proposed; however, additional work is necessary to fully respond to our request.
In addition to surveying monitoring well locations, our May 13, 2004, letter requested that you
map additional structures in the site vicinity. Your revised map needs to include former fuel
island and UST piping locations, offsite buildings, and other structures to help clearly identify the
physical location of your plume and its potential impacts. In meeting this requirement, we
suggest that you accordingly revise Figure 2 in both Weber, Hayes’' workplan and SCM,
provided that this figure is to scale and that additional area north and west of the subject site is
shown. Please prepare the revised site map, update your SCM as necessary, and report your
findings in the workplan addendum requested below.

4) Cleanup Levels

The site USTs were removed in 1989, and approximately 594 cubic yards of contaminated soil
were removed from the site in 2002. The source has been substantially removed and residual
soil concentrations are below the RWQCB-SFBR ESLs. However, site groundwater was most
recently sampled on September 23, 2004, and the highest detected concentrations for the event
were 7,000 ug/L TPHg, 470 ug/L benzene, 86 ug/L toluene, 1,000 ug/L. ethylbenzene, and 2,200
ug/L xylenes, detected in onsite monitoring well MW-5. The 2002 soil excavation appears to
have had minimal, if any, impact on dissolved petroleum hydrocarbon concentration trends.
Groundwater hydrocarbon concentrations have generally remained stable over the past 3 years.
Weber, Hayes stated in their July 2, 2003 Groundwater Moniforing Report that dissolved oxygen
concentrations measured in site monitoring wells suggest that aerobic biodegradation of
petroleum hydrocarbons is occurring at the site; however, no evaluation of the degradation rate
or the contaminant mass remaining has been performed.

Weber, Hayes proposes modified cleanup levels for groundwater as part of their July 30, 2004
Revised SCM, California DHS drinking water Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) multiplied
by a dilution attenuation factor (DAF) of 10 was suggested as a preliminary level for onsite
groundwater. Based on the investigation data submitted to date, no onsite or offsite water wells
have been or are likely to be impacted by the release. Accordingly, ACEH concurs that a DAF of
10 would likely be protective of potential receptors. However, we question Weber, Hayes’
selection of drinking water screening levels, as they do not consistently select the most
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conservative levels, and their rationale supporting selection of the various screening levels is
not clear, :

For example, Weber, Hayes proposes an ethylbenzene level of 7,000 ug/L presumably based
on the historical ethylbenzene MCL. In September 2003, DHS revised the ethylbenzene MCL
downward to 300 ug/L (22 CCR section 64431), and the RWQCB-SFBR ESLs specify an action
fevel of 30 ug/L based on the USEPA secondary MCL. Further, Weber, Hayes' proposed
cleanup goals for TPHg, toluene and xylenes are not based on the most conservative screening
levels as summarized in the RWQCB-SFBR ESLs. Weber, Hayes’ provides no justification to
support their selection. Accordingly, ACEH cannot concur with the proposed cleanup levels for
ethylbenzene, toluene, xylenes and TPHg. ACEH finds the proposed onsite groundwater levels
of 10 ug/L. benzene and 50 ug/L MTBE to be based on the most conservative drinking water
standards, and protective of human health and the environment with respect to other potential
exposure pathways; and therefore acceptable as preliminary levels for active site remediation.

In reconsidering your proposed cleanup levels, please note that the June 1999 East Bay Plain
Groundwater Basin Beneficial Use Evaluation Report by the RWQCB-SFBR identifies the site's
groundwater basin as having both potential and existing beneficial use for municipal water
supply. Further, the July 1995 San Francisco Bay Basin Water Quality Control Plan (the Basin
Plan) indicates that water quality objectives for this area need to be protective of municipal
supply. The Basin Plan refers to the RWQCB-CVR report A Compilation of Water Quality Goals
(most recent version dated August 2003) as a potential source of current water quality
numerical objectives; these same figures can be found in the RWQCB-ESLs, Tables F-1a, F-3
and |-1. We request that you propose revised cleanup levels for groundwater that are protective
of all current and foreseeable future potential receptors likely to be affected by your groundwater
plume. In addition, we request that you identify the applicable cleanup goals (i.e. water quality
objectives) for your site,

Please note that SWRCB Resolution No. 92-49 specifies compliance with cleanup goals and
objectives within a reasonable time frame. Therefore, according to the SWRCB, even if the
requisite level of water quality has not yet been attained, a site may be closed if the level will be
attained within a reasonable period. Active remediation to reduce onsite groundwater
concentrations to Basin Plan water quality objectives, or even to within an order of magnitude of
these objectives, may not be technically or economically feasible. Accordingly, we recommend
that you evaluate i) the historic and likely future rates of biodegradation, ii) the likely time period
required for intrinsic bioremediation of the site to achieve cleanup goals, and iii) the
reasonableness of the anticipated time frame in the context of existing basin and potential future
onsite groundwater use. Provided that Basin Plan water quality objectives will be achieved
within a reasonable time period, and that the site otherwise qualifies as a low risk groundwater
case, ACEH will consider your case for closure. Please present your modified cleanup levels,
including rationale supporting your selection, and state the applicable cleanup goals (i.e., water
quality objectives) in the workplan addendum requested below.

5) Chemical Analyses

In the Revised SCM, Weber, Hayes states that the previous detection of 2,100 ug/L lead in site
groundwater may have heen the result of improper sample collection methods; however, no
data is presented to substantiate this claim. Please revise your sampling plan to include total
lead, in the workplan addendum requested below. Also, we recommend that you evaluate
intrinsic biodegradation that may be occurring at your site. Accordingly, as part of future
groundwater monitoring events, please collect and analyze groundwater samples from both
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within and surrounding the contaminant plume for bioparameters, including: 'DO, ORP,
methane, nitrate, sulfate, and dissolved ferrous iron.

6) Site Conceptual Model

We request that you update your site conceptual model to incorporate the results of additional
work performed pursuant to comments 1 through 4 above. In addition, Weber, Hayes’ July 30,
2004, Revised SCM needs to be further revised to include the following:

A. Summary tables of chemical concentrations in each historically sampled media
(including soil, groundwater and soil vapor). Tables need to include all historical data
(soil and groundwater since 1986) for the site.

B. Evaluation of the likely time period required for the site to meet water quality
objectives. Your evaluation needs to be based on historical trends, intrinsic
bioremediation, and contaminant mass remaining in soil and groundwater. This data
is requested to support the statements regarding natural attenuation made by
Weber, Hayes in their August 22, 2003, closure request and in their March 27, 2003,
letter regarding revised site specific cleanup goals.

C. Current status of assessment of risk to human health and the environment posed by
residual contamination at the site. Please submit a copy of the April 18, 2003
RWQCB email referenced in the Revised SCM, and please reference the appropriate
current documents.

7) Investigation Report
In addition to the report elements proposed by Weber, Hayes, ACEH requests that your final
investigation report include the supporting documentation listed below.
A. Updated local and regional maps showing location of sources, extent of soil and
groundwater contamination for appropriate depth intervals.

B. Updated geologic cross-sections (parallel and perpendicular to the contaminant
plume axis).

C. Identification and listing of any data gaps that require further investigation during
subsequent phases of work.

D. If necessary, proposed activities to investigate and fill data gaps identified above.
TECHNICAL REPORT REQUESTS
Please submit reports to ACEH according to the following schédule:

e January 20, 2005 —- Workplan Addendum with SCM (please submlt a combined single
document)

» 90 days after Workplan Approval —~ Soil and Water Investigation Report
* March 31, 2005 — First Semi-Annual Monitoring Report

* September 30, 2005 - Second Semi-Annual Monitoring Report

ACEH makes this request pursuant to California Health & Safety Code Section 25296.10. CCR
Title 23 Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2728 outline the responsibilities of a
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responsible party in response to a reportable unauthorized release from a petroleum UST
system, and require your compliance with this request.

Ferjury Statement

All workplans and technical reports submitted to ACEH must be accompanied by a cover letter
from the responsible party that states the following: “I declare under penalty of perjury, that the
information and/or recommendations contained in the attached proposal 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.

Professional Certification

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that
workplans 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. Please note that to be considered a valid technical report you 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. Work at your site is required to be designed,
interpreted, and overseen by the appropriately registered professional.

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 County District Attorney or other appropriate agency,
for enforcement. California Health and Safety Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes ACEH
enforcement including administrative action or monetary penalties of up to $10,000 per day for
each day of violation.

Please call me at (510) 567-6719 with any questions regarding this case.
Sincerely,

Robert W. Schultz, R.G. TS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 25 Metro Dr., Ste. 600, San Jose, CA 95110
Pat Hoban, Weber, Hayes and Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mee Ling Tung, ACEH
Donna Drogos, ACEH
Robert Schuitz, ACEH
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Drogos, Donna, Env. Health

= &> ﬁ/“}

From: Lawson, Jeff [jsi@svlg.com]

Sent:  Thursday, July 15, 2004 5:16 PM

To: ddrogos@co.alameda.ca.us

Cc: Aaron Bierman; joe@weber-hayes.com; pat@weber-hayes.com; Craig Drizin
Subject: 19984 Meekland Avenue

Donna,
This cmail is to follow-up to your conversation with Aaron Bierman of Weber Hayes regarding the
19984 Meckland Avenue property. We appreciate your cooperation with Weber Hayes in extending the

due date for the Site Conceptual Model (SCM) and Soil and Groundwater Investigation Workplan (S&GIW) to
July 30, 2004. That is certainly agreeable to my client. We will calendar the new due date.
Thanks.

Jeflrey S. Lawson

Silicon Valley Law Group
25 Metro Drive, Suite 600
San Jose, CA 95110
408-573-5700

(Fax) 408-573-5701
jsl@svlg.com
www.svlg.com

The information contained in this electronic message and any attached documents are confidential, and may be an attorney-
clienl communication. As sach, it may be subject to the attorney-client or work product privileges. If you are not the
intended recipicnt, note that any review, disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic message or
any attached documents is prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please destroy it and notify the
sender immediately by telephone (408.573.5700) or electronic mail. Thank you.

7/15/2004
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Weber, Hayes & Associates

Hydrogeology and Environmental Engineering June 4, 2004
120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076 Project H9042
(831) 722-3580 (831) 862-3100
Fax: {831) 722-1159

Mr. Scott Seery

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

Alameda, California 94502 - 6577

Subject: 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward
RO0000047
Well Completion Report Release Agreement

Dear Mr. Seery:

Per Alameda County Environmental Health Services’ letter dated May 13, 2004, and subsequent
telephone conversations between Environmental Health staff and Weber, Hayes, and Associates, we
have enclosed a Well Completion Report Release Agreement for signature to allow further
investigation of wells near the subject fuel release site.

Please sign the Well Completion Report Release Agreement and return to us in the enclosed
envelope.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions regarding this request, or any
aspect of this project, please call me at (831) 722 - 3580.

Sincerely yours,

Weber, Hayes, and Associates

411"
By:_{ A L —~————

Craig Drizin T
Senior Engin :

GAJOBHY042 hbtwell scarch auth form. wpd




STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER Qovernor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES :

CENTRAL DISTRICT NORTHERN DISTRICT - SAN JOAQUIN DISTRICT SOUTHERN DISTRICT
3251 S Street 2440 Main Street 3374 East Shields Avenue 770 Faimont Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95816 Red Bluff, CA 98080 Fresno, CA 93726 Glendale, CA 91203
(9186) 227-7632 (530) 529-7300 (559) 230-3300 (818) 543-4800

(918) 227-7800(Fax) ) {530} 529-7322 (Fax) (559) 230-3301 (Fax) {818) 543-4804 (Fax)

WELL COMPLETION REPORT RELEASE AGREEMENT—AGENCY
(Government and Regulatory Agencies and their Authorized Agents)

Project/Contract No._{ 714 _efrrin s> 40/2/ W%nty
Y 2 I Vo it
oMy

Township, Range, and Section 7’-77 S . KZMJI. 556770/!)/7“ Radius

(Must include entire study area and a map that shows the area of interest.)

Under California Water Code Section 13752, the agency named below requests permission from
Department of Water Resources to inspect or copy, or for our authorized agent named below to
inspect or copy, Well Completion Reports filed pursuant to Section 13751 to (check one):

Make a study, or,

Perform an environmental cleanup study associated with an unauthorized release of a
contaminant within a distance of 2 miles.

In accordance with Section 13752, information obtained from these reports shall be kept
confidential and shali not be disseminated, published, or made available for inspection by the public
without written authorization from the owner(s) of the well(s). The information shall be used only for
the purpose of conducting the study. Copies obtained shall be stamped CONFIDENTIAL and shall
be kept in a restricted file accessible only to agency staff or the authiorized agent. :

Wersr, Hayes pop Bsoewms  f pueon Covwry Evv. Hemrd -

Authorized Agent Government or Regulatory Agency
/20 WMZA?Z?/Z!UE - H3; HARCoH. PryY PAEw, SVUITE 250
Address Address
. > e
UATSOM NLLIE-  CA GD70 Poawed A, ch, TGPz —65TF

City, State, and Zip Code City, State, and Zip C

Signature G’@ ~ . Signature
CRAME DFT2Z1 1 / : /

s feﬁ%‘q(s' %9@04 les7

Title  SENIR & WEFELR. Tile <7,

Telephone ( €3y 7722~ 3=zgp Telephone (57=) SZ7- ¢ »&3
Fax (BY) F22— /ST Fax (572) 337~ 933¢°
Date Lt Yoo Date &-~7-<5”

E-mail sz'dff:ﬁ@, w‘eg«&r‘f'df)/ff- “’ME-_ma.!.! 55207?-» Sé?é-ﬁ}/ &~ ‘1%, LS s N ?
v}
6 June 2001




ALAMEDA COUNTY ’}‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

RO0G000047 . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
113t Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
May 13, 2004 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{610) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Jerry Harbert
46765 Mountain Cove Drive
Indian Wells, CA 92210

Gregg Petersen

Durham Transportation, Inc.

9001 Mountain Ridge Drive, Ste. 200
Austin, TX 78759

RE: SWI, SCM and Case Closure Request for Durham Transportation, 19984 Meekland Avenue,
Alameda County

Dear Messrs. Harbert and Petersen:

This letter follows a review of the fuel leak case file for the above referenced stte, up to and including the
August 22, 2003 Weber, Hayes & Associates (WHA) report entitled “Fuel Leak Case Closure Request”, with
incorporated Site Conceptual Model (SCM}, well/conduit study, and 2" quarter 2003 well sampling results.
Case review also included review of site cleanup goals for both soil and groundwater as presented in the March
27, 2003 WHA report entitled “Proposed Site Specific Cleanup Goals — Revised”. '

Your request for ¢ase closure is denied at this time. Additional information is needed before case closure may
again be considered. This letter presents a request to revise the SCM and site cleanup goals, submit a Soil and
Water Investigation (SWI) work plan, and submit additional technical information. These requests are in
accordance with provisions of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 16,
Article 11, “Corrective Action Requirements”; State Water Resources Control Board Resolution 9249, “Policies
and Procedure for Investigation, Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges Under Water Code Section 13304”; and
the Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) Water Quality Control Plan for the basin.

The following technical comments address investigation and related performance objectives that shall be
considered as part of the required SWI and revised SCM. We request that you prepare and submit an SWI
work plan, and affiliated documents, by July 13, 2004.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Site Conceptual Model

Starting with a critical review of the conduit study and data from previous investigations for this site,
you are to continue development of a comprehensive three-dimensional SCM of site conditions. An
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 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
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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
considered “validated™. The validated SCM forms the foundation for developing the most cost-effective
final Corrective Action Plan (CAP).

We have identified, based on review of existing data and the current SCM, what we see as key arcas
where the SCM should be refined. We have described in this letter several tasks we believe will provide
useful new data in pursuit of refinement of the SCM.

The current SCM states that shallow groundwater near the site is not a drinking water source and there
are no nearby horizontal or vertical conduits that could serve as paths for petroleum hydrocarbens to
reach deeper groundwater. According to the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board’s
(RWQCB) Basin Plan, however, groundwater encountered in this area of the East Bay Plain is
considered a potential drinking water source. Based on well permits filed with the Alameda County
Public Works Agency (ACPWA), approximately 50 irrigation and/or domestic wells are known to be
located within a %2 mile radius of the site. Of those, approximately 46 are completed to dépths of 100° or
less, and approximately 15 of these are completed to depths 0f 65” or less. Many of these wells are
located <1000 feet of the site. We understand that completion logs for these permitted wells have not
been reviewed. The presence of unpermitted wells within a ¥4 mile radius of the site is unknown.

Logs for permitted wells within this /% mile radius should be acquired and reviewed to determine screen
intervals and gain a better understanding of the regional geology. Based on the number of permitted
wells identified in this area, it appears prudent as well to perform a neighborhood search for unpermitted
wells. If discovered, unpermitted well locations are to be mapped. Once well construction for all wells
is determined and incorporated into the interpretation of regional geology, a series of regional cross
sections should be prepared. In addition, use histories and pumping rates are to be determined for, at a
minimum, both permitted and unpermitted production wells located within 1000° of the subject site.
Mass transport rates from source to these wells should be determined.

The current set of cross sections for this project, initially presented in the December 27, 2002 WHA
report entitled “Proposed Site-Specific Clean-up Goals, Groundwater Monitoring Report — Third
Quarter 2002, should be incorporated into the revised SCM. However, we request that boring logs
depicted on this series of ¢ross sections be reviewed again to ensure sections accurately reflect
lithologies and total depths identified in the noted logs. Our review identified some possible errors in
lithologies and total depths for select borings (e. g., DP-2} appearing in the sections. Further,
interpretations of the lateral continuity of logged lithologies, particularly in section A — A’, is far too
speculative and should be revised to reflect more uncertainty where distances between logged borings
are great (e.g., DP-1 to MW-10).

We also request that areas of the site that were subjected to remedial soil excavation activities be
appropriately depicted on the cross sections where section lines bisect these areas. An additional cross
section should also be drawn to include wells MW-3, MW-5, MW-6, MW-11, and other suitable
borings along that general trend, which may include off-site private wells (e.g., 3S/2W 17C2) and any
additional borings along that trend completed as a component of the pending SWIL

A large format (e.g., 2 x 3”) regional map of the site and surrounding area should also be provided at a
scale suitable for clearly showing salient features of the site and adjoining properties, such as buildings
and other structures, streets, sidewalks, project monitoring wells and borings, and private wells
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(production, test, irrigation, and monitoring wells, whether active, destroyed, or abandoned, as
appropriate). This map should be provided with the updated SCM. Please be certain that the locations
of all salient features (i.e., wells, borings, structures) are correctly located on this and all other produced
maps. Well and boring locations are to be based on survey plats. This is mentioned due to well location
discrepancies noted between maps produced at various times (e.g., MW-9 location depicted on Fig. 2 of
2/14/01 and 6/24/03 WHA reports).

In addition, we have been informed that planned redevelopment of the subject site will be residential. ‘
Please provide a copy of the development plan that shows the locations of planned structures and type
of construction, if available at this time.

The SCM should be revised to reflect the issues presented, above.

You are requested to use the revised SCM to help you determine the appropriate locations and
configuration for samplings points in the pending SWI phase of work at this site. Please discuss in the
SWI work plan your analysis and interpretation of the revised SCM, and explain your rationale for the
configuration of proposed sampling points.

Your attention is directed to API Publication No. 4699 as a resource for development of the SCM. Your
attention is also directed to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) “Guidelines for
Investigation and Cleanup of MTBE and Other Ether-Based Oxygenates, Final Draft”, dated March 27,
2000, to help in development and strategies for refinement of the SCM, among other related tasks.

2. Contaminant Plume Definition - Soil and Groundwater Investigation

The purpose of this SWI is to determine the three-dimensional extent of contamination in soil and
groundwater, local geology and hydrogeology, and a demarcation of potential geogenic preferential
flow pathways. We request that a suitable number of multilevel sampling points be completed to
determine petroleum hydrocarbon impacts to deeper zones of the local water bearing zone(s), and to tie
together lithologies identified in logs of production wells in proximity to the site with those identified
during the course of this investigation. The scope of this work should be substantially based on the
review of such logs, interpretations of regional geology, the revised SCM, and identified data gaps.

Historic investigations have been limited to depths of ~ 45° below grade (bg) or less. A previous
Geoprobe® investigation conducted by AGI Technologies (AGI, 8/12/96) focused solely on the
collection of first encountered groundwater. This work included the completion of ten (10) off-site
sample points, some of which where emplaced over 200° from the site and in the direction of offsite
production wells. Soil samples were not collected nor were boring logs produced.

Known irmgation and domestic wells in proximity to the site (<1000°) have total depths of between ~ 45
and 91° BG. The scope of the pending SWI should reflect off-site production well completion depths,
their spatial locations relative to the site and calculated groundwater flow directions, and the goal of
determining potential impacts to water-bearing zones across which these wells are screened.

Conventional investigation techniques and monitoring well networks currently used at fuel leak sites are
generally insufficient to adequately characterize petroleum hydrocarbon impacts. It is recommended
that your investigation incorporate expedited site assessment techniques and borings (e.g., Geoprobe,
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CPT, etc.). The borings are to be continuously cored and logged, with close attention paid to changes in
lithologies that might facilitate solute transport (e.g., silty/sandy stringers in otherwise fine grained
sediments). The methodology employed should minimize the potential for cross-contamination.

Soi]l samples should be collected for laboratory analysis at 5-foot intervals, areas of obvious
contamination, the soil/groundwater interface, and at each lithologic change noted during boring
advancement, at a minimum. Water samples are to be collected at discrete depths to total depth
explored. As discussed previously, detailed cross-sections, fence diagrams, structural contours and
isopachs, and rose diagrams for groundwater flow (incorporating all historic data), should be
subsequently incorporated into the SWI report and SCM, as appropriate. Cross-sections should be
scaled to clearly illustrate subsurface lithologies, including the locations of stringers and other zones of
relatively higher permeability.

The monitoring of multiple discrete water-bearing zones with short-screened intervals may be
anticipated, depending on what is discovered through revision to the SCM and outcome of the SWI.

Generally, if such muitilevel wells appear appropriate, these screened intervals should not be greater
than 2’ in length. We will expect that the SWI Report will propose the locations of additional sample
points, or wells, the anticipated well screen depths, their configurations (e.g., well cluster or multi-
level), and the reasoning behind the location and configuration of each should they appear necessary to
further define the plume and refine the SCM.

Discuss your proposal for performing this work outlined, above, in the SWI work plan. The updated
SCM is to be presented and discussed in the SWI work plan to justify your proposed scope of work.

Expedited site assessment tools and methods are a scientifically valid and cost-effective approach to
fully define the three-dimensional extent of the plume. Technical protocol for expedited site
assessments are provide in the US EPA “Expedited Site Assessment Tools for Underground Storage
Tank Sites: A guide for Regulators” (EPA 510-B-97-001), dated March 1997.

3. Corrective Action Plan

The purpose of the CAP is to use the information obtained during investigation activities to propose
cost-effective final cleanup objectives and remedial alternatives for both soil and groundwater impacts
that will adequately protect human health and safety, the environment, eliminate nuisance conditions,
and protect water resources. The current cleanup goals, as presented in the March 27, 2003 WHA report
entitled “Proposed Site Specific Cleanup Goals — Revised”, do not adequately protect against impacts to
groundwater based on its status as a potential drinking water aquifer according to the RWQCB Basin
Plan.

In such circumstances, cleanup objectives are considered the published drinking water Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCL} at the point of potential exposure, i.e., at the welthead. However, you may
propose cleanup “goals” that differ from the MCLs such that the proposed goals reflect a maximum
plume concentration that may migrate beyond the borders of the subject site. A goal of 10x the MCL
would be considered a reasonable proposal.

Please submit your updated cleanup goals with the revised SCM.
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4. Routine monitoring well sampling and reporting

Wells associated with the investigation at this site have not been sampled and monitored, and the results
submitted, since the sampling event that occurred during June 2003. Please include analyses for EPA
Method 8260 compounds, including the lead scavengers 1,2-DCA and EDB, among others.

Sampling, monitoring, and reporting shall be reinstated on a semi-annual schedule until further notice
beginning 3™ Quarter 2004,

TECHINCAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports according to, or otherwise comply with, the following schedule:
July 13, 2004 — Work for Soil and Water Investigation

July 13, 2004 — Revised Site Conceptual Model

96 Days from SWI Work Plan Appreval — Soil and Water Investigation Report (which contains the results of
the recent SWI assessment work, and a proposal for appropriate additional work, if applicable)

October 15, 2004 — Semiannual Report for the Third Quarter 2004
April 15, 2005 - Semiannual Report for the First Quarter 2005
October 15, 2005 — Semiannual Repott for the Third Quarter 2005

These reports and work plans are being requested pursuant to the Regional Board’s authority under Section
13267(b) of the California Water Code. Each technical report shall inclnde conclusions and
recommendations for the next phases of work required at the site should more appear necessary to refine
the SCM. We request that all required work be performed in a prompt and timely manner, as suggested by the
noted schedule, above. Revisions to this schedule shall be requested in writing with appropriate justification for
anticipated delays.

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that all work plans
and technical reports containing professional geologic or engineering evaluations and/or judgments be
completed under the direction of an appropriately-registered or certified professional. This registered or
certificd professional shall sign and wet stamp all such reports and work plans.

All reports and work plans are to be submitted under cover, signed under penalty of perjury, by the Responsible
Party(ies) who have taken a lead role in compliance with corrective action directives.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

[f 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 Alameda County
District Attormey, 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 6.76.




- Messrs. Harbert and Petersen . ' .

Re: Durham Transportation, 19984 Meekland Ave., Alameda County
May 13, 2004
Page 6 of 6

I can be reached at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely, P

\

/
. Seery, R.
Hazardous Materfals Specialist

c Roger Brewer, RWQCB
Dave Charter, SWRCB UST Fund
Jeffrey S. Lawson, SVLG, 152 North 3" St., Ste. 900, San Jose, CA 95112
Craig B. Drizin, Weber, Hayes & Assoc., 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
D. Drogos :
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Weber, Hayes & Associates

Hydrogeoilogy and Environmental Engineering September 12, 2003
120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076 Project HO042
(831) 722-3580 (831) 662-3100

Fax: (831) 722-1158

Alameda County
ero 1 2009

Mr. Scott Seery

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

Alameda, California 94502 - 6577

Subject: STID 1879, 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward
Request to Change Groundwater Monitoring Frequency to Annual pending Case
Closure Review

Dear Mr. Seery:

Per your telephone conversation with Joe Hayes of Weber, Hayes, and Associates, we request that the
groundwater monitoring and reporting frequency at the former Harbert Transportation facility, 19984
Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California., be changed from quarterly to annual pending review of this
case for closure. We are making this request on behalf of our client, Mr. Jerry Harbert, the former site
owner and responsibie party in the fuel leak case at this site.

Our most recent Fuel Leak Case Closure Request and Groundwater Monitoring Report - Second Quarter
2003 (Weber, Hayes, and Associates, August 22, 2003) presents our request for closure of the fuel leak case
based on;

. Removing petroleum hydrocarbon-contaminated soil from the source area around the removed
underground storage tanks and appurtenant piping to below site-specific cleanup goals

. Six consecutive quarters of post-cleanup groundwater monitoring indicating that dissolved
petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations aie below site-specific cleanup goals

. A Well/Conduit Search indicating that shallow groundwater near the site is not a drinking water
source and that there are no nearby horizontal or vertical conduits that could serve as paths for
petroleum hydrocarbons to reach deeper groundwater

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions regarding this request, or any aspect
of this project, please call me at (831) 722 - 3580.

Sincerely yours,

Weber, Hayes, and Associates

By:
Craig Drizin
Senior Enginee

¢ Jerry Harbert
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group

GAAJOBAH9042 et\QMAREDfreq.wpd
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Seery, Scoft, Env. Health

From: Seery, Scott, Env. Health

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2003 2:35 PM
To: ‘craig@weber-hayes.com'’
Subject: 19984 Meekland Ave site

Craig

This is sent in follow-up to our telephone conversation today.

It meets with my approval for Weber, Hayes & Assoclates, on behalf of the identified
responsible party{ies), to conduct a well/ conduit ssarch. I would alsc suggest that this
work be expanded, if not already completed, to include an evaluation of all potential
preferential pathways (e.g.,utilities, storm drains, etc.). Hence, the survey should
inciude, among other possible components, the submittal of map(s) showing the location and
depths of all utility lines and trenches identified in the study. You should also
identify the presence of all wells within 1/2 mile radius of the site (i.e., monitoring
and production wells; active, inactive, standby, destroyed, abandoned), details of their
censtruction, where available, and an interpretation of their possible contribution to
plume dispersal, shcould there be any.

These data should be used in refinement of the three-dimensiocnal "Site Conceptual Model"
(SCM) for this project.

Please call me at 510-567-6783 should you have any questions.

Scott
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*Gholami, Amir, Env. Health

From: Roger Brewer [Rdb@rb2.swrch.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2003 3:26 PM L r /% I
To: AGholami@co.alameda.ca.us .z ’/) / ) 7
Subject: Harbért Transportation

ponll o+
Amir,

I reviewed the Proposed Site-Specific Cleanup Goals for the Harbert
Transportation property in Hayward. The development and basis of the
screening levels presented in Tables 1 (soil} and 2 (groundwater) is
inadequately explained and I am unable to complete the review without
additional information. Proposed cleanup levels for both soil and
groundwater are not adequately protective of human health and the
environment or protection of groundwater quality. Below are more
detailed comments.

The following information should be clearly provided for each
chemical:

1. Target risk (use 10-6 for ALL carcinogens)

2. Toxicity factors used

3. Physiochemical constants used

Equations used to calculate screening levels for specific concerns
should be summarized (e.g., in an appendix). The basis for each
selected screening level should be clearly noted and discussed in the
text {e.g., leaching concerns).

The proposed groundwater goals for TPH and BTEX are inadequate.
Groundwater should be considered a potential source of drinking water.
Reference should be made to our Table F of our Risk-Based Screening
Levels document {(December 2001} for appropriate goals. Drinking water
goals should be selected as the lowest of primary ({(toxicity) and
secondary {taste & odor) standards or eguivalents. The need to
aggressively remediate groundwater to meet drinking water goals should
be based on the potential for the plume to migrate offsite (based on
monitoring), the location of the gite to producing wells, and the
location of the site with respect to surface water bodies.

The proposed soil goals for toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes are not
adequately protective of groundwater quality (leaching concerns).
vadose-zone scil should be remediated to ensure that groundwater
directly beneath the site is not impacted above drinking water goals.

The proposed residential direct-exposure goal for benzene (1.8 mg/kg)
is an order of magnitude higher than expected. Information provided was
inadequate to determine how the goal was calculated.

Nuisance-based goals should also be developed {see RBSL document).

I strongly recommend that they review our RBSL document before revising
the report. This should be the case for any risk assessments submitted
to your office for review in the future. Send a note or give me a call
if you have any questions.

Reoger D. Brewer

San Francisco Bay RWQCB

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
Oakland, CA 94612

tel: 1-510-622-2374
fax: 1-510-622.2460
rdberb2.swrch.ca.gov




ALAMEDA COUNTY [ )

4

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
113t Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
. (510) 567-6700
STID 1879 FAX (510} 337-9335

October 23, 2002

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert

Durham Transportation ‘ 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 indian Wells, CA 92210
Austin, TX ?8759-7%52 ' ' '

Re: Property at 19884 Me]x‘ekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert: |

| have received and reviewed “Groundwater Monitoring Report-Second Quarter 2002" dated
September 12, 2002, prepared by Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the
above referenced site. | would like to make the following comments regarding this report.

. MW-5 well indicated 1,500ppb, 24ppb, and ND level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE
respectively. This also reflects an increase in the concentrations of the constituents.
Both trends in concentrations can be associated to the groundwater levels at different
times as well per this repot.

. MW-9 well, presently the most contaminated well, indicated 5.100ppb, 140ppb, and ND
level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE respectively. This indicates -an increase since the
Jast analysis and past over-excavation activity and removal of approximately 594 cubic
yard soit and 3,000 gallons of groundwater.

« There was no MTBE detected in any of the soil and or groundwater samples.

. Per this report and figure 2 within this report, groundwater flow is moving westerly at
0.002 ft/ft. |

« Depth to groundwater was measured from 22.56 to 24.07 bgs.
| concur with the recommendations made by Craig Drizin regarding the continuation of the

monitoring plan as specified within this report as well as calculation of clean up levels for PHCs
with no calculated clean up levels.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.




|
Sincerely,
|

Qi (N

!
Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Aimaden Blvd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
»}e/{ Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,
A 95112

Miles
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Division of Clean Water Programs

1001 T Street * Sacramento, California 95814
Winston H. Hickox P.O. Box 944212 = Sacramento, California « 94244-2120
Secretary for (916) 341-5714 « FAX (916) 341-5806 + www.swrch.ca.gov/cwphome/usicf Gray Davis
Environmental

Protection  The energy challenge facing California is veal. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy Consumption.
For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our website at www.swreb.ca.gov.
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Durham Transportation, Inc. 2’00?
5011 Mountain Ridge Prive, Suite 200
Austin, TX 78759

4
Q State \gater Resources Control Board

Governor

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND (FUND), NOTICE OF INTENDED
REMOVAL FROM PRIORITY LIST, CLAIM NUMBER 004316, SITE ADDRESS: 19984
MEEKLAND AVE, HAYWARD

This 1s to notify you that during the detailed review of your application, it has been determined
that your claim for the subject site is not eligible for reimbursement in the Underground Storage
Tank Cleanup Fund. Therefore, it 1s being proposed that your claim be removed from the
Priority List based on the following reason:

Petroleum Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Regulations, Section 2813.3.(a)(2) states in
part: the claimant fails to provide necessary documentation or information, or...

The Fund has requested the subject claimant to return Letter of Commitment (LOC) documents
within 10 days of receipt. To date, the LOC documents have not been returned.

If you disagree with this Staff Decision, you may appeal to the Division Chief pursuant to
Section 2814.1 of the Petroleum Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Regulations. If you
would like review of the decision by the Fund Manager, please submit your request along with
any additional documentation to: ‘

Allan V. Patton, Fund Manager, Claim #004316
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

P. O. Box 944212

Sacramenio, CA 94244-2120

A request to the Fund Manager must include, at a minimum: (1) a statement describing how the
claimant is damaged by the prior Staff Decision; (2) a description of the remedy or outcome
desired; and (3) an explanation of why the claimant believes the Staff Decision is erroneous,
inappropriate or improper.

If you do not request a review by the Fund Manager within thirty (30) calendar days from the

date of this letter, the Staff Decision will then become final and conclusive and your claim will
be removed from the Priority List at the end of the 30 day period.

California Epvironmental Profection Agency

Q’:’ Recycled Paper
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Durham Transportation-Travis Bldg. -2-

If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 341-5714.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Shari Kmieriem
Claims Review Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Lustis Case #: 01-0521

cc: Mr. Steve Morse Ms. Donna Drogos
RWQCB, Region 2 Alameda County EHD
1515 Clay Street, Ste. 1400 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd F1.
Qakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Profection Agency

o
QY Recycled Paper
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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
: Atameda, CA 84502-6577
STID 1879 {510} 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335
January 28, 2002

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541 Q O ({7

Dear Mr. Harbert:

I have received and reviewed “Request for Additional Time to Include Excavation Results in -
Fourth Quarter 2001 Groundwater Monitoring Report”, faxed January 28, 2002, prepared by
your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above referenced
site.

This report indicates that MW-5 and MW-9 are the wells with more concentrations of the _
contaminants than other wells. MW-5 well revealed 780ppb, 21ppb, and <5ppb level for TPH-g,
Benzene, and MTBE respectively. This represent a slight decrease in the concentrations of the
constituents. '

MW-9 well, is the most contaminated well at the site, which revealed up to 6,400ppb, 640ppb,
and <1.5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE respectively. There seems to be some
increase in concentrations of the constituents since the previous analysis.

None of the wells has ever revealed any concentrations of MTBE in the samples.

Groundwater flow gradient seems to be moving in the west-northwest direction.

You may postpone submittal of the groundwater monitoring report along with the excavation
results to March 1, 2002.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.



Sincerely,

A .
;/K__.._

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonwlle CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Grougp, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,
CA 95112

files



-

Il

\
ALAMEDA COUNTY ® 4 @

“HEALTH CARE SERVICES 0D
' AGENCY :.'i
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

F ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
, - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

' b Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 1879 /Q/O\K/] (510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

January 28, 2002

Gregg Petersen : Jerry Harbert
Durham Transportation ' 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210
Austin, TX 78759-7252 ‘

¥

. 4
Re: Property at 19#84 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I have received and reviewed “Request for Additional Time to Include Excavation Results in -
Fourth Quarter 2001 Groundwater Monitoring Report”, faxed January 28, 2002, prepared by
your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above referenced
site.

This report indicates that MW-5 and MW-9 are the wells with more concentrations of the
contaminants than other wells. MW-5 well revealed 780ppb, 21ppb, and <5ppb level for TPH-g,
Benzene, and MTBE respectively. This represent a slight decrease in the concentrations of the
constituents. '

MW-9 well, is the most contaminated well at the site, which revealed up to 6,400ppb, 640'ppb,
and <1.5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE respectively. There seems to be some
increase in concentrations of the constituents since the previous analysis.

None of the wells has ever revealed any concentrations of MTBE in the samples.

Groundwater flow gradient seems to be moving in the west-northwest direction.

You may postpone submittal of the groundwater monitoring report along with the excavation
results to March 1, 2002.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.




Sincerely,

I

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: { Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonvrlle CA 95076
r. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Bivd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose
CA 95112

files
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FROM :WEBER-HAYES & QSSDCIQTES__' FAX NO, 18317221159 .Jan. 14 2082 B6:1426M Pl

Woeber, Hayes & Associates @(} L("’f?

Hydrogeology and Environmental Engineering
120 Westgats Dr., Watsanvifla, CA 96078
{831} 722-3580 {831 662-3100
Fax: {831) 722-1159

FAX TRANSMISSION Page 10f 1
JM 14 2002 (s"10) 377- 7335

Mr. Amir Gholami, REHS _

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

Alameda, California

94502 - 6577

RE: Harbert Transportation Site, 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward

Mr. Gholami,

As discussed In the field on 1/10/02, our Interim Remedial Action was successiul in
removing contaminated materials to a depth of 40 feet below ground surface. In fact, field
conditions were favorable and allowed us to remove more contaminated material than
originally anticipated, Caving sands at the groundwater interface allowed us to remove
more contamination from each shaft.

Due to additional contamination removed from our site, our time, and our subcontractors
time onsite has increased, as well as costs for transport, disposal, and backfilling materials.
In addition, We pumped a total of 3,000 gallons of impacted groundwater, 1,000 gallons
over our original estimated quantity. Groundwater disposal costs have also increased.
Other minor anticipated cost increases are from traffic control, street sweeping mandated
by Alameda County Public Works Department, and a subcontractor to replace the fence.

Weber, Hayes and Associates does not expecis costs to increase more than 10% of the
original total project costs of $106,608. Plaase review and approve our esfimated increase
in costs for our Interim Remedial Action.

Thank you for your patience and cooperation on this job.

Sincerely,

| 7‘4@” EW

Aaron Bierman

Weber, Hayes and Associates
Senior Staff (Geologist

cell: (831) 334-2237
office:{831) 722-3680

ENAJORBOAZ. hhl\ncehs, WPD




ALAMEDA CQUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suile 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-6700
FAX {510} 337-9335
STID 1879

January 14, 2002

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert S
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252
Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I have received and reviewed Interim Remediai Action (IRA) document faxed on January 14,
2002, prepared by Mr. Aaron Bierman of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above
referenced site.

As you are aware, over-excavation activity for'source removal, calculations of clean up fevels
for PHCs in the area, placement of Oxygen Releasing Compound in grounwater to further
stimulate natural remediation, and continual quarterly groundwater monitoring had been
proposed concerning the above referenced site.

The above document indicates that an extensive over-excavation was performed up to a depth
of 40 Feet below grade with better than anticipated results due to caving in of sands at the
groundwater interface. However, the overall cost of this IRA exceeded the original estimation
by about 10 percent due to several factors including increased cost of transportation, disposal,
backfilling materials, as well as other factors as required during the field activities. Per our
discussion in the field the 10% increase in cost is acceptable to this office and you were
requested to proceed further with the source removal activity.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (510)-567-6876.




Sincerely,

e —

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Bivd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,
CA 95112

files




ALAMEDACOUNTY @
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency birector

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 1879 Alameda, CA D4502-6577
‘ " (510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335
November 29, 2001

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert

Durham Transportation - 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 indian Wells, CA 92210
Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I am in receipt of “Status Report-UST Assessment and Clean up” dated November 12, 2001,
prepared by your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above
referenced site. '

Per this report, MW-8 well, the most contaminated well, revealed 3,400ppb, 270ppb, and <5ppb
level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE respectively. This indicates a slight decrease in
concentrations of the constituents.

MW-5 well revealed 2,300ppb, 46ppb, and <5ppbevel for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE
respectively. This.well reflects a slight increase in the concentrations of the constituents as well
as MW-9 well. :

MTBE has not been detected in any of the soil and or groundwater samples.
Groundwater flow is moving in a westerly direction per Figure 4 within this report.

| concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates as indicated in this
report. This includes over-excavation activities in the necessary areas for source removal,
calculations of clean up levels for PHCs in the area, placement of Oxygen Releasing
Compound to further stimulate natural remediation, and continual quarterly groundwater
monitoring as specified within this and previous report.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.




Sincerely,

Y
-~

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Bivd., 8" floor,

San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,

CA 95112 :

files
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\(@‘ .. State Viiter Resources Contrd@Board

Division of Clean Water Programs
1001 T Streeet « Sacramento, Calitornia 95814

Winsten 1, Hickox PO Bux 944212 + Sacramento, Califomia » $4244-2120
,_\e'a'."n'mn for P61 3-3757 « FAX(O10) M1-53300 » www swrel.eagoviewphome/usiet Gray Davis
Favaronmeenial (rovernoe
Protection The cnergy chaffense facing California i real. Every Californion neeids (o ke immediate action (o reduce encrgy constimpiion.

Foar o list of sunple wavs vou can reduce demand aid cur vour cnergy costs, see onr website at www.swreh.od. gov.
October 4, 2001

Jerry Harbert
46765 Mountain Cove Dr 00]‘
indian Wells, CA 92210 {71 2097

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,
CLAIM NO. 003377, PA#4
SITE ADDRESS: 19534 MEEKLAND AVE, HAYWARD, CA $4541

[ have reviewed your request, received on September 21, 2001, for pre-approval of corrective
action costs. 1 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 June 18, 2001, Weber, Hayes & Associates workplan approved by the Alameda
County EHD {County) in their June 26, 2001 letter, is $ 17,384; 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.

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 raust 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 Envirommental Protection Agency

,
Ry Recypcled Paper
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Jerry Harbert -2- October 4, 2001
Claim No. 003377, PA# 7

COST PRE-APPROVAIL BREAKDOWN

# Task* Amount Pre- Comments
Approved

This cost includes all time and material
associated with this task. (QMRs of 11

L | QMRs of 11 MW for 4 Events $17,384 MW for 4 events ). Copies of all reports
must be submitted to the Fund at the time
of reimbursement.

L TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $17,384

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Weber, Hayes & Associates’s September 18, 2001 cost
estimate.

e 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.

¢ Ifadifferent scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs
on the new scope of work. '

o Although I have referred to the Weber, Hayes & Associates 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 September 18, 2001 by Weber, Hayes & Associates

for conducting the work approved by the County.

[ 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 fuiture 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.

Cafifornia Envirenmental Profection Agency

~
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Jerry Harbert -3- October 4, 2001
Claim No. 003377, PA R 7

Please insure that your consultant prepares their invoices to include the required breakdown
of costs on a time and materials basis, that inveiced 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:

» 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) 341-5757.

Sincerely,

S Koo .

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

Enclosure
cc: Ms. Susan Hugo
Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency

o
L3 Recyeled Paper




‘"'Q State Viliter Resources ContrdBoard

Division of Clean Water Programs
HHH E Street « Sacramento, Calitornia 95814
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Jerry Harbert
46765 Mountain Cove Dr £EP a ?'200
Indian Wells, CA 92210 7

August 30, 2001

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 003377,
SITE ADDRESS: 19984 MEEKLAND AVE, HAYWARD, CA 94541

[ have reviewed your request, received on August 3, 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
compieting the June 18, 2001, Weber, Hayes & Associates workplan approved by the Alameda
County EHD (County) in their June 26, 2001 letter, is $106,616; 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.

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.
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Jerry Harbert -2- August 30, 2001
Claim No. 003377, PARG

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Task* Amount Pre-Approved Comments
1 Calculate cleanup levels for
Pre-Field Activities $4,420 contaminats whose cleanup levels

have not been established.

This task also includes all cost
associated with the preparation of
a Site Health and Safety Plan,
Workplan & Report-= $5,580 Clearing Utilities and Project
Coordination. A copy of the Final
report must be submitted to the
Fund at the time of reimbursement,
This cost includes all time and
material associated with the over-
excavation of approximately 1,000
cubic yards, drilling & sampling,
excavating & sampling, ORC for
enhanced Biodegradation and

3 | Excavation $47,832 excavation backfilling &
compaction. Note: If more than
1,000 cubic yeards needs to be
excavated, pre-approval must be
obtained or full reimbursment may
be jeopardized. This cost also
included markup.

Copies of all disposal manifests
{soil & groundwater) must be

Soil & Groundwater Disposal $48,784 submitted to the Fund at the time
of reimbursement. This cost also
included markup.

b2

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $106,616
* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Weber, Hayes & Asscciates’s July 13, 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.

e Ifadifferent scope of work becomes necessary, then you must request pre-approval of costs
on the new scope of work.

Californig Environmenital Protection Agency
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Jerry Harbert -3- ©August 30, 2001
Claim No. 003377, PA # 6

e Although [ have referred to the Weber, Hayes & Assoctates 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 July 13, 2001 by Weber, Hayes & Associates for
conducting the work approved by the County.

[ 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. [f you need assistance in procuring contractor and consultant services, don’t hesitate {o
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:

o subcontractor invoices,
e technical reports, when available, and
* 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: Ms. Susan Hugo
Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FL
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
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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
STID 1879 Alameda, CA 94502-6577 '
(510) 567-6700

August 15, 2001 FAY (510) 337-9335

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert _
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252
Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

This office is in receipt of “Groundwater Monitoring report- First Quarter 2000” dated July 24,
2001 prepared by your consuitant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the
above referenced site.

According to this report, MW-5 well, the most contaminated well, revealed 6,500ppb, 120ppb,
and <5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE respectively. There has been a slight
decrease in some of the constituents since the previous analysis.

MW-9 well on the other hand revealed 8,300ppb, 330ppb, and <5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene,
and MTBE respectively. This reflects a slight increase in the concentrations of the constituents
since the last analysis. Both MW-5 and MW-9 wells appear to be have some oscillation in the
concentrations of the constituents.

MTBE was not detected in any of the soil and or groundwater samples.

Figure 4 reveals groundwater flow to be moving in a westerly direction.

Per my previous letter | concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze &
Associates as indicated in this report. This includes over-excavation in the area suspected of
contributing pollutant to groundwater, calculations of clean up levels for PHCs in the area,
placement of Oxygen Releasing Compound to further stimulate natural remediation, and
continual quarterly groundwater monitoring as specified within this and previous report.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.



Sincerely,

-

\p—

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Aimaden Bivd., g™ floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,
CA 95112 :

files




SILICON VALLEY LAW GROUP

Jeffrey S. Lawson ALAW CORPORATION isl@svlg.com

3 July 2001

VIA FACSIMILE and FEDERAL EXPRESS

q
Ms. Mee Ling Tung e :

Director of Environmental Health
Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, Ca 54502

Re:  Durham Transportation Property
19984 Meekland Ave. Hayward California
Second Request For Transfer to the Regional Water Quality Control Board

Dear Ms. Tung:

This letter 1s to request that oversite for the above referenced property be
transferred to the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). This request is
necessary because of the recent threats by, Mr. Amir Gholami, the person assigned by the
Department of Environmental Health to oversee the site cleanup, to impede the prompt
cleanup of the site. The facts supporting this request are as follows.

On June 18, 2001 Weber Hayes & Associates filed an Additional Site Assessment
and Groundwater Monitoring Report as requested by the Department of Environmental
Health. On Friday of that week, June 22, 2001, I called the staff person assigned this
project, Mr. Gholami, who was not in and left him a voicemail message pointing out that
there had been a substantial delay in the remediation of this site, that Mr. Harbert has
cancer and that I was anxious to have this site remediated as quickly as possible. I also
pointed out that this site is recetving reimbursement from the Underground Storage Tank
Cleanup Fund and there is a recommendation in the Weber Hayes report for additional
excavation. Before we can seek pre-approval from the Cleanup Fund, we need written
authorization from the Department of Health, approving the proposed work. The
Cleanup Fund will not pre-approve work plans that are not directed in writing by the
local environmental agency. For these reasons, 1 asked Mr. Gholami to provide us with
that written approval as quickly as possible.

By Tuesday, June 26, 2001, I still had not received a return phone call from Mr.
Gholami. [ therefore called him again and when I got his voicemail again, I selected the
option to speak to the operator so that I could see if he could be found. Instead of getting

{10008231.DOCGASVLGDOCSMZ I32M001M 000823 1.DOC
152 N, Third Strect, Suite 900 « San Jose, CA 95112 « Tel: (408) 286-6100 = Facsimile: (408} 286-1400 » www.svlg.com




the operator, [ was placed into another voicemail box where I left a message for Mr.
Gholami asking that he expedite the written approval of the consultant’s
recommendations. I did not file a complaint against Mr. Gholami. My message is on
someone’s voice mail at your office and I suggest that you have my message transcribed.

On the afternoon of June 26, 2001, Mr. Gholami did not call me back. Rather,
Mr. Gholami called two other attorneys in my firm and Mr. Harbert’s environmental
consultant. In each of those calls he threatened to place Mr. Harbert’s project at the end
of the line. Attached is a memo from Mr. Myron Brody describing the Gholami phone
call he received and a transcript of the voicemail received by Mr. Rob Vantress,

This is not the first problem we have had with Mr. Gholami. I filed a complaint
on June 16, 2000 regarding the lack of attention Mr. Gholami had provided in regard to
the site, and pointed out the excessive delay his lack of attention had cost the project. A
copy of my letter of June 16, 2000 is attached hereto. At that time we requested
transferring the file to the RWQCB. After my letter there was a meeting between the
RWQCB, the Department of Environmental Health and Mr. Harbert’s consultant. I was
not able to attend, but asked that the meeting go forward anyway to avoid delay. The
upshot of the meeting was that Mr. Gholami was given another chance to try and move
the case forward in an expeditious manner. In fact, he did approve the workplan on June
26, 2001. Unfortunately in his telephone calls he makes clear that he will no longer act
promptly in regard to the site; but instead will take the maximum amount of time.

In light of Mr. Gholami’s unprofessional conduct and his threats made against
Mr. Harbert’s project, we request that this file be transferred to the Regional Water
Quality Control Board for oversight. Mr. Harbert has cancer and other health problems.
This site has been active for a decade. In light of the fact that this is a simple non-MTBE
petroleum UST site, there is no good reason for it to still be open. Since the site is
funded by the Cleanup Fund, Mr. Harbert has been anxious to do the work. In the past
the delay has been primarily caused by not receiving written responses to our
submissions to the Department of Health. Now that Mr. Gholami is threatening to delay
the project we are afraid that once again it will take years to get a response and the
property will never get cleaned up. :

Your prompt attention to this matter is requested.

Very truly yours,

Silicon Valley Law Group

‘J/ JEFFREY S. LAWSON
JSL/cu

{160048231.DOC}GASVLGDOCS 2132100011 0008231, DOC




Enclosures:  June 16, 2000 Letter
Transcribed Voice Message
Brady Memo

Ce: erry Herbert
Amir Gholami
Craig Drizin
Lauire Berger
Steve Morse
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i SILICON VALLEY LAW GROUP
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| A LAW CORFORATION
152 NORTH THIRD STREET TELEPHONE: (4DBj 266-8100
SUITESD0 - FAGCSIMILE: {408) 286.1400
www.svlg.com

SAN JOSE, GA 85112

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

DATE::  July3,2001
TO: Ms. Mee Ling Tung, Director of Environmental Health
FROM:I' Jeff Lawson

RE: Durham Transportation Property
19984 Meckland Ave, Hayward California

FACSII:VIILE NO.: 510-337-9335 TELEPHONE NO.; 510-567-6700

Nurnber of pages including Facsimile Cover Sheet: 10

COMMENTS: Please refer to the attached.

{
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL information intended only for the use of the addressee(s) named above. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for dellvering the message o
the intended recipient{s), please note that any digsemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. Anyong who receives this communication in error should notify this office immediately by telephone and retufn

the original message to this office at the above address via u.S. Mall.
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SILICON VALLEY LAW GROUP

Jeffrey S. Lawson A LAW CORFORATION isl@svip.com

3 July 2001

VIA FACSIMILE and FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Mee Ling Tung

Dire¢tor of Environmental Health
Depirtment of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, Ca 94502

Re:  Durham Transportation Property
19984 Meekland Ave. Hayward California
Second Request For Transfer to the Regional Water Quality Control Board

Dear Ms. Tung:

This letter is to request that oversite for the above referenced property be
transferred to the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). This request is
riecessary because of the recent threats by, Mr. Amir Gholami, the person assigned by the
Department of Environmental Health to oversee the site cleanup, to impede the prompt
cleanup of the site. The facts supporting this request are as follows.

On June 18, 2001 Weber Hayes & Associates filed an Additional Site Assessment
and Groundwater Monitoring Report as requested by the Department of Environmental
Health. On Friday of that week, June 22, 2001,  called the staff person assigned this
project, Mr. Gholami, who was not in and left him a voicemail message pointing out that
there had been a substantial delay in the remediation of this site, that Mr. Harbert has
cancer and that I was anxious to have this site remediated as quickly as possible. Talso
pointed out that this site is receiving reimbursement from the Underground Storage Tank
Cleanup Fund end there is recommendation in the Weber Hayes report for additional
excavation. Before we can seek pre-approval from the Cleanup Fund, we need written
authorization from the Depariment of Health, approving the proposed work. The
Cleanup Fund will not pre-approve work plans that arc not directed in writing by the
local environmental agency. For these reasons, I asked Mr. Gholami to provide us with
that written approval as quickly as possible. ' '

By Tuesday, June 26, 2001, 1 still had not received a return phone call from Mr.

Gholami. I therefore called him again and when I got his voicemail again, I selected the
option to speak to the operator so that I could see if he could be found. Instead of getting
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the operator, [ was placed into another voicemail box where I left a message for Mr.
Gholami asking that he expedite the written approval of the consultant’s
recommendations. I did not file a complaint against Mr, Gholami. My message is on
someone’s voice mail at your office and I suggest that you have my message transcribed.

On the afternoon of June 26, 2001, Mr. Gholami did not call me back. Rather,
Mr. Gholami called two other attorneys in my firm and Mr. Harbert’s environmental
consultant. In each of those calls he threatened to place Mr. Harbert's project at the end
of the line. Attached is a memo from Mr. Myron Brody describing the Gholami phone
call he received and a transcript of the voicemail received by Mr. Rob Vantress.

This is not the first problem we have had with Mr. Gholami. I filed a complant
on June 16, 2000 regarding the lack of attention Mr. Gholami had provided in regard to
the site, and pointed out the excessive delay his lack of attenfion had cost the project. A
copy of my letter of June 16, 2000 is attached hereto. At that time we requested
transferring the file to the RWQCB. After my letter there was a meeting between the
RWQCB, the Department of Environmental Health and My, Harbert’s consultant. I was
not dble to attend, but asked that the meeting go forward anyway to avoid delay. The
upshot of the meeting was that Mr. Gholami was given another chance to fry and move
the case forward in an expeditious manner. In fact, he did approve the workplan on June
26, 2001. Unfortunately in his telephone calls he makes clear that he will no longer act
promptly in regard to the site; but instead will take the maximum amount of time.

~ Inlight of Mr. Gholami’s unprofessional conduct and his threats made against
Mr. Harbert's project, we request that this file be transferred to the Regional Water
Quaiity Control Board for oversight. Mr. Harbert has cancer and other health problems.
This site has been active for a decade. Tn light of the fact that this is a simple non-MTBE
petroleum UST site, there is o good reason for it to still be open. Since the site is
funded by the Cleanup Fund, Mr. Harbert has been anxious to do the work. In the past
the delay has been primarily caused by not receiving written responses to our
submissions to the Department of Heaith. Now that Mr. Gholami is threatening to delay
the project we are afraid that once agan it will take years to get a response and the
property will never get cleaned up. '

Your prompt attention to this matter is requested.
Very truly yours,

. Silicon Valley Law Group

: EFFREY 5. LAWSON
JSLfcu

{10008231.D0C) GASVLGDOCS\ 213210001\10008231.00C
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Enclosures: June 16, 2000 Letter

Ce: |

Transcribed Voice Message
Brady Memo

Jerry Herbert
Amir Gholami
Craig Drizin
Lauire Berger
Steve Morse
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LAW OFFICES OF

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Jchn W, Biliott 09 Almaden Bovlevard, Eighth Floor
Rands!l C. Ctzech San Jose, Califorain $5113-1606
Thomes A. Elliott (408) 993-9911
Jeffrey §. Lawson

Peter A, Lic}’ow Facgimile

Raymond A. Brinson (408) 993-1335
—_
) Web Page:

i www.5j legat.com
Wancy L. Mithis
Bdwmd A. ]I{mus
Ronnie L. Portis
Phillip C. Lyman
Vinits Bali June 16, 2000
'

of Cuunéel

1
Reed & Roth, Inc.
Steven I, l}om
Chuck Reed
H
Themas G. E:erkins

;
Via Faigcsimile and U.S, Mail

Ms. Mee Ling Tung

Director of Environmental Health
Department of Environmental Health
1131 Marbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

i Re:  Durham Transportation Property
19984 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA
Request for Decision or Transfer to the Regional Water Quality Control Board

|
Dear I\I/Is Tung:

. | My client, Jemry Harbert, pursuant to an agreerent with Durham Transportation Co. has
been ﬁying to remediate the Meekland Ave. site for over 10 years. During this time, we have
had interminable delays that have prevented this site from being cleaned up. It is not a complex
site; it is simply a petroleum release from a single underground storage tank. Our current
problem preventing getting the site cleaned up relates to obtaining approval of the Risk
Assessment and to perform further investigations on the site. On March 27, 1996, a final Risk
Asses$ment prepared by AGI Technology was presented to Madbulla Logan at Environmental
Health Services for review and approval. On June 17, 1999, approximately 3 years later, we
ﬁl’hfﬂl)i had the response to that Risk Assessment. Not all of that delay was Madhulla Logan’s
fault, and as a result of delays on the part of AGI we fired them and replaced thern with Weber,
Hayesf! & Associates. However, we now have almost another year of delay in resolving the next
phase iof the project. '

{10009851,D0C} : HARBE-06\Comespondence\Tung(Env. Heanh}.LtOl (06-16-C0)
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Ms. Mt;e Ling Tung |

Director of Environmental Health
Department of Environmental Health
June 16, 2000

Page 2’

‘o her Tune 17, 1999, letter Ms, Logan asked for the following sdditions/modifications to
the Rigk Assessment:

“Surface oil pathway was evaluated for future resident by using 2
exposure routes by inbalation and ingestion. The results of this
evaluation are provided in Table 8 of the Risk Assessment Report.
However, this pathway should be evaluated as a combination
(sum) of ingestion, inhalation and dermal routes.

Volatile organics, including PCE that has been identified in the
groundwater, should also be evaluated in the Risk Assessment.

Based on the information provided in Table 11 of the Report, the
Federal slope factor was used to calculate the cleanup levels for
benzene. This department requires that the California slope factor
for benzene be used.

Provide a rationale for using a porosity of 0.43cm’ and a
volumetri¢ air contact of 0.33 cm’ as mentioned in Table 9 of this
Report to calculate the indoor aix pathway.” '
Logan letter of June 17, 1999.
| Weber, Hayes & Associates responded to Ms. Logan’s letter on October 27, 1999,
They evaluated the surface soil exposure pathway as the sum of
ingestion, inhalation and dermal cxposure routes and presented

that data.

They pointed that AGI did, in fact, provide the calculations using
the California slope factor for benzene.

They provided the rationale for selecting values for porosity and
volumetric air content. '

Weber, Hayes & Associates also recommended that:

the site specific cleanup levels proposed by AGl and Weber,
Hayes be approved by Environmental Health;

{10009351 DOCYHARRE-DG\ComespondenceVTung(Env, Heah). L101 (06-16-00)
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Ms. Mee Ling Tung

Director of Environmental Health
Departrhent of Eavironmental Health
June 16, 2000

Page 3

i that a limited soil sampling program be allowed to determine the
' current concentrations of benzene and subsurface soils at the site;

that a groundwater sampling program be initiated to collect
; current data on TPH-D, TPH-G, and BTEX groundwaicr
' concentrations; and

finally, that the soil and groundwater data should be evaluated to
, determined if additional cleanup or groundwaer monitoring is

necessary.

1t is now June, of the following year, and we do not bave a response from your
departient and, in fact, have been told that we cannot expect one in the foreseeable future. We
were told all through the last quarter of 1999 that Madhulla Logan would provide the evaluation
of the Weber, Hayes report. That never happened. The file is currently assigned to Amir
Jholanii,
Over tbe last month we have called Mr. Jholami once a week to try and find out the status of the
review. That was after he had told us the file had been lost, and we sent it to him again on May
10, 2000, Eventually on June 8, 2000, he finally looked at the file only to tell us that in order to
approve the cleanup plan he needed 2 toxicologist to review it because it is too technical. He
further informed us that your department docs not curxently have a toxicologist on staff, but is

looking to hire one. That, because there is no toxicologist, there will be no approval and we will
have to wait indefinitely!

! My client, Jerry Harbert, has the responsibility of cleanup for this property pursuant 1o a
sale that took place over a decade ago. A large portion of his retirement fund is tied up awaiting
resolution of the cleanup on this site. He has been more than patient to date, but he needs to have
this site cleaned up. We cannot wait indefinitely for a toxicologist to approve a simple request to
perform additional work on the site. We are also concerned that Mr. T holami told us that we
were (iJut of compliance by not having regular groundwater monitoring when, as part of the
Weber, Hayes & Associates October 27, 1999, document, we asked him to approve groundwater
moniforing. This site is being funded by the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund, and we
need Wwritten approvals of the work that is proposed for the site to maximize reimbursement from
the Cleanup Fund. There have been substantial problems on this file already.

1 At this time we request that this file either be transferred to the Regional Board for action
or your office provide us with expeditious review and approval of the Weber, Hayes October 27,
1999, report and recommendations.

1

L

{ 100093!5 | DOC)HARBE-06\CorrespondencetTung(Env. Health).1101 {06-16-00)
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Ms. Méc Ling Tung | .

Director of Environmental Health
Departinent of Environimental Health
June 16, 2000

Page 4

Your prompt attention to this matter is requested.

Very truly yours,

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH

JEFFREY S. LAWSON

JSLemk
cc: | Jerry Harbert
' Joe Hayes

' Raymond A. Brinson

{1000935 | DOCYHARBE-06\Correspondonce Tung(Env. Health).Li01 (06-16-00)
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Jill:
Message left on Voice Mail:

Gholami, I work for Alameda County Hazardous Materials Office. I'm calling regarding,
I want to file a complaint against this guy Jeff Lawson. He is handling this case at
Harbert Transportation at 19984 Meekland Ave. Ireceived this work plan that there is
some kind of, you know, environmental cleanup and I’m overseeing the project. We
have, according to the law, Title 23 Chapter 11 Section 2726; 60 days to respond to these
plans. This guy calls me, Ijust got this plan; he calls me, then he you know, actually he
wrote the letter yesterday. Then he called me. He’s got the nerve to call over here and
file a complaint. So if that is going to be the case, I’m just going to deal with it like any
other case, then I'm not going to give any priority to it. The reason I did this is because I
felt sorry for this individual. Because the responsible party has cancer and I felt sorry
him'and I put him right in front of everybody else. But if he is going to act like an idiot
calling over here and filing complaints, when he doesn’t appreciate anything I did, I'm
not going 1o do that anymore. You know. Just to let him know. My number is: (510)

567-6876.

(10008228.D0C}
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From: Myron Brody

To: Jeff Lawson

Date: 8127101 10:16AM

Subject:. Telephone call from Gholami

i receivec:i an unusual call yesterday frorm a man named Gholami. He had asked to speak to your
“gupervigor.” | advised him that you did not have a supervisor, but that as CEQ of this Firm | would diseuss

whatever he wanted to speak about.

He asserted that you had filed a complaint about him for which he was quite agitated. He stated that you '
were working on a plan submitted to him for approval for a client that had cancer, that he had felt sorry for:
this client and had, "as a favor” started reviewing the plan immediately. He further stated fhat because of
your "complaint”, from now on you would receive no further “favors” and you would have to wait at the end
of the line regardless of future exigencies and that he had the right to hold you up for 60 days under
Califorria Code of Regulations, Title 23, Article 11, section 2726 and that he would in fact hold you up in
the futuré because of your “Complaint.” _

| told him | would pass his comments on to you.

Myron L; Brady

Silicon Valley Law Group

152 N. Third street
San Jose, Ca, 95112
286-8100
fax-286-1400
cell-5605-3449
area-code 408

The information contained in this email message is confidential and may be
subject to the attorney-client or work product privileges. |f you are not

the intended recipient or

the person named above as the recipient, any

disclosure, re-transmission, or other distribution is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
Iransmission in error, please immediately

notify the sender at "mlb@svig.com” and delete this message from

your system.




From: Myron Brody

To: Jeff Lawson

Date: 6/27/01 10:16AM

Subject: Telephone call from Gholami

I received an unusual call yesterday from a man named Gholami. He had asked to speak to your
"supervisor.” | advised him that you did not have a supervisor, but that as CEO of this Firm | would discuss
whatever he wanted to speak about.

He asserted that you had filed a complaint about him for which he was quite agitated. He stated that you
were working on a plan submitted to him for approval for a client that had cancer, that he had felt sorry for
this client and had, "as a favor” started reviewing the plan immediately. He further stated that because of
your "complaint”, from now on you would receive no further “favors” and you would have to wait at the end
of the line regardless of future exigencies and that he had the right to hold you up for 60 days under
California Code of Regulations, Title 23, Article 11, section 2726 and that he would in fact hold you up in
the future because of your "Complaint."

I 'told him | would pass his comments on to you.

Myron L. Brody

Silicon Valley Law Group
162 N. Third street

San Jose, Ca, 95112
286-6100

fax-286-1400
cell-605-3449

area code 408

The information contained in this email message is confidential and may he

subject to the attorney-client or work product privileges. If you are not

the intended recipient or the person named above as the recipient, any

disclosure, re-transmission, or other distribution is strictly prohibited. If you received this email
transmission in error, please immediately

notify the sender at “mib@svlg.com” and delete this message from

your system.




ALANMEDA COUNTY @ o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 72

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

- ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 1879 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335
June 26, 2001

Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert

Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Welis, CA 92210
Austin, TX 78759-7252 ‘

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

'am in receipt of “First Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring report” dated June 18, 2001
prepared by your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above
referenced site. Thank you for the submittal of this real professional report. It is definitely one
of the well prepared reports, which | have come across for a while.

Per my discussion with Mr. Joseph Hayes of Weber Haze & Associates, MW-5 well has
revealed the highest concentrations of the contaminants at this site. MW-9 well had previously
the highest concentrations of the contaminants and is located down gradient of MW-5 well.
MW-5 well indicated 13,000ppb, 220ppb, and <5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE
respectively. This reflects a significant increase in the concentrations of the constituents since
the last analysis.

MW-9 well indicated 1,600ppb, 110pph, and <5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene, and MTBE
respectively. This reflects a significant decrease in the concentrations of the constituents sirce
the last analysis. It appears that there is some oscillation in the concentrations of the
constituents within MW-5 and MW-9 wells. | understand that MTBE was not detected in any of
the soit and or groundwater samples.

Groundwater flow is moving westerly according to Figure 4 within this report.

| concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates as indicated in this
report regarding the over-excavation in the area suspected of contributing pollutant to
groundwater, calculations of ciean up levels for PHCs in the area, and continual quarteriy
groundwater monitoring as specified within this report.

Should you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.




Sincerely,

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Speciatist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., g floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
Jeff Lawson, Silicon Valley Law Group, 152 North Third Street, Suite 900, San Jose,
CA 95112

filesg




ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Stid 1879 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
February 21, 2001 FAX (510) 337-9335
Gregg Petersen Jerry Harbert
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 84541

Dear Mr. Harbert:

I'am in receipt of “Fourth Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring report” dated January 9,
2001 prepared by your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding
the above referenced site.

According to this report MW-9 well has the highest concentrations contaminants with
TPH-g at 10,000ppb, Benzene at 550ppb, MTBE at <5ppb. MTBE was not detected at
any well. MW-5 well indicated 1,100ppb, 62ppb, and <5ppb level for TPH-g, Benzene,
and MTBE respectively. MW-9 well contained higher amount of contaminant than MW-5
during this time. This well is located almost down-gradient from MW-5 well,

Figure 2 reveals the groundwater flow gradient to be almost westerly.

| concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates as indicated in
this report.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (510)-567-6876.

Sincerely,

. '

\*—-&_“‘*-..

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Bivd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606
files




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Stid 1879 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-8577

(510) 567-6700
January 23, 2001 FAX (510} 337-9335

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Messrs. Harbert and Petersen:

The correspondences from this office have been returning to this office on an occasional
basis. | would like to ensure that you both receive pertinent information regarding the
above referenced site. To my knowledge and based on a conversation with your
consultant your addresses are as follows: :

Mr. Gregg Petersen : Mr. Jerry Harbert
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252
Please inform this office if it is otherwise.

| wrote a letter on January 13", 2001 and tried to inform you concerning receipt of a letter
dated December 14", 2000 by Mr. Jeffrey S. Lawson of Silicon Valley Law Group, your
attorney, regarding the above referenced site.

In the letter { mentioned that Mr. Lawson has informed me that Mr. Raymond Brinson of
Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth no longer represents you regarding the clean up issues at the
and that Mr. Lawson has requested me to forward copies of all my correspondence to his
office at Silicon Valley Law Group. Additionally | understand that Mr. Craig Drizon of
Weber Haze & Associates is your acting consultant at the above referenced site. Please
inform me if it is otherwise.

Please call me at (510)-667-6876 if you have any guestions.

Sincerely, ud

vV

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541

files




* ALAMEDA COUNTY . Pale | .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Stid 1879 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

510} 567-6700
January 10, 2001 I(:AX (510) 337-9335

Jerry Harbert

President, Durham Transpertation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-72562

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

| have received a letter dated December 14", 2000 by Mr. Jeffrey S. Lawson of Silicon
Valley Law Group, your attorney, regarding the above referenced site.

Mr. Lawson has informed me that Mr. Raymond Brinson of Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth no
longer represents you regarding the clean up issues at the above referenced site.

Furthermore, Mr. Lawson has requested that | forward copies of all my correspondence to
his office at Silicon Valley Law Group. However, | would like to be informed if you have
decided to have a new consultant and or whether Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze &
Associates is still your acting consultant at the above referenced site.

Please call me at {(510)-567-6876 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Amir K. Ghotami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541
files
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Environmental Health Services Administration
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-8577

. r\ ALAMEDA COUNTY -
(‘dr_““ HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY
guz

Jerry Harbert N '7ﬂ A’

Presdient, Durham Transportation

9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North a—
Travis Buildihng, Suite 200 ‘7 q ; ; IJ" ' '

Austin, TX 78759-7252
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Stid 1879
January 10, 2001

Jerry Harbert

President, Durham Transportation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

ENVIRONMENTAL MEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510) 567-6700

FAX {510) 337-8335

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541

Dear Mr. Harbert:

I have received a letter dated December 14", 2000 by Mr. Jeffrey S. Lawson of Silicon
Valley Law Group, your attorney, regarding the above referenced site.

Mr, Lawson has informed me that Mr. Raymond Brinson of Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth no
fonger represents you regarding the clean up issues at the above referenced site.

Furthermore, Mr. Lawson has requested that | forward copies of all my correspondence to
his office at Silicon Valley Law Group. However, | would like to be informed if you have
decided to have a new consultant and or whether Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze &
Associates is still your acting consultant at the above referenced site.

Please call me at (510)-567-6876 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
.rx/‘\

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,

CA 94541

fites




. \‘ ., State Wgter Resources Controﬂ%oard

Division of Clean Water Programs
. . 1001 [ Street « Sacramento, Calitornia 95814 « (916) 341-5831
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ctary J FAX (916) 341-5806 « Internet Address: attp://www.swreb.ca.gov/icwphome/ustef Governor

Envirommental

Protwction

December 27, 2000

Jerry Harbert
20150 Rancho Bella Vista Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,
CLAIM NO. 003377, PRE-APPROVAL REQUEST NO. 5 "
SITE ADDRESS: 19984 MEEKLAND AVE, HAYWARD, CA 94541

I have reviewed your request, received on December 11, 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 7, 2000, Weber, Hayes & Associates workplan approved by the
Alameda County EHD (County) in their November 15, 2000 letter, is $ 15,950; sce the table
below for a breakdown of costs. (The total amount that has been reimbursed and approved for

payment up to this point is $ 389,158.)

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.

dn vrder jor future costs for corrective activn io be part of the expedited reiniburscincizd
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 Environmenial Protection Agency
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Jerry Harbert -2- December 27, 2000
Claim No. 003377 Pre-Approval Request No. 5

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Task* A;nount Pre- Comments

pproved

] ) o Prepare and obtain permits, field work planning,
Pre-Field Activities $ 600 preparation of health & safety plan & the WP.
Equipment & PID/FID for two days, sampling tubes, 55 gallon

2 | Materials-Soil $575 DOT approved drums, & other supplies.

Sampling .
Hydropuch 9 soil borings to 25’ bgs, collect soil
. i samples at 5' intervals, analyze soil & GW samples

3 | Drilling, Lab analysis $9,065 for TPH(g), BTEX using EPA methods 8015/8020 &
& soil disposal 8260, and disposal of all the soil cuttings to

appropriate facility.

4 | ) Log the soil borings, provide oversight, collect soil
Field Work-Soil & $1,820 samples & GW samples from the existing 10 GW
GW sampling monitoring wells.

Prepare detailed SAR (sections for site background,
history, geology, geohydology, field activites,
5 | Technicat Reports/Site $2 990 Fncthodology,' log of bor}'ngs, figures, corss-sections,
Conceptual Model ’ isoconcentration maps in soil and GW [TPH(g),
benzene, MTBE] -conclusions & Recommendations
and a detailed site conceptual model.

TOTAL PRE-

APPROVED $15,950

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Weber, Hayes & Associates’s September 7, 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.

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

Although T have referred to the Weber, Hayes & Associates 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 September 7, 2000 by Weber, Hayes & Associates

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Jerry Harbert -3- December 27, 2000
Claim No. 003377 Pre-Approval Request No. 5

for conducting the work approved by the County for implementing the September 7, 2000,
Weber, Hayes & Associates workplan.

[ 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
s applicable correspondence from the County.

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

Sincerely,

—HaT Bt

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

]

Enclosure

cca/ Mr. Amir K. Gholami
Alameda County EHD
1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FL.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
"HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Stid 1879 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
December 4, 2000 , _ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 587-6700
- -Q
Jerry Harbert FAX (510} 337-9335

President, Durham Transportation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

This office is in receipt of the proposed workplan regarding the above referenced site dated
September 7, 2000 submitted by Mr. Craig Drizon, Senior Engineer at Weber, Hayes and
Associates. | generally concur with Mr. Drizon's proposal made in the workplan. Thank
you for the submittal of the workplan. However, | would like to make add the following:

» The groundwater flow gradient is westerly and you need to ensure some groundwater
samples will be taken down-gradient of all previous sources including west of former
UST fuel west of MW-5 as indicated in Figure 2 in the aforementioned report. You
may relocate one of the proposed Geo-Probe Boring and take a grab groundwater
sample. In this sample perform MTBE analysis as well since this plume constituent
travels faster than the rest of the plume. The MTBE analysis is required for this time
only. If this groundwater analysis reveal non-detect levels of MTBE you may not need
to perform analysis for MTBE due to non-detect level of this constituent in the
groundwater in the past.

» All monitoring wells are to be sampled and analyzed on a quarterly basis unless
otherwise indicated by this office. As you are aware groundwater sampling and
monitoring has not occurred for a while.

s+ Please give me advance notice regarding your fieldwork schedule, so that | could be
present during the field works event if necessary.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (510)-567-6876.




Sincerely,

'
*
v_\ e e

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor, '
San Jose, CA 95113-1606 : .
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541
files



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
' AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
Stid 1879 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
November 15, 2000 Alamada, CA 94502-8577
{510) 567-6700
Gregg Petersen erry Harbert
Durham Transportation 46765 Mountain Cove Drive
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive Travis Building, Suite 200 Indian Wells, CA 92210

Austin, TX 78759-7252
Re: Praperty at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I have just noticed that my previous correspondence did not include your correct address
and the last correspondence was returned by the U.S.Post Office. | sent you a letter dated
November 14", 2000. Attached please find a copy of this letter:

This office is in receipt of “Third Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring report” dated
November 9, 2000 prepared by your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze &
Associates regarding the above referenced site.

Per this report MW-5 well has the highest concentrations contaminants with TPH-g at
18,000ppb, Benzene at 840ppb, MTBE < 30 ppb. However | understand that the MTBE
was not detected at any well but rather the detection limit was raised due to sample
dilution. MW-9 well indicated 1,000ppb, 40ppb, and ND level for TPH-g, Benzene, and
MTBE respectively. MW-2 well seems to contain highest amount of contaminant after
MW-B and is located almost down-gradient from MW-5 well. Figure 2 reveals the
groundwater flow gradient to be southwesterly.

You no longer need to perform analysis for MTBE due to non-detect level of this
constituent in the groundwater.

| concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates as indicated in
this report. '

Should you have any questions, please call me at {(510)-567-6876.

Sincerely, : .

| Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
; Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor,
| San Jose, CA 95113-1606
i files




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
Stid 1879 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ]
. 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
November 14, 2000 : Alameda, CA 94502 6577
(510) 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335
Jerry Harbert 10 3

President, Durham Transportation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

This office is in receipt of “ Third Quarter 2000 Groundwater Monitoring report” dated
November 9, 2000 prepared by your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze &
Associates regarding the above referenced site.

Per this report MW-5 well has the highest concentrations contaminants with TPH-g at
18,000ppb, Benzene at 840ppb, MTBE < 30 ppb. However i understand that the MTBE
was not detected at any well but rather the detection limit was raised due to sample
dilution. MW-9 well indicated 1,000ppb, 40ppb, and ND level for TPH-g, Benzene, and
MTBE respectively. MW-9 well seems to contain highest amount of contaminant after
MW-5 and is located almost down-gradient from MW-5 well, Figure 2 reveals the
groundwater flow gradient to be southwesterly.

You no longer need to perform analysis for MTBE due to non-detect level of this
constituent in the groundwater.

I concur with the work proposed by Mr. Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates as indicated in
this report.

Should you have any questions, please call me at {510)-667-68786.

Sincerely,

I~
Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95078
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606 _
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541 ' ‘ -
files



ALAMEDA COUNTY |
HEALTH CARE SERVICES A ON
(1)
AGENCY N
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ’
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERWCES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Stid 1879 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
November 1, 2000 (510) 567-6700

FAX (510} 337-9335

Jerry Harbert

President, Durham Transportation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I am in receipt of a faxed workplan dated September 7™, 2000, which was faxed to me by
your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above
referenced site. In this workplan Mr. Drizon has proposed to perform some soil and
groundwater sampling and to delineate the extent of plume at the above referenced site.

| concur with the proposal made by Mr. Drizon. However, please ensure the soil and
groundwater analysis includes testing for MTBE as well as all the constituents indicated in
the waorkpian. :

Additionally groundwater monitoring of all wells on site {quarterly groundwater monitoring)
must be performed on a routine basis as indicated in the correspondence dated August 8",
2000 and to include BTEX, and MTBE analysis on ali wells unless directed otherwise by
this office or the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.

Sincerely,

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist’

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8™ fioor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606 ' '
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541

Files




K
ALAMEDA COUNTY . Pale . .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Dircctor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suile 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

November 1, 2000 (510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Stid 1879

.
Jerry Harbert
President, Durham Transportation

8171 Capital of Texas Hwy North N

Travis Building, Suite 200 U@)Qf .

Austin, TX 78759-72562 p \@& Q)
Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward. CA 94541 J‘S\ ‘ @‘9\&)

| am in receipt of a faxed workplan dated September 7™, 2000, which was faxed to me by :
your consultant Mr. Craig Drizon of Weber Haze & Associates regarding the above

referenced site. In this workplan Mr. Drizon has proposed to perform some soil and

groundwater sampling and to delineate the extent of plume at the above referenced site.

| concur with the proposal made by Mr. Drizon. However, please ensure the soil and

groundwater analysis includes testing for MTBE as well as all the constituents indicated in

the workpian.

Dear Mr. Harbert:

Additionally groundwater menitaring of all wells on site (quarterly groundwater monitoring}
must be performed on a routine basis as indicated in the correspondence dated August 8",
2000 and to include BTEX, and MTBE analysis on all wells unless directed otherwise by
this office or the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

if you have any questions, please call me at {510)-567-6876.

Sincerely,

Amir K, Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Mr. Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., g™ floor,
San Jose, CA 95113-1606 '
Mr. Hugh Murphy, City of Hayward Hazardous Material Office, 777 B Street, Hayward,
CA 94541
Files




CC:4580

ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY ;
Enyronnenial neanli Senices Admansiolion :

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suite 250
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ALAMEDA COUNTY.
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
2 .

A 1970
MU

. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

August 30, 2000 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Jerry Harbert (510} 567-6700
President, Durham Transportation ' FAX(510) 3579335
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North

Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Harbert:

I 'am in receipt of a letter by Mr. Larry K. Durham, Chief Executive Officer, Durham
Transportation dated July 20", 2000. In this letter, Mr. Durham has acknowledged the
receipt of my letter dated July 11", 2000 and has indicated that you will respond to the
requirements indicated in that letter. However, please be advised that the most recent
communication from this office was a letter dated August 8", 2000. This letter included
some requirements, which was discussed during a meeting dated 8/8/2000 with Messrs.
Chuck headlee, Roger Brewer of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, myself and
your consultant Mr. Craig Dirzin of Weber, Hayes & Associates. As you are aware, this
meeting was held to discuss the clean up issues at the above referenced site and it
concentrated on the review of risk assessment and site investigation reports. Please be advised
that our office will continue to lead this project in regard to clean up issues.

The letter dated August 8™, 2000 had an attachment from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board as well. Please refer to this letter for the latest requirements regarding the
above referenced site.

Please respond to the requirement indicated in the letter dated August 8", 2000 by
9/8/2000.

If you have any questions, please call me at (510)-567-6876.

Sincerely, '
I~

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Bivd., 8" floor, San Jose,
CA 95113-1606
Files
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20150 Rancho Bella Vista Dr \'[)\0
Saratoga, CA 95070 0[)
PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,

CLAIM NO. 003377, PRE-APPROVAL REQUEST NO. 4
SITE ADDRESS: 19984 MEEKLAND AVE, HAYWARD, CA 94541

I have reviewed your request, received on July 20, 2000, for pre-approVal of corrective actiori
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 July 20, 2000, Weber, Hayes & Assocaites workplan approved by the Alameda .
County EHD (County) in their July 11, 2000 letter, is $19,304; see the table below for 3 -
breakdown of costs. (The total amount that has been reimbursed and approved for payment up to
this point is § 389,158.)

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 reimbursernent
request.

In order for future costs Jor 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

Q‘:’ Recycled Paper
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Jerry Harbert -2- August 10, 2000
Claim No. 003377 Pre-Approval Request No. 4

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Amount Pre-

»
Task Approved Comments

Meetings with Agencies, surveying &

I | Pre-Field Activites $2,450 Project coordination

2 | Equipment and Materials-- Equipment and sampling for 4 quarterly

$1,444

Well Sampling monitoring events

3 _ Laboratory analysis of GW samples (11
Laboratqry Analysis  and $7,580 wells) X 4 events, and disposal of GW
Water Disposal from each of the events.

4 | Field Activites-—-GW £3.510 Conduct 4 Quarterly gw monitoring || -
monitoring and sampling ’ events

5 Prepare reports for the QMR. Each report

_ must contain, Iso-cons for BTEX,

Report Preparation $4,320 TPH(g), MTBE, GW flow gradient,

conclusions and recommendations,

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $ 19,304
* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Weber, Hayes & Associates’s July 20, 2000 Cost Estimate

* Only the tasks/costs reflected on the above table are pre-approved at this time. The Fund will
review any tasks/cost that g0 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.

* 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 Weber, Hayes & Associates 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 July 20, 2000 by Weber, Hayes & Associates for
conducting the work approved by the County for implementing the July 20, 2000, Weber,
Hayes & Assocaites workplan. '

I'also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids,
or 2 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,

California Environmental Protection A lgency

o
QD Recycled Paper
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Jerry Harbert -3- August 10, 2000
Claim No. 003377 Pre-Approval Request No, 4

17

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:

¢ subcontractor invoices,
s technical reports, when available, and
* applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 227-7886.

Sincerely,

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

Enclosure

cc: Mr. Amir K. Gholami, R.E.H.S.
Alameda County EHD

v 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection A | gency

% Recyeled Paper




ALAMEDA COUN'. .

‘HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEAL..TH SERVICES
. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Stid 1879 1157 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700
August 8, 2000 FAX (510) 337-9335

Jerry Harbert

President, Durham Transportation
8171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541

Dear Mr. Harbert:

There was a meeting between Messrs. Chuck headlee, Roger Brewer { Regional Water
Quality Control Board}, myself and your consultant Mr. Craig Dirzin of Weber, Hayes &
Associates on 8/8/2000. This meeting was held to discuss the clean up issues at the
above referenced site. This meeting concentrated on the review of risk assessment and site
investigation reports. Please be advised that our office will continue to lead this project in

regard to clean up issues.

In my correspondence dated July 11™, 2000, | indicated several items in regard to clean
up issues regarding the above referenced site. Please comply with the requirements
indicated within that letter and with the attached memo from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board attached at the end of this letter.

At this time please address the following:
Perform groundwater monitoring of all wells on site to indicate the current status of
groundwater contamination. Quarterly monitoring reports are to continue and to include

BTEX, and MTBE analysis on all wells unless directed otherwise by this office or the
Regional Water Quality Control Board.

You must submit an accurate calculation of groundwater flow gradient, as the last
groundwater analysis performed in 1997 is incomplete.

Please submit a workplan for an evaluation and eventual implementation per discussion in
our meeting on 8/8/2000.

Attached please find a copy of the memo regarding the meeting on 8/8/2000:
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TO: Amir Gholami
Alameda Couny Environmental Health Agency
FROM: Roger Brewer, Chuck Headlee

Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board
Toxics Cleanup Division
DATE: August 8, 2000

SUBJECT: Review of Risk Assessment and Site Investigation Reports for Durham
Transportation, 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward

Below are comments on the AGI September 25, 1998, and Weber,
Hayes and Associates October 27, 1999, risk assessments and
proposed cleanup levels for the Durham Transportation gite at
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward. Please contact our office if you
have any questions.

1. Conditional approval of proposed goil cleanup levels. Baged
on my review of the combined AGI/Weber, Hayes and Associates
risk assessments, the following soil cleanup levels have been

o e .

proposed:

Chemical Surface Subsurface
Soils (0- | Soils (>5.5!
5.5' bgs) bgs)

Benzene - 0.118 mg/kg

Ethylbenz - -

ene

Toluene - 150 mg/kg

Xylenes - ~

1,2 DCA 0.032 0.032 mg/kg

mg/kg

PCE 0.49 mg/kg 0.49 myg/kg

TCE 0.17 mg/kg 0.17 mg/kg

TPH- - 1000 mg/kg

Gasoline

TPH- - 1000 mg/kg

Diesel

The proposed soil cleanup levels for benzene, 1,2 DCA, PCE and
TCE are adequate for protection of human health through direct
and indirect exposure. Although not specifically addressed in
the risk assessments, the cleanup levels are also adequate for
protection of groundwater quality (as a potential source of
drinking water) due to potential leaching of chemicals from
soil. The cleanup levels were originally developed for a
commercial/industrial land use scenario. Based on a review of
USEPA Region IX Preliminary Remediation Goals (October 1999)
and in-house screening levels for protection of indoor air
quality, the proposed soil cleanup levels for these chemicals
are also adequately protective of potential, future residential




-

use of the property. The proposed cleanup level for benzene in
subsurface soil should, however, also be applied to surface
soils. (If concentrations of benzene in surface soil are
already below this level, additional cleanup is obviocusly not
required. )

The proposed cleanup levels for toluene and TPH and the lack of
cleanup levels for ethylbenzene and xylenes do not address the
need to protect groundwater quality due to potential leaching
of chemicals from soil. Soil cleanup criteria that address
this concern should be developed and presented for review. AS
an adlternative, a more stringent TPH cleanup level could be
used (e.g., 100 mg/kg)

In accordance with the Basin Plan, shallow groundwater beneath
the site should be considered a potential source of drinking
water. Final cleanup goals for groundwater should reflect
drinking water standards or correlative criteria in the absence
of regulatory standards (e.g., 100 ug/L TPH).

Initiate regular sampling of groundwater; define extent of
groundwater impacted above cleanup goals to extent practical
and needed. As proposed by Weber, Hayes and Associates,
groundwater should be sampled and tested on a quarterly basis
unless otherwise approved. A sampling plan should be submitted
for review. The sampling plan should describe the wells to be
sampled. Samples should be tested for TPH and volatile organic
compounds, including MTBE. Contoured maps depicting the extent
of groundwater impacted above cleanup goals should be prepared.

Conduct additicnal soil sampling between ground surface and
water table; define extent of soil impacted above proposed
cleanup standards; develop remedial action plan. Additional
soil sampling should be carried out in order to determine the
extent of so0il impacted above proposed cleanup levels. Note
that this should be done for all chemicals detected at the gite
and not_only for benzene as proposéd by Weber, Hayes and

A38001ates Soil samples should be testeéd for TPH and volatile

organic compounds, including MTBE. Maps and cross sections
that depict the lateral and vertical extent of impacted soil
should be prepared and presented.

Evaluate need for additional remediation of impacted soil
and groundwater at the site. Continuing heavy impacts to
shallow groundwater at the site suggest that additional removal
of impacted soil is necessary. The need for active remediation
of impacted groundwater in the source area should also be
evaluated. The applicability of monitored natural attenuation
should be evaluated with respect to the extent and magnitude of
impacts, the proximity of downgradient wells and bodies of
surface water, and the presence of vertical conduits that cculd
cause impacts to deeper aguifers.




Please respond to the above items within 30 days from the date of this letter or by
9/8/2000.

This is a formal request for technical information and hence any delays should be
requested in writing.

Should you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6876.

Sincerely,

M —

!

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 95076
Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor, San Jose,
CA 95113-1606 '

Files
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TO: Amir Gholami
Alameda Couny Environmental Health Agency
FROM: Roger Brewer, Chuck Headlee '

Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board
Toxics Cleanup Division
DATE: August 8, 2000

SUBJECT: Review of Risk Assessment and Site Investigation Reports for Durham
Transportation, 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward

Below are comments on the AGI September 25, 1298, and Weber,
Hayes and Associates October 27, 1999, risk assessments and
proposed cleanup levels for the Durham Transportation site at
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward. Please contact our office if you
have any questions. '

1. Conditional approval of proposed soil cleanup levels. Based
on my review of the combined AGI/Weber, Hayes and Associates
risk assessments, the following soil cleanup levels have been

proposed:

Chemical Surface Subsurface
Soils (0- | Soils (>5.5!
5.5' bgs) bgs)

Benzene - 0.118 mg/kg

Ethylbenz - -

ene

Toluene - 150 mg/kg

Xylenes - : -

1,2 DCA 0.032 0.032 mg/kg

mg/kg

PCE 0.49 mg/kg| 0.49 mg/kg

TCE 0.17 mg/kg 0.17 mg/kg

TPH- - 1000 mg/kg

Gasoline

TPH- - 1000 mg/kg

Diesel

The proposed soil cleanup levels for benzene, 1,2 DCA, PCE and
TCE are adequate for protection of human health through direct
and indirect exposure. Although not specifically addressed in
the risk assessments, the cleanup levels are also adequate for
protection of groundwater quality (as a potential source of
drinking water) due to potential leaching of chemicals from
soil. The cleanup levels were originally developed for a
commercial/industrial land use scenario. Based on a review of
USEPA Region IX Preliminary Remediation Goals (October 1999)
and in-house screening levels for protection of indoor air
quality, the proposed soil cleanup levels for these chemicals
are also adequately protective of potential, future residential

. o




o0 I

use of the property. The proposed cleanup level for benzene in
subsurface soil should, however, also be applied to surface
soils. (If concentrations of benzene in surface goil are
already below this level, additional cleanup is obviously not
required.)

The proposed cleanup levels for toluene and TPH and the lack of
cleanup levels for ethylbenzene and xylenes do not address the
need to protect groundwater quality due to potential leaching
of chemicals from soil. Soil cleanup c¢riteria that address
this concern should be developed and presented for review. As
an alternative, a more stringent TPH cleanup level could be.

used (e.g., 100 mg/kg).

: In accordance with the Basin Plan, shallow groundwater beneath
the site should be considered a potential source of drinking

- water. Final cleanGp goals for groundwater ghould Tetlect ™

! dFifiKing water standards or correlative criteria in the absence
: of regulatory standards (e.g., 100 ug/L TPH).

Initiate regular sampling of groundwater; define extent of
groundwater impacted above cleanup goals to extent practical
and needed. ' As proposed by Weber, Hayes and Associates,
groundwater should be sampled and tested on a quarterly basis
unless otherwise approved. A sampling plan should be submitted
for review. The sampling plan should describe the wells to be
sampled. Samples should be tested for TPH and volatile organic
compounds, including MTBE. Contoured maps depicting the extent
of groundwater impacted above cleanup goals should be prepared.

Conduct additional soil sampling between ground surface and
water table; define extent of soil impacted above proposed
cleanup standards; develop remedial action plan. Additional
soil sampling should be carried out in order to determine the
extent of soil impacted above proposed cleanup levels., Note
that this should be done for all chemicals detected at the gite
and not only for benzene as proposed by Weber, Hayes and '
Associates. Soil samples should be tested for TPH and volatile
organic compounds, including MTBE. Maps and cross sections
that depict the lateral and vertical extent of impacted soil
should be prepared and presented.

Evaluate need for additional remediation of impacted soil
and groundwater at the site. Continuing heavy impacts to
shallow groundwater at the site suggest that additional removal
of impacted soil is necessary. The need for active remediation
of impacted groundwater in the source area should also be
evaluated. The applicability of monitored natural attenuation
should be evaluated with respect to the extent and magnitude of
impacts, the proximity of downgradient wells and bodies of
surface water, and the presence of vertical conduits that could
cause impacts to deeper aquifers.
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9011 MOUNTAIN RIDGE DRIVE, SUITE 200
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78759-7222
VOICE: (512) 343-6292

TRANSPORTATIO Ne 3//10 e Gmakee
Safe, on-time, and ready to learn \ %/} &\

July 20, 2000

200

Amir K. Gholami, REHS

Almeda County Health Care Services
Environmental Health Services

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

€

¢%:8 WY

RE:  Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541
Dear Mr. Gholami:

[ have received your July 11, 2000 letter concerning the above. We will respond within the
requested time frame,

For future reference, please send all correspondence to my attention at:
Durham Transportation, Inc.
9011 Mountain Ridge Drive, Suite 200 ]
Austin, TX 78759
Thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,

Larry K. Durham
Chief Executive Officer

LKD/jjm

cc: Craig Drizon Raymond Brinson
Weber Haze & Associates Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth
120 Westgate Drive 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" Floor

. Proud Sponsor
Watsonville, CA 95076 San Jose, CA 95113-1606

Olympics
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HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Stid ‘E 879 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 25¢
Alameda, CA 94502-8577

(510) 567-6700
July 11, 2000 - FAX (510) 337-0335

Jerry Harbert

President, Durham Transportation
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541

Dear Mr. Harbert:

As you are aware, | have been recently assigned to oversee this project. | have had
several discussions with Mr. Brinson, your attorney, regarding the clean up issues at the
above referenced site. Per our previous discussion and review of the files, | have noted
that quarterly groundwater sampling and analysis has not been performed for several
years. | did mention this fact to Mr. Brinson verbally and requested resumption of the -
quarterly groundwater sampling and analysis. Additionally | requested that the laboratory
groundwater analysis to include BTEX, and MTBE on ail wells.

Please do not interrupt the sampling and monitoring at any time unless directed by this
office to do so. Interruption in sampling and analysis will cause your site to be out of
compliance with Title 23 Caiifornia Code of Regulations unless otherwise directed by this

office. The sampling and monitoring or any clean up activity must continue regardless of
the status of the clean up level calculations, which you submitted to this office.

At this time please address the following:
Please ad s the following:

Perform groundwater monitoring of all wells on site to indicate the current status of
groundwater contamination. '

Submit an accurate calculation of groundwater flow gradient, as the last groundwater
analysis performed in 1997 is incomplete.

Please submit workplan for an evaluation and eventual implementation

Additionally the clean up target level of benzene at 3820ppb in water is extremely high
and unacceptable in the calculations of the clean up levels.

Please respond to the above items within 30 days from the date of this letter.




Please respond to the above items within 30 days'from the date of this letter or by
9/8/2000.

This is a formal reguest for technical information and hence any delays should be
requested in writing.

Should you have any questions, please call me at {(510) 567-6876.

Sincerely,

W

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Craig Drizon, Weber Haze & Associates, 120 Westgate Dr., Watsonville, CA 25076
Raymond Brinson, Reed, Elliot, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8" floor, San Jose,
A 95113-1606 '

iles




LAW OFFICES OF .

D, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

John W. Elliott 99 Almaden Boulevard, Eighth Floor
Randall C. Creech San Jose, California 95113-1606
Thomas A. Elliott (408) 993-9911
Jeffrey S. Lawson

Peter A. Liebow Facsimile
Raymond A. Brinson (408) 993-1333
Web Page:

www.sjlegal.com
Nancy L. Mathis
Edward A. Kraus
Bonnie L. Portis

Phillip C. an
lip C. Lym June 16, 2000

Of Counsel

Reed & Roth, Inc.
Steven J. Roth
Chuck Reed

Thomas G. Perkins

Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail

Ms. Mee Ling Tung

Director of Environmental Health
Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502

Re:  Durham Transportation Property
19984 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA
Request for Decision or Transfer to the Regional Water Quality Control Board

Dear Ms. Tung:

My client, Jerry Harbert, pursuant to an agreement with Durham Transportation Co. has
been trying to remediate the Meekland Ave. site for over 10 years. During this time, we have
had interminable delays that have prevented this site from being cleaned up. It is not a complex
site; it is simply a petroleum release from a single underground storage tank. Our current
problem preventing getting the site cleaned up relates to obtaining approval of the Risk
Assessment and to perform further investigations on the site. On March 27, 1996, a final Risk
Assessment prepared by AGI Technology was presented to Madhulla Logan at Environmental
Health Services for review and approval. On June 17, 1999, approximately 3 years later, we
finally had the response to that Risk Assessment. Not all of that delay was Madhulla Logan’s
fault, and as a result of delays on the part of AGI we fired them and replaced them with Weber,
Hayes & Associates. However, we now have almost another year of delay in resolving the next
phase of the project.

{10009351.DOC} HARBE-06\Correspondence\Tung(Env. Health).Lt01 (06-16-00)




Ms. Mee Ling Tung 9
1 Health .

Director of Environmenta

' Department of Environmental Health
June 16, 2000
Page 2

In her June 17, 1999, letter Ms. Logan asked for the following additions/modifications to
the Risk Assessment:

“Surface oil pathway was evaluated for future resident by using 2
exposure routes by inhalation and ingestion. The results of this
evaluation are provided in Table 8 of the Risk Assessment Report.
However, this pathway should be evaluated as a combination
(sum) of ingestion, inhalation and dermal routes.

Volatile organics, including PCE that has been identified in the
groundwater, should also be evaluated in the Risk Assessment.

Based on the information provided in Table 11 of the Report, the
Federal slope factor was used to calculate the cleanup levels for
benzene. This department requires that the California slope factor
for benzene be used.

Provide a rationale for using a porosity of 0.43cm’and a
volumetric air contact of 0.33 cm® as mentioned in Table 9 of this
Report to calculate the indoor air pathway.”
Logan letter of June 17, 1999,
Weber, Hayes & Associates responded to Ms. Logan’s letter on October 27, 1999,
They evaluated the surface soil exposure pathway as the sum of
ingestion, inhalation and dermal exposure routes and presented

that data.

They pointed that AGI did, in fact, provide the calculations using
the California slope factor for benzene.

They provided the rationale for selecting values for porosity and
volumetric air content.

Weber, Hayes & Associates also recommended that:

the site specific cleanup levels proposed by AGI and Weber,
Hayes be approved by Environmental Health;

{ 10009351 DOCYHARBE-06\Correspondence\Tung({Env. Health) Lt01 (06-16-00)




Ms. Mee Ling Tung ? .
| Health

Director of Environmenta
Department of Environmental Health
June 16, 2000

Page 3

that a limited soil sampling program be allowed to determine the
current concentrations of benzene and subsurface soils at the site;

that a groundwater sampling program be initiated to collect
current data on TPH-D, TPH-G, and BTEX groundwater
concentrations; and

finally, that the soil and groundwater data should be evaluated to
determined if additional cleanup or groundwater monitoring is
necessary,

It is now June, of the following year, and we do not have a response from your
department and, in fact, have been told that we cannot expect one in the foreseeable future. We
were told all through the last quarter of 1999 that Madhulla Logan would provide the evaluation
of the Weber, Hayes report. That never happened. The file is currently assigned to Amir
Jholami.

Over the last month we have called Mr. Jholami once a week to try and find out the status of the
review. That was after he had told us the file had been lost, and we sent it to him again on May
10, 2000. Eventually on June 8, 2000, he finally looked at the file only to tell us that in order to
approve the cleanup plan he needed a toxicologist to review it because it is too technical. He
further informed us that your department does not currently have a toxicologist on staff, but is
looking to hire one. That, because there is no toxicologist, there will be no approval and we will
have to wait indefinitely!

My client, Jerry Harbert, has the responsibility of cleanup for this property pursuant to a
sale that took place over a decade ago. A large portion of his retirement fund is tied up awaiting
resolution of the cleanup on this site. He has been more than patient to date, but he needs to have
this site cleaned up. We cannot wait indefinitely for a toxicologist to approve a simple request to
perform additional work on the site. We are also concerned that Mr. Jholami told us that we
were out of compliance by not having regular groundwater monitoring when, as part of the
Weber, Hayes & Associates October 27, 1999, document, we asked him to approve groundwater
monitoring. This site is being funded by the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund, and we
need written approvals of the work that is proposed for the site to maximize reimbursement from
the Cleanup Fund. There have been substantial problems on this file already.

At this time we request that this file either be transferred to the Regional Board for action
or your office provide us with expeditious review and approval of the Weber, Hayes October 27,
1999, report and recommendations.

(1000935 |. DOC}HARBE-06\Correspondence\Tung(Env. Health).L101 (06-16-00)




Ms. Mee Ling Tung .
Director of Environmental Health

Department of Environmenta] Health

June 16, 2000

Page 4

Your prompt attention to this matter is requested.
Very truly yours,

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH

JEFFREY S. LAWSON

JSL:mk
cc: Jerry Harbert
Joe Hayes

Raymond A. Brinson

{10009351. DOC}HARBE-06\Correspondence\Tung(Env. Health) Lt0} (06-16-00)




Jill;
Message left on Voice Mail:

Gholami, I work for Alameda County Hazardous Materials Office. I’'m calling regarding,
I want to file a complaint against this guy Jeff Lawson. He is handling this case at
Harbert Transportation at 19984 Meekland Ave. I received this work plan that there is
some kind of, you know, environmental cleanup and I'm overseeing the project. We
have, according to the law, Title 23 Chapter 11 Section 2726; 60 days to respond to these.
plans. This guy calls me, I just got this plan; he calls me, then he you know, actually he
wrote the letter yesterday. Then he called me. He’s got the nerve to call over here and
file a complaint. So if that is going to be the case, I’m just going to deal with it like any
other case, then I’'m not going to give any priority to it. The reason I did this is because I -
felt sorry for this individual. Because the responsible party has cancer and 1 felt sorry
him and I put him right in front of everybody else. But if he is going to act like an idiot
calling over here and filing complaints, when he doesn’t appreciate anything I did, I'm
not going to do that anymore. You know. Just to let him know. My number is: (510)
567-6876.

{10008228.DOC}




ALAMEDA COUNTY . . ' -

HEALTH CARE SERVICES OX
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-8577
_ (510) 567-6700
Stid 1879 {510} 337-9432

February 9, 2000

Durham Transportation

9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North
Travis Building, Suite 200
Austin, TX 78759-7252

Re: Property at 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541

LANDOWNER NOTIFICATION AND PARTICIPATIQN REQUIREMENTS

Dear Mr. Madam or Sir:

This letter is to inform you of new legislative requirements
pertaining to cleanup and closure of sites where an unauthorized
release of hazardous substance, including petroleum, has occurreéd
from an underground storage tank {UST). Section 25297.15{a) of"
Ch. 6.7 of the Health & Safety Code requires the primary or '
active responsible party to notify all current record owners of
fee title to the site of: 1) a site cleanup proposal, 2) a site
closure proposal, 3} a local agency intention to make a
determination that no further action is required, and 4) a local
agency intention to issue a closure letter. Section 25297.15 (b)
requires the local agency to take all reasonable steps to
accommodate responsible landowners’ participation in the cleanup
or site closure process and to consider their input and
recommendations.

For purposes of implementing these sections, you have been
identified as the primary or active responsible party. Please
provide to this agency, within twenty (20) calendar days of
receipt of this notice, a complete mailing list of all currxent
record owners of fee title to the gite. You may use the enclosed
“*list of landowners” form (sample letter 2) as a template to
comply with this requirement. If the list of current record
owners of fee title to the site changes, you must notify the -
local agency of the change within 20 calendar days from when you
are notified of the change.

If you are the sole landowner, please indicate that on the
landowner list form. The following notice requirements do not
apply to responsible parties who are the sole landowner for the
site.




LANDOWNER NOTIFICATION

Re: 19884 Meekland Ave., Hayward
February 9, 2000

Page 2 of 2

In accordance with Section 25297.15(a) of Ch. 6.7 of the Health &
Safety Code, you must certify to the local agency that all
current record owners of fee title to the site have been informed
of the proposed action before the local agency may do any of the
following:

1} consider a cleanup proposal (corrective action plan)
2) consider a site closure proposal
3} make a determination that no further action is required

4) issue a closure letter

You may use the enclosed “notice of proposed action” form (sample
letter 3) as a template to comply with this requirement. Before
approving a cleanup proposal or site closure proposal,
determining that no further action is required, or issuing a
closure letter, the local agency will take all reasonable steps
necessary to acccommodate regpongible landowner participation in
the cleanup and site closgure process and will consider all input
and recommendations from any responsible landowner.

Please call me at (510) 567-6876 if you have any questions about
the content of this letter.

Sincerely,

o ——
Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

co: Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Attachments: Sample letter 2 and Sample letter 3, which must be
filled out by the Responsible Party and mailed to
Alameda County.




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

June 17’ 1999 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700

Ms. Laurie Burger (510) 337-9335 (FAX)
99 Almaden Boulevard 8™ floor
San Jose, CA ~95113

Ref:  Durham Property, Meekland Avenue Site, 19984 Meekland Avenue, - -
Hayward, CA

Dear Ms. Burger:

I am in receipt of the final risk assessment, dated March 27, 1996 prepared- by, AGI
Technology for the above mentioned site. Based on review and phone conversations with
AGI consultants the following additions/modifications of the risk assessment is required;

 Surface soil pathway was evaluated for future resident by using two exposure routes,
i.e. inhalation and ingestion. The results of this evaluation are provided in Table 8 of
the risk assessment report. However, this pathway should be evaluated as a
combination (sum) of ingestion, inhalation and dermal routes.

e . Volatile Organics, including PCE that has been identified in the groundwater should
also be evaluated in the risk assessment.

¢ Based on the information provided in Table 11 of the report, the federal slope factor
was used to calculate the cleanup levels for benzene. This department requires that
the California slope factor for benzene be used.

 Provide a rationale for using a porosity of 0.43 cm® and a volumetric air content of
0.133 cm® as mentioned in Table 9 of this report to calculate the indoor air pathway.

This risk assessment has been prepared for the purpose of establishing cleanup levels.
However, to evaluate the site for closure, the final risk based cleanup numbers
(subsequent to approval) should be compared with pertinent site concentrations to
determine the potential risk to future residents. A excess lifetime cancer risk of one in
one hundred thousand (10°%) is acceptable. If you have any questions, you may reach me
at (510) 567-6764, '

Sincerel

S, o
Madhulla Logan \
Hazardous Material Specialist




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SI-E'IAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Park

July 29, 1996 Alameda, GA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6777

Mr. Daniel Henninger

AGI Technologies

300 120th Avenue, N.E.
Bellevue, Washington - 98005

Ref: Durham Transportation, 19984 Mcckland Avenue, Hayward, CA

Dear Mr. Henninger:

I am in receipt of the risk assessment dated, March 27, 1996, submitted by AGI Technologies for the
above referenced site. The risk methodology described in the report is acceptable to this Department
with the following changes:

. The risk based cleanup levels for benzene should be calculated using California EPA’s cancer
slope factor of 0.1 mg/kg day-1 instead of the Federal EPA slope factor of 0.029 mg/kg day-
1. If the slope factors used for the rest of the chemical of concerns (COCs) are different from
the values established by California EPA, then the cleanup levels for the other COCs should
also be modified to reflect the California standard.

, For the subsurface soil to enclosed space and for the groundwater to enclosed space
pathways, total porosity was assumed to be 0.43. However, in determining the volumetric air
content, a value of 0.13 was used as opposed to the ASTM RBCA'’s default value of 0.26.
This decreases the air volume available for contaminant transport. Since this parameter is
significant for the chosen inhalation pathway, the volumetric air content should be det(}qrﬁned
using the RBCA default value of 0.12 for volumetric water content or by measurement of site
specific soil moisture content,

Please submit the modified risk based cleanup levels for all the COCs in a table format within 30
days of receipt of this letter If you have any questions, you can reach me at (510) 567-6764.

Sincerely,

arbottn

Madhulla Logan,
Hazardous Material Specialist

CC. Herbert Transportation , ¢/o Reed, Elliott, Creech and Roth, 99 Alameda Blvd, Eighth
floor, San Jose, CA - 95113.




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ,
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

, AGENCY N
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAH!D DIFIECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-8577

(510) 567-6777

December 14, 1995 *

Daniel Henninger

Senior Scientist

AQGI Technologies

300 120th Avenue, N.E., Bulldmg #4
Bellevue, Washington - 98004

Ref: Herbert Transportation, 19984-Meekland Avenue, Hayward, CA

Dear Mr. Henninger:

I am in receipt of the worplan, dated November 9, 1995 prepared by AGI Techrologies
(AGID) for the above referenced property in response to the request made by this
Department for further delineation of groundwater contamination.

The document has been reviewed by this Department and is acceptable with the following
change:

The 2 grab groundwater sample loctions parallel to monitoring wells, MW-4
and MW-9 should not be further than 50 feet from the well locations.

This Department should be notified prior to ifnplementing any field work. If you
have any questions, you can reach me at (510) 567-6764.

Sincerely,

Madhulla Logan
Hazardous' Matenal Specialist

CC: Jeff Lawson, Reed, Elliott, Creech and Roth, 99 Almaden Boulevard, Eight
Floor, San Jose, CA - 95113

Gordon Ccolemen/files




_ALAMEDA COUNTY .
i HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

'RAFAT A, SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program

October 2, 1995 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Mr. Jerry R. Herbert  (610) 567-6700

20150 Rancho Bella Vista
Saratoga, California - 95070

R}

4

Ref: Durham Transportation,19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, CA
Mr. Herbert:

I am in receipt of the workplan "Off-Site Contamination Assessment” dated October 28, 1994
prepared by AGI technologies for the above mentioned property. This report was received by
this Department on September 20, 1995 and based on the review of this document,
recommendations have been given below:

1. Based on previous monitoring well sampling data, all monitoring wells MW-1 thru
MW-12, except for the upgradient well MW-8, have significant concentiations of
petroleum hydrocarbons and solvents (BTEX or/and chlorinated volatile organics). The
site plan indicating the locations of the 4 proposed monitoring wells to delineate the
contamination is not scaled. Hence the distance of the proposed wells from the
furthermost downgradient wells MW-10 and MW-11 is not clear, Please submit a scaled
site plan indicating the locations of the proposed monitoring wells.

2 .Since the extent of contamination is not known, it would be more cost efi‘ective to
conduct a shallow groundwater survey using hydropunch to get more data on the extent
of groundwater contamination prior to installing the wells. Also, if the extent of the
contamination is approximated by conducting a prior survey, then the 4 monitoring wells
can be located within a 50 feet range from locations where the furthermost contamination
is identified (using the shallow groundwater survey). This is in addition to giving reliable
data to this Department, may prevent the installation of additional monitoring wells in
future.

3. This Department is also in the process of reviewing the risk assessment report forthe
referenced site. To facilitate this review process, please submit previous soil sampling data
sorted on the basis of sampling date.

Please submit the above requested revisions/additions within 15 days to this Department.
Please be aware that there has been a signficant time lapse since this Department’s first request
for groundwater delineation in the referenced property. Further delays will not be acceptable to
this Department. If you have any questions, call me at (510) 567-6764.




Sincerely,

Arsticte g

Madhulla Logan,
Hazardous Material Specialist

CC: Daniel Henninger, AGI Technologies, 300 12th Avenue,
N.E Building 4, Bellevue, Washington - 98005
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September 19, 1995
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Ms. Madula Logan = L Y
Alameda County Health Agency W 9%
; L
Department of Environmental Health 2 ﬁ

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor
Alameda, California 94502

Dear Ms. Logan:

Groundwater Monitoring

Former Harbert Transportation Site
19984 Meekland Road

Hayward, California

Attached for your review is AGI Technologies’ draft work plan titled Off-Site Contamination
Assessment, Harbert Transportation Inc., 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California. This draft
work plan was originally sent to Alameda County for review in November 1994 :

Since the latest groundwater monitoring event at the site was conducted on September 15, 1995,
we anticipated implementing the work plan during the next groundwater monitoring event
scheduled for December 1995.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please give me a call at (206) 453-8383.

Sincerely,

AGI Technologies

_?>¢:.-...;_-,€ 7. % / *
Daniel T. Henninger =

Senior Scientist

DTH/tag
300 120th Avenue N.E., Building 4 u Bellevue, Washington 98005 u (206) 453-8383 u FAX (206) 646-9523
WASHINGTON OREGON CALIFORNIA

L]
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AGI

TECHNOLOGIES

June 22, 1995

15,833.002.04

Ms. Madula Logan

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Division of Environmental Protection
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor
Alameda, California 94502

Dear Ms. Logan:

Remedial Investigation and Groundwater Monitoring
Harxbert Transportation

19984 Meekland Avenue

Hayward, California

This letter is to notify you of AGI Technologies' (AGI) intent to resume investigation and monitoring
activities at the above referenced site. At your request, we temporarily ceased quarterly monitoring
at the site prior to the January 1995 monitoring event to allow your evaluation and comment
regarding AGI's draft Work Plan for off-site contamination assessment, dated October 28, 1994. Our

client is eager to resume site work and would like to see progress toward site closure. AGI believes
it is no longer in the best interest of our client to further delay work at the site. '

AGl is proceeding with investigation activities at the site in accordance with the scope of services
outlined in the Work Plan. Off-site investigation will be initiated upon approval by the appropriate
land owners to access properties for investigation purposes. We expect the field work will begin
during the third week of July 1995.

AGI will also implement the groundwater monitoring modifications we discussed and presented to
you in a formal request letter dated February 27, 1995. As stated in the letter, monitoring wells
MW5, MW8, MW10, and MW11 will be sampled quarterly along with sampling of the four new
wells. In addition, all 14 wells will be monitored for groundwater gradient evaluation purposes.

300 120th Avenue N.E., Building 4 a2 Bellevue, Washington 98005 L] {206) 453-8383 L)

WASHINGTON OREGON CALIFORNIA
: &
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Ms. Madula Logan |
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency AGI
June 22, 1995 TECHNOLOGIES
Page 2

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call. .
Sincerely,

AGI Technologies

Daniel T. Henninger
Senior Scientist

DTH/tag




MEETTING
September 1, 1994

Re: Durham Transportation Site, located at 19984 Meekland Ave,,
Hayward, California ‘ '

Attending: Daniel T. Henninger, AGI Technologies, (510)238-4590
Paul R. Lohman, AGI Technologies, (510)238-4590
Donna Dehn, Health/Sciences Consulting (510)530-1833
Madhulla Logan, Alameda County :
Juliet Shin, Alameda County

Discussed guidelines for the development of a Risk Assessment,
which will establish cleanup levels. Ms. Logan stated that the
Risk Assessment shall utilize values for TPHg and TPHd, in
addition to benzene. Surrogate values may be used for TPH, such
as n-hexane, which apparently was established in ASTM’s new
standards for RBCA (Risk Based Corrective Action).

According to Mr. Henninger, an informal well survey was conducted
within 0.25 miles downgradient of the site. No domestic wells,
and only irrigation wells were identified. One irrigation well
was identified immediately adjacent to the gite. :

Discussed the possibility of RA addressing the potential
intrusion of volatiles into buildings. Ms. Dehn stated that,:
based on the fact that the water table is located significantly
below the building depths, she doubts that it will pose any
threat. She stated that most reference materials she has
studied, state that there is only a vapor threat to buildings
when the water table is located immediately beneath the
buildings. Ms. Logan stated that she would refer to her
resources to determine whether this issue should be addressed in
the RA, '

Ms. Shin requested that Risk should be assegssed for children
potentially playing in the irrigation water. Ingestion should be
considered, per other Rigk Assessments conducted for similar :
water uses. Ms. Dehn proposed that the RA make the assumption
that 100% of the irrigation water would volatilize, which is very
conservative, therefore dermal routes would not have to be
congidered.

In assessing the risk that soil contamination poses, the
assumption has to be made that this site could be used as a
residential site. They will assume a volatilization threat, as
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Meeting
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opposed to a particulates threat. They will not assess TPHd | in
the RA, since the observed levels were probably weathered gas,
However, the weathered gas concentrations need to be added to the
observed gas concentrations to establish the average gas
concentrations in soil. "T- and H-statistics" will be conducted,
which will take any discrepancies caused by log and arithmetic
mean adjustments into account.

Mr. Henninger stated that the latest ground water monitoring :
report would be submitted to this office within two weeks. The
work plan for further delineation of the ground water contaminant
plume is 90% completed, and will be submitted within the next
month. Mr. Henninger stated that efforts will not be made to
contain the ground water contaminant plume. Instead, they plan
to complete delineation of the plume and then immediately address
the remediation of the site, subsequent to obtaining satisfactory
cleanup levels from the RA.

Mr. Henninger stated that the "data gap" info, outlined int he
July 6, 1994 letter, would be submitted within the next month.

Mr. Henninger stated that utility line surveys would eventually
be conducted in and around the site.

Notes: Never conducted overexcavation out at the site. 2an
extensive amount of soil contamination still in place.
1,2-DCA was noted on site, in the source area and
downgradient, but not in upgradient wells. However,
small amounts of PCE have historically been identified
in Well MW8 (upgradient well). :

AGI Paul R. Lohman 1 kGI Daniel T Henni:%lger

TECHNOLOGIES Staff Engincer . JECHNOLOGIES Senior Scientist
827 Broadway, Suite 210 ; (S)ZZ(BmadwaY’ Suite 210 :
Oakland, California 94607 akland, California 94607

510) 238-4590
(510) 238-4590 (
FAX (510) 238-4599 FAX (510) 238-4599

Engineering and Environmental Services Engineering and Environmental Services
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AGENDA

09/01/94 Meeting on Risk Based Cleanup Levels
Durham Transportation Site, Hayward, California

Introductions

Purpose of Meeting
Introduce our approach for identifying cleanup levels at the Durham site and get
agreement/approval of approach

Site Background
Brief overview of contamination at the site
Previous agency contact
Site hydrogeologic conditions (depth to groundwater, direction of flow, etc.)

Risk-based Approach to Developing Cleanup Levels (Use of ASTM’s Guide for Risk-
Based Corrective Action Applied at Petroleum Release Sites) :
Land use - past/current/future
Beneficial use - irrigation/lack of domestic use/existing municipal supply
Receptor survey - existing irrigation well on adjacent property
Establish point of compliance (downgradient edge of property)
Scenario for developing cleanup level in groundwater (use of groundwater for
irrigation)
Inhalation of volatiles while watering lawns and trees in an average
residential yard. Reasonable rates for watering, duration of water and
frequency of watering will be determined based on EBMUD annualized _
data. After determining concentration of constituents in air, back-calculate
the concentration in water.
Determine attenuation between point of compliance and nearest receptor
An attenuation factor exists between the receptor and the point of
compliance. After applying the attenuation factor, this will be the cleanup
concentration at the point of compliance. From this a cleanup
concentration for soil will be calculated using a leaching approach.

Discussion

Donha Dehn
YalHof Scienas COHSLL(.:H(J%,...
510-530-18%3
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To: Alameda Co. Health Care Sves. Agency Date: _ July 28, 1994

Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502
Ms. Juliet Shin

Attention:

Project: 19984 Meekland Ave, Hayward, CA Number: 15,833.001,04?
Subject: Project Schedule -

\
Quantity Date Description
1 7/28/94 Project Schedule
For Your:
O Distribution X Use 01 Records - & Review O Approval O Information
Remarks: Pursuant to your July 6, 1994 letter, attached is a
project schedule for work at the referenced site. If you have
any questions, please give me a call.
From: _Daniel Henninger Via: First class mail
cc. Jeffrey Lawson; Reed, Elliott, Creech & Roth
o | J
D 300 120th Avenue N.E., Bidg. 4 O 541 N.E. 20th, Suite 103 ({ 827 Broadway, Suite 210 [1 3206 50th St. Ct. N.W.,, #109
Bsllevue, WA 98005 Portland, OR 97232 Qakland, CA 94607 Gig Harbor, WA 98335
(206) 453-8383 (503) 232-1800 (510) 238-4599 (206) 851-5562

FAX (206) 646-9523 FAX (503) 232-9272 FAX (510) 238-4590 FAX (206) 858-6007




PROJECT SCHEDULE -
DURHAM TRANSPORTATION -MEEKLAND ROAD AGI

TECHNOLOGIES

07/94 | 08/94 | 00/94 | 10/94 | 11/94 | 12/94 | 01/95 | 02/95 | 03/95 | 04/95 | 05/95 | 06/95 | 07/95 |

Delineation of Contamination

Work Plan Preparation
Owner's Review
Regulatory Review

Field Work |
iGroundwater Monitoring - . .

Field Work [ | B

Report ] | | | | .
Risk Assessment

RA Preparation
Owner's Review
Regulatory Review
Feasibility Study
FS Preparation P
Owner's Review ‘
Regulatory Review
Remedial Action Plan
RAP Preparation
Owner's Review
Regulatory Review

Remediation Contractor ;
Selection P

ISite Remediation




ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources ‘Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program

. 80 Swan:Way, Rm 200
Dave Delamotte Oakland, CA 94621

Durham Transportation, Inc. {510) 271-4530
9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North

Travis Building, Ste 200

Austin, Texas 787%59-7252

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

July 6, 1994

STID 1879

Re: Investigations at Durham Transportation site, located at
19984 Meekland Ave., Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

Per my meeting with Daniel T. Henninger, AGI Technologies (AGI),
and Jeffrey S. Lawson, Reed, Elliott, Creech & Roth, on July 6,
1994, it is the understanding of this office that a Risk ’
Assessment, Feasiblity Study, and Corrective Action Work Plan
will be prepared by AGI. A detailed timetable addressing this
work must be submitted to this office within 30 days of the daie
of this letter. The Risk Assessment should assess whether theie
are any nearby wells, both domestic/irrigation and industriail,
influencing and/or pumping contaminated water from the plume.

Elevated levels of contaminants have consistently been identified
in the most downgradient well, Well MW-10, indicating that the
ground water contaminant plume has not yet been delineated. '
Additionally, it appears that the extent of scil contamination
has not yet been delineated. 1In conjunction with the above
proposed work, Durham Transportation is required to fully L
Ccharacterize the extent of soil and ground water contamination at
the site, per Article 11 Title 23 california Code of Regulations.

As observed by the elevated levels in off-site Well MW-10, it
appears that the ground water contaminant plume tends to migrate
fairly readily. Article 11 Title 23 California Code of
Regulations also requires the containment/interim remediation of
the ground water plume, to prevent further impact to unaffected
areas. A work plan addressing the delineation and containment of
the plume shall be submitted to this office within 60 days of the
date of this letter.

Per Article 5 Title 23 California Code of Regulations you are
required to sample and collect water level measurements from all
the site’s monitoring wells on a quarterly basis, and submit _
corresponding quarterly monitoring reports to this office. The




Mr. Dave Delamctte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
July 6, 1994

Page 2 of 3

last quarterly monitoring submitted to this office was in June
1993. You are required to sample the monitoring wells and subnit
a quarterly sampling report within 45 days of the date of this,
letter. 1In 1990, samples collected from the site’s washrack sump
identified levels of DDT pestlcldes. This office is concerned:
that the pesticides stored in this sump may have impacted the
ground water. Therefore, this office is requesting that you
analyze the ground water sample collected from the nearest
monitoring well to the former sump for pesticides, in the next
quarterly sampling event.

Please incorporate the quarterly sampling events and plume
delineation/containment work in the requested timetable.

There are still a number of data gaps in our files. Please
submit the following information to our office:

0o A report documenting the July 1986 investigations,
initiated by then property owner Harbert Transportation.

0 Well construction information for Well MW-1, and any other
information for this well, such as its abandonment/closure.

o Well logs for MW-3 and Mw-4.

o Documentation for the fate of excavated soil from the tank
removal and the trenching.

0 Need reports documenting the installation of Wells MW-10
and MW-11.

0 Please submit the history of depth-to-water for all the
site’s wells for the last two years.

o Information on any possible overexcavation of the tank
pits, subsequent to the initial tank removal sampling.

If you have any questlons or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.




Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
July 6, 1994

Page 3 of 3

Sincerely,

7
) ML\

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Daniel T. Henninger
AGI Technologies
827 Broadway, Ste 210
Oakland, CA 94607

Jeffrey 5. Lawson

Reed, Elliott, Creech & Roth
99 Almaden Blvd., Eigth Flr.
San Jose, CA 95113

Donna Turlotte

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Edgar Howell-File(JS)



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

y

AGENCY
DAVID &, KEARS, Agency Director RAFAT A SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTCR
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Waler Programs
January 21, 1994 UST Local Qversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oakland, CA 94621
Mr. Jeffrey S. Lawson (510) 271-4530

Reed, Elliott, Creech, & Roth
99 Almaden Blvd., Eigth Floor
San Jose, CA 95113-1606

STID 1879
Re: Durham Transportation site, located at 19984 Meekland Ave.,
Hayward, California :

Dear Mr. Lawson,

In response to your letter, dated January 14, 1994, regarding ‘the
State’s comments on the three bids for investigations at the -
above site, I spoke to Mr. Chris Stevens today, State Water :
Resources Control Board, to clarify his earlier comments. Mr.
Stevens stated that the three consulting firms that submitted
the bids are required to justify their choices for the proposed
remediation systems, and all three firms need to submit estimates
for all the same exact remedial options. It appears that the .
number of remedial options selected is not a problem, but rather
that the consultants need to submit estimates on all the same
options.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,
. ..A,___/_“..._ e
/ X- _."_,4{
PN
+7Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Edgar Howell-File(JS)




. LAW OFFICES OF .

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH  AL(C(Q
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION HMAZMAT

Steven J. Roth 99 Almaden Bouievard, Lighth Floor

John W. Elliott San Jose, California 95113-1606 f_' M 3
Randall C. Creech (408) 993.9911 b JAN 18 PH 2: 3L
Thomas A. Elliott :

Chuck Reed Facsimile

Sylvia R. Esquivel (408) 993-1335
Jeffrey 8. Lawson

Peter A. Liebow

January 14, 1994

Raymond A. Brinson
Michael C. Gagliasso
Stacy Sluser Hopkins
Brook B. Bond
Lauren Berger
Phillip C. Lyman
Cheryl Young Yamaguchi
Andrew V, Stearns
Patricia A. Welch
Lara N, Gilman

Ms, Juliet Shin

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health

Care Services Agency
Department of

Environmental Health

80 Swan Way Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541 (site)
Claim No: 003377

Dear Ms. Shin:

This letter is in follow up to our telephone conversation on 12 January, 1993. In that
conversation I expressed to you my concerns regarding the State Water Resources Control
Board ’s reluctance to express an opinion regarding the adequacy of our "three bidding " for the
next phase of work and whether there would be reimbursement for the work performed by the
consultant pursuant to this bidding procedure. As it turns out, I did submit to the State Water
Resources Control Board the Request for Proposal, which included the CTTS Inc. Work Plan
dated November 1, 1992 along with the LRA letters dated November 18, 1992 and June 11, 1993.
Despite having the CTTS Work Plan and seeing the three bids, including the CTTS bid in
response to the Work Plan, Mr. Chris Stevens (phone number (916) 227-4519) refused to commit
himself as to whether the bidding was adequate. Indeed, his recommendation was that CTTS
perform a feasibility study and then draft a Corrective Action Plan, to then be approved by you,
before the remediation work was bid. The remediation work would then be bid against the
Corrective Action Plan. In our conversation you expressed the opinion, and I agree with you, that
the CTTS Work Plan is the equivalent of a Corrective Action Plan for purposes of bidding the
next phase of work.

[WPT114SHIN. LV2/HARBE-06(1)
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T'am interested in moving forward on the clean-up as rapidly as possible. Toward that end,
I am sending you our Request for Proposal which includes the CTTS Work Plan and your letters,
(provided you for your convenience), along with the Excel, AGI and CTTS bids. Mr. Stevens did
say that be placed great weight on the local agency determination regarding the adequacy of the
bid submitted by the contractor. I request that you review the three bids and then tell me if the
responses to the request for bid adequately address, in your opinion, the CTTS Work Plan. I
would then like you to look at what I consider to be the low bid, which is AGI ’s Alternative 2,
which has an estimated cost of $163,407.00. If that alternative is unacceptable, I would appreciate
your telling me which of the proposed alternatives by any of the contractors you believe meets
your requirements as reflected in the CTTS Work Plan as amended by your letters.

As I said earlier, it is my intention to move this site along as expeditiously as possible. 1
am not wedded to the proposal I just presented to you. If you have a different idea on how we
should proceed, please give me a call to discuss it.

Your courtesy and assistance in this matter are greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH

% , EAWSON

JSL/Is
Encl.
Request for Proposal
AGI bid
Excel bid
CTTS bid
cc: Client w/encl.

Barry Gore w/o encl.

[WPJ11ASHIN LVZ/HARBE-06(1)




LAW OFFICES OF .

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Steven J. Roth 99 Aimaden Boulevard, Eighth Floor
John W. Elliott San Jose, California 95113-1606
Randall C. Creech (408) 993-9911
Thomas A. Efliott
Chuck Reed Facsimile
Sylvia R. Esquivel (408) 993-1335

Jeflrey S. Lawson
Peter A. Lisbow

. December 21, 1993
Raymond A. Brinson

Michael C. Gagliasso
Stacy Sluser Hopkins

Brook B. Bond o
Lauren Berger
Phillip C. Lyman
Cheryl Young Yamaguchi
Andrew V. Stearns /
Patricia A. Welch

Mr. Ron Markle
State Water Resources Control Board

P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, California 94244-2120

Re: 19984 Meeckland Avenue, Hayward, California 94541 (Site)
Claim No.: 003377 :

Dear Mr. Markle:

Jerry Harbert, the claimant, is undertaking the Phase III--Corrective Action Plan
Implementation portion of the cleanup of the Meekland Road property. Pursuant to 23 C.C.R.
§2812.1 this phase of work has been "three-bid." I am enclosing herein the Request! for Bid
Proposal as well as the responses from CTTS, Inc. (the current environmental contractor on the
Site), Applied Geotechnology, Inc. (AGI) and Excel Environmental and General Engineering
(Excel). You will note that the Request for Bid is very lengthy and that all the proposals in
response to the Request for Bid are lengthy. Also attached are amendments to the Excel and
CTTS workplans to cover the cost of a risk based assessment of clean-up goals. The Alameda
County Health Care Services Agency, Department of Environmental Health, has approved a work
plan, however, as you can see from each of the proposals this general approval still allows the
various consultants to select from various technologies. In other words, there are several options
available from each environmental consultant. It is impossible to know who is the "low bidder,"
until the final remediation technology is selected. '

After careful review we determined that AGI Alternative 2 is the most cost-effective and
technically correct proposal. T am forwarding all the bid proposals to you in order to obtain your
approval to retain AGI as the environmental contractor for Phase III. As you know, clean-ups
are an ongoing process and things such as risk assessments or changes in site conditions can
change the methods of remediation. Because of these variables we believe it is important that

[WP] 1220MARK. LY3/HARBE-05(1) ’ g




December 21, 1993
Page 2

environmental contractors with technical sophistication as well as cost-effectiveness be retained.
AGI meets these goals,

Please review these proposals and let me know whether the reterition of AGI will satisfy
the State Board’s requirements justifying selection of a contractor pursuant to 23 C.C.R.
§2812.1(d). Because we and Alameda County are anxious to quickly move forward with this work,
I'will be contacting you shortly after the new year to discuss this matter. '

Very truly yours,

REED, ELLIOTT, CREECH & ROTH

FREY S. LAWSON

JSL/ls
Encl.
Request for Bids
AGI Proposal
CTTS Proposal & Amendment
Excel Proposal & Amendment

cc:  Client w/0 enclosures
cc:  Barry Gore w/o enclosures

[WP]1220HARK . LV3 /HARBE-05 (1)
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November 20, 1993

Mr. David Delamotte

Durham Transportation

9171 Capitol of Texas Highway North
Travis Blidg., Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78759

Dear Mr. Delamotte:

RE: PROPOSAL AMENDMENT--RISK BASED ASSESSMENT OF CLEANUP GOALS

CTTS, Inc., proposes to amend this proposal by working with the Alameda C@unty
Department of Environmental Health to derive target cleanup goals for the.
Meekland site. This will be accomplished Qy applying a scientific_risk based

The first phase is 3 screening assessment and development of health and
environmental risk based cleanup goals. This wil] be performed using existing
data, It will consist of regulatory coordination, assessment of the data
according to County-specified risk assessment models and determination of
health and environmental risk based cleanup goals.

Upon completion of the first phase, it will be determined if groundwater
protection based cleanup goals should be developed. C(TTS, Inc., proposes to
derive these goals, if required, by modeiling methods utilizing existing data.
At this phase, Alameda County may insist that additional soil sampling and -
leachability analyses be performed. After the completion of the groundwater
protection based assessment, site cleanup goals for soil and groundwater :
remediation will be established.

P.O. Box 515 . Rodeo, Callfornia 94572 . (415) 799-1140




i . .

COST PROPOSAL
Development of Health/Environmenta] Risk Based Assesment $4,680.00

ADDITIONAL SERVICES (OPTIONAL, AS REQUIRED BY ALAMEDA COUNTY)

Modelled Groundwater Leachability Assesment $3,900.00
Field and Laboratory Groundwater Assesment $6,900.00*

*Includes subcontracted costs for sampling and analysis estimated to be
$4,500. Subcontracted services will be charged at 115% of actual invoiced

cost.

If the risk based cleanup goals selected are different from those incorporated
in the existing proposed workplan, further revision of the cleanup proposal
may be necessary. These goals may either expand or condense the scope of site
remediation, '

I Took forward to the opportunity to perform this work for Durham :
Transportation. If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 799-1140,

Sincerely,

AN

Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM
Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

CTTS, Inc.
toxic tachnology services

T




ALAMEDA COUNTY 7N
HEALTH CARE SERVICES '

AGENCY
DAVID J KLAH% Agency Duocior

RAFAT AL SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

November 19, 1993 Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program
Dave Delamotte 80 SwanWay, Rm 200
Durham Transportation, Inc. Oakiand, CA 94621

9171 Capital of Texas Hwy North (610) 271-4530

Travis Building, Ste 200
Austin, TX 78759~-7252

STID 1879

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Re: Investigations at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, CA

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

Quarterly ground water monitoring has been conducted out at the
above site since April 1991. Very elevated levels of Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) as gasoline, TPH as diesel, benzene,
toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes (BTEX), and chlorinated volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) have been identified in soil samples
collected from the site and consistently in ground water samples
collected from all the on-site wells, (except for the well
upgradient of former hydrocarbon operations), and downgradient
off-site wells. To this date, no remediation has been conducted
out at the site.

On April 24, 1992, this office wrote you a letter requesting that
you submit a work plan addressing the containment and remediation
of the extensive contamination resultlng from the site. After
another request for the work plan in an August 25, 1992 letter,
this office finally received the required work plan in November
1892. 1In a letter to your office dated November 18, 1992, the
County approved the work plan. Due to some unexpected
difficulties in implementing the proposed work, an amendment to
the work plan was submitted in February 1993. This office
1mmed1ately reviewed the addendum and the County approved the
addendum in a June 11, 1993 letter to your office.

In a July 15, 1993 letter from Durham Transportation, a reguest
was made for an extension of the due date for implementing the
work plan to October 1, 1993. This office approved this
extension. To this date, it appears that no remediation work has
been conducted out at the site. It has been one year since the
initial remediation/containment work plan was approved by the
County.




Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
November 19, 1993

Page 2 of 3

This office cannot allow the continued impact of contamination
from your site onto other neighboring properties. Per Section
2722, Article 11, Title 23 California Code of Regulations, you
are required to begin interim remedial (i.e., containment)
measures immediately to prevent further impact onto neighboring
properties. Additionally, per Section 2726, Article 11, Title 23
California Code of Regulations, you are required to begin soil
and ground water remediation at the site.

This office is aware of your interest in conducting a Risk
Assessment for the site. However, that does not preclude you
from conducting the above required work in the meantime. The
Risk Assessment can only be conducted to establish cleanup levels
for the contaminants of concern in so0il that will not impact
human health or the environment, and must be done in conjunction
with the required remediation/containment.

Additionally, this office feels that a Risk Assessment can only
be conducted when the extent of soil and ground water
contamination has fully been characterized. oOur files indicate
that this has not yet been accomplished. Ground water samples
collected from the most downgradient monitoring well is still
identifying elevated levels of TPH as gasoline and diesel, BTEX,
and VOCs. Furthermore, it appears that the extent of soil
contamination has not yet been totally characterized. In
addition to the above required work, you are required to complete
the delineation of soil and ground water contamination at your
site per Section 2725, Article 11, Title 23 cCalifornia Code of
Regulations.

You are required to come into compliance with the above
requirements within 90 days of the date of this letter. Please
keep in mind that, pursuant to the California Water Code, the °
Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose civil penalties
of upto $1,000 per day that you are out of compliance.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530. 3

Sincerely,

e X Zot__
Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist
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Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
November 19, 1993

Page 3 of 3

cC: Blessy Torres
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Resources
P.O. Box 94212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Lisa Polos

CTTS, Inc.

P.0O. Box 515
Rodeo, CA 94572

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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November 11, 1993

Durham Transportation

5171 Capital »f Texas dighway Horth
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78759-7252
Attention: Mr, David Delamotte

SUBJECT: DURHAM SITE LOCATED IN HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA.

Dear Mr. Delamotte;

Per your request I've researched the use of a Risk Based
Assessment (RBA) for the Hayward, California site. The
purpose of the RBaA would be to establish higher remediatibn
levels than exist currently. :

contamination (je. tanks, soil, etc.) has been removed and
Posses no further threat, (2) an attempt has been made to
mitigate the contaminate plume and the mitigation operations
are asymptotic, and thus further cost spent on remediatioh
would not be beneficial, If these points are addressed




Hayward .
November 11, 1993

Page 2

conducting any site remediation would not be advantages to
setting remediation levels for the site.

Should you require any further assistance in this or any
other environmental matter please contact our office  at
(310) 529-2511. .

Sincerely,

oo © Wk

Klaus P. Wojak, R.E.H.S.,R.E.A.
KPW/tw
3CORO1DH




Applied Geotechnology Inc.
November 10, 1993
93-4033

Mr. David Delamontte

Durham Transportation, Inc.

9171 Capital of Texas Highway North
Travis Building, Suite 200
Austin, Texas 78759

Dear Mr. Delamontte:

Proposal
Development of Site-Specific Risk-Based Cleanup Goals
Former Fuel Facility

Hayward, California

This letter presents Applied Geotechnology Inc.'s (AGI) proposed scope of
services to develop site-specific risk-based cleanup goals at the Purham
Transportation Former Fuel Facility (Facility), 19984 Meekland Avenue,
Hayward, california. Risk-based cleanup goals will be developed ' under
Alameda County Health Agency - Division of Hazardous Materials. This letter
identifies specific tasks necessary in the development of cleanup goals.
Proposed costs associated with each task are provided as guidance.

BACKGROUND

The subject site is owned by Durham and is currently a vacant lot. The site
is located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Meekland Aven@e and
Blossom Way in an unincorporated area of Alameda County, near the City of
Hayward. The site is in a mixed use commercial and residential area. 1t is
surrounded by single-family homes and multi~family complexes. Located at the
four corners of Meekland/Blossom intersection are the subject site; a liquor
store; an auto repair shop; and a strip center with grocery store,  hair
salon, and comics/trading card shop. Both the ligquor store and auto ripair
shop had operated at one time ag gas stations. We understand that fuel tanks
have been removed from both locations. ?

During the 1940's and 1950's, the subject site operated as a family owned
service station. Later, Harbert Transportation purchased the site and
operated it as a vehicle fueling and maintenance yvard. In 1986, Durham
purchased the site and operated it as a fuel and maintenance facility &ntil
198S. In August 1989, 1-4,000 gallon, 1-5,000 gallon, and 1-6,000 gallon
gasoline underground storage tanks (UST's), and 1-500 gallon waste oil usT
were removed from the site. :

The site is underlain by fine grained alluvial fan and flood plain depo%its
derived from the hills located approximately 2 miles east of the site. Three

to four feet of fill overlies the site. The £ill consists of Clayey to séndy
gravel. The native depositg underlying the f£ill consist of 8ilty clay to

827 Broadway, Suite 210 Oakiand, CA 94807 FAX 510/238-4599 Telephone 510/238-4590
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Mr. David Delamontte
November 10, 1993
Page 2

Applied Geotechnol#gy Inc.

clayey silt with minor and varying amounts of sand and gravel. Lernses of
silty sand and gravel approximately 3 to 4 inches thick were enco&ntered
during installation of the wells that currently exist on-site. Nol other
significant bedding or stratification of the units were reported to a depth
of approximately 40 feet below ground surface (bgs), and the deposit? were
reported to be homogeneous for hydrologic consideration. There are currently
8 groundwater monitor wells on-site, and 2 groundwater monitor wells off—site
that were installed during previocus investigations. Ground water flow is to

the west and was reported at 28 fest bgs.

Previous assessment results of indicate that petroleum hydrocarbons inc;uding
gasoline, and benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene and Xylenes (BETX) have been
detected in soil samples from 12 to 28 feet bgs in the area of the 3 former
gasoline UST's. A soil gas survey of the site indicated pet#oleum
hydrocarbons ag gasoline and BETX from 20 to 28 feet bgs throughout most of
the site. Groundwater samples from the on- and off-site wells indicate
dissolved petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline, BETX , and low levéls of
halogenated volatile organic compounds (VOCs). We understand the lateral
extent of impacted groundwater has not been delineated during the previous
agssessments. :

It is our understanding that Alameda County Health Agency - Divisibn of
Hazardous Materials has established that soil is to be remediated to less
than 10 parts per million Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) by EPA Method
8015 Modified for gasoline and 1 parts per billion {ppb) benzeﬁe in
groundwater.

It appears that a more realistic approach to setting BETX cleanup levels in
groundwater and soil ig by conducting a risk-based analysis. On behalf of
Durham Transportation, AGI has contacted Alameda County Environmental Héalth
— Hazardous Materjials Division; they are aware of Durham Trangportation is
considering developing site-specific risk-based cleanup goals applicable to
the Facility.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The scope of our services will be to develop site-specific risk-based cléanup
goals for the Former Fuel Facility under Alameda County guidance, ?asks
necessary to develop these cleanup goals include: '

Compile chemical and geophysical data collected during RI

Identify chemicals of potential concern {COPCs)

Evaluate COPCs against hazardous waste criteria

Evaluate COPCs against preliminary risk~based screening criteria
Conduct site-specific Risk Assessment

Prepare site-gspecific health risk-based cleanup goals

Conduct leachability studies; model potential leaching attenuation
Prepare site-gpecific leachability-based cleanup goals :
Establish site-specific overall cleanup goals :

»
>
>
»
>
>
>
[ 3
>

These tasks are discussed in more detail below and will be performed in
accordance with Alameda County guidance. Costs associated with each task are
also listed. :




Mr. David Delamontte

Applied Geotechnoléxgy Ine.

November 10, 1993

Page

Task

Task

Task

Task

Task

3

1: Compile chemical and geophysical data collected during RI; $1,500

Chemical data collected previous to and during the RI will be used to
estimate site-gpecific risks. Data base will asgegsed for anaﬁytical
method detection limits, presence of common analytical reagents?(i.e.,
lahoratory contamination), contaminant population distribution (i.e.,
normal versus log-normal), maximum contaminant concentrations, and, if
necessary, calculation of reasonable maximum exposure concentration
using the 95 percent confidence interval approach. Chemicals detected
at less that 5 percent frequency of detection will be eliminated from
data base consistent with standard risk assessment guidance.
Geophysical data (i.e., groundwater flow Characteristics, water-béaring
zone geology) will be evaluated and used to provide accurate site-
specific information.

2:  Identify COPCs; $1,000

COPCs will be identified from compiled chemical data. Toxicological
information including cancer slope factors and oral reference doses
(RfDs) will be compiled for all applicable COPCs. In addition
applicable or relevant and appropriate regulationg {ARARs) will be
identified for copcCs.

3: Evaluate COPCs against hazardous waste criteria; $1,000

COPCs will be evaluated against Federal, California State, and Alémeda
County hazardous waste regulations. this will provide guidance during
removal, treatment and/or disposal of contaminated environmental media.

4: Evaluate COPCs against rigk-based screening concentrations; 52,500

COPCs will be quantitatively evaluated against default risk-based
screening concentrations. Innocuous inorganic constituents will be
eliminated from further consideration following standard risk assessiment
guidance. Concentrations of COPCs will be evaluated with respect to
natural or area background levels. Remaining coPCs are those considiéred
as potentially presenting unacceptable risk; they will be retained’ and
evaluated by conducting a site-specific Risk Assessment

Chemicals that are detected on~-site but that do not possess appropriate
regulatory criteria (i.e., toxicological factors, ARARS) will'®' be
evaluated qualitatively; uncertainty with their pPresence will: be
addressed. :

5: Conduct site-gspecific Risk Asgesgsment; $§3,500
The site-specific RA will characterize retained COPCs  for their

potential to present unacceptable risk or hazard during exposure’ to
human or ecological receptors. Relevant human populations and
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ecological receptors that have the potentia) for greatest exposure to
on-site contaminants will be identified. Contaminant fate and transport
will be investigated and used to refine the assessment of potential
exposure. f

Quantitative cancer risk estimates and hazard quotients will he
calculated for each copc, The sum of risk and hazard will bpe evaluated
for "acceptability-, Any uncertainties associated with the estimation
of risk will be discugsed appropriately.

6: Prepare gite-specific health risk-baseq cleanup goals; $3,00b

Site-specific health risk-based cleanup goals are developed from RaA
results. cCopg concentrations are calculated to be protective of human
health at a given risk or hazard level (i.e., 1 x 10° for carcin@gens).
Additivity of carcinogenic and noncarcinogenic responses are alséd taken
into consideration during development of risk-based cleanup levéls.

7t Conduct leaching studies; model leaching attenuation; §2,500 .

Sufficient soil samples will be collected to adequately esdimated
contaminant leaching potential. Initially, TCLP will bke used to
estimate leaching potential. If results indicate that current: soil
concentrations are not Protective of groundwater quality, then: other
leaching tests will be rerformed. These may include modified T¢LP or
other ASTM leaching tests. :

TCLP methodology is not arn accurate predictor of true leaching
potential; TCLP results overestimate leaching potential due to the harsh
analytical methodology (i.e., acidic extraction, agitation). Thé more
robust methodologies offer more realistic conditions for asséssing
accurate leaching potential. Soil leaching attenuation may also be
medeled if laboratory results indicate the need.

8: Prepare site-specific leachability—based cleanup goals; $2,000;

Results from leaching studies will be used to develop leachability—&ased
cleanup goals. Soil levels protective of groundwater resources (iL.e.,
ARARS) will be calculated and used asg cleanup goals. :

9: BEstablish site-specific overall cleanup geals; 51,500

Both health-based and leachability-baged cleanup levels willé be
compared. The most appropriate concentration from each analysis will be
selected as the overall cleanup goal. Rationale will be provideq; for
selection of appropriate cleanup goal. :
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SCHEDULE

We expect the development of risk;based cleanup goals will take approximately
1 month to complete after all RI work is completed. This includes lab@ratory

leaching studies. our draft report should be available approximately 2 weeks
after all tasks are completed,

FEE BASIS

We propose providing the services described above on a time and expe@se fee
basis. From the 8cope of services describe herein, we estimate our fee will
not exceed $16,000, excluding laboratory leaching studjies estimated at
between $2,500 and 86,500, depending on the level of effort necessary.

We appreciate the opportunity to submit thisg proposal. As you may be aware,
Alameda County is currently formulating it's procedures for conducting risk-
based approach to cleanup levels. Results of this project will likely be
used in refining Alameda County's approach; therefore, Durham Transportation
has an excellent opportunity to present state-of-the-art riskrbased
methodolegy for development of cleanup levels, :

If you have any questions regarding this broposal, please do not hesitéte to
call Howard Marks at {206) 453-8383 or Dan Henninger at (510) 238 4595

5.
Sincerely,
APPLIED GEOTECHNOLOGY

IR

Howard S. Marks Ph.D.
Project Toxicologist

Daniel T. Henninger
Senior Construction Manager

HSM/DTH
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Mr. David Delamotte

Durham Transportation .

9171 Capitol of Texas Highway North dg?

iravis Bldg., Suite 200 YP”XL&

Austin, Texas 7F8759

Subject: Cost Proposal For Risk Assessment
19984 Meekland Aye. i)

Dear Mr. Delamotie: s

It is my understanding that in addition to the cost estimate for the
remediation of the Meekland site, you need a cost proposal for a risk
assessmaent.

Risk assessments are becoming a popular task for remediations and closures and
oftentimes the lead agency will have particular guidelines fur such '
assessments. In order to cbtain these guidelines, I called Jutiete Shin of
Alameda County. She was unsure that a risk assessment would shorten or lessen
the intensity of the Meekland project at this time. 5She contacted her
counterpart at the Water Quality Board who agreed for the following reasomns:

1. Contamination has been found down gradient and off site from the
Meekland site.

2. It is the job of the administrating agencies fo keep naighbovring sites
from becoming contaminated.

3. A risk assessmeat is not particularily appropriate at this time because

the effectiveness of the Best Available Technology (BAT) has nol yet
been implemented.

4. Levels of certain contaminates, particularly Benzene, warvant
remediation at the Meekland site.

5. If the BAT does not effectively remedfate the site, then viable opfions
should be assessed at that time. A risk assessment may or may not be .
considered a viabie option. :

I would be pleased tu submit a cost proposal for a risk assessment, however as
your consultant on this project thus far, I suggest that a risk assessment
woi ld not bemefit you or any of the property owners at this time. 1 further
recommend that the best approach is to finalize your choice and forge ahead
with the projact_ If in tha future a risk assessment seems appropriate, then
there will be pertinent information available from which to effectively quote
and execute a risk assessment. :

P.0. Box 518 - Rodeo, Callfarnia Q4572 - (413) 789-1140
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Please give me a call at (510) 799-1140 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

tisa A. Palos, REA, CHWM
Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

ce: Juliete Shin, Alameda County

001 P2

CTTS, Inc.
foxtc fschnolopy xarvives
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFORNIA ENVIR TAL PROTECTION AGENCY . PETE WILSON, Governor

_STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PROGRAMS
2014 T STREET, SUITE 130 .

P.0. BOX 944212
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 84244-2120 ‘ 0CT 7 1993

(916) 227-4413 A LY S ¢ 2
(916) 227-4530 {FAX)

Mr. Jerry Harbert . : Site: Durham Transportation

20150 Rancho Bella Vista Drive 19984 Meekland Avenué
Saratogs, CA 95070 Hayward, CA 94541

Dear Mr. Harbert:
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND, CLAIM NO. 3377

The State Water Resources Control Board {State Board] takes pleasure in issuing the attached Letter of Commitment in an amount
not to exceed $237,000. 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.

The State Board will take steps to withdraw this Letter of Commitment after 90 calendar days from the date of this transmlttel letter
unless you procesd 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, yau must obtain
three bids and sign a contract with one of these bidders within 80 calendar days. If your cleanup effort has alre&dy started and
was delayed, you must resurne the expenditure of funds to ensure that your cleanup is proceeding in an expeditiou.ffr manner. You
are reminded that you must comply with all regulatory agency time schedules and requirements. We constantly review the status
of all active claims, and failure to proceed with due difigence will be grounds for withdrawal of this Letter of Commftmenr

You should read the terms and conditions listed in the Letter of Commitment. :

Also attached is a "Reimbursement Request" package. The package includes :

. Instructions for the completion of the "Reimbursement Request " form which must be followed when seeking re:mbursement
for corrective action costs incurred after January 1, 1988. The instructions booklet contains:
- Recommended Minimum Invoice Cost Breakdown, :
- A "Certification of Non-Recovery From Other Sources™ which must be returned before any re.rmbursements can

be made. - R
- A "Bid Summary Sheet" to document data on bids received. :
. Three "Reimbursement Request-Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund" forms which you must use to request
reimbursement of costs incurred.
L] Two “Spreadsheets" which you must use in conjunction with your Reimbursement Request.

if you have any questions regarding the Letter of Commitment or the Reimbursement Request package, please contact Blessy Torres
at (916] 227-4535. .

Sincerely, N

/g\ 77767/1«/&& fn

Dave Deaner, Manager
Underground Storage Tank
Cleanup Fund Program

Attachments

ce: Don Dalke
Reglorial Water Quality Control Board

San Francisco Bay Region . Division of Hazardous Materials
2101 Webster Street, Suite 500 _ 80 Swan Way, Room 200
Oakiend, CA 946712 Oakland, CA .94621




LETTER f.-omITMENT For REIMBURSEN OF cosTs

CLAIM NO: (003377 ' : . AMENDMENT NO: 0
CLAIMANT: J. Harbert . BALANCE FORWARD:' $0

JOINT-CLAIMANT :
, - - , THIS AMOUNT: 8£237,000

CLAIMANT ADDRESS: 20150 Rancho Bella Vista Drive : f

Saratoga, CA 95070 NEW BALANCE:'$237,000

TAX ID / SSA NO. 569-50-0692

Subject to availability of funds, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) agrees to reimburse Jerry Harbert -

{claimant) for eligible corrective action costs at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, CA_ 94541 (site}. The cadvmitment

reflected by this Letter is subject to all of the foflowing terms and conditions:

1. Reimbursement shall not exceed $237,000 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 State Board, the Staté Board shall not be
obligated to make any disbursements hereunder. If any disbursements otherwise due under this Letter of Commitment are
deferred because of unavarlability 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 priotity for disbursement over any other
claimant who has a similar Letter of Commitment. ' :

3. Unléss modified in writing by the State Board, this Letter of Commitment covers work through Phase Hlf of c.forrect.r've action
work. : : : : : : :

4. All costs for which reimbursement is sought must be eligible for reimbursement and the Claimant must be the berson
entitled to reimbursement thereof. : : . - :

5. Claimant must at all times be in complience with afl applicable state laws, rules and regulations and with alf ferms,
conditions, and commitments contained in the ‘Claimant’s Application and any supporting documents or in arly payment
requests submiitted by the Claimant. : . : .

6. No dishursement under this Letter of Commitment will be made except upon receipt of accebtable' Standard l;-'orm-:Payment
Requests duly executed by or on behalf of the Claimant. All Payment Requests must be executed by the Claimant or a dyly

authorized representative who has been approved by the Division of Clean Water Programs.

7. Any and afl disbursements payable under this Letter of Cammirrﬁent may be withheld if the Claimant is not in com,bﬁanceg
" with the provisions of Paragraph 5 above. _— : .

8. Neither this Letter of Commitment nor any right thereunder is assignable by the Claimant without the written ;consent of the
State Board. In the event of any such assignment, the rights of the assignee shall be subject to all terms and condjtions set
forth in this Letter of Commitment and the State Board’s consent. ' o '

8. This Letter of Commitment may be withdrawn at any time by the State Board if completion of corrective action is not
performed with reasonable diligence. ) o

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Letter of Commitment has been issued by the State Board this 28th day of September, 1993,

STATE USE :
CALSTARS CODING :
0550 - 569.02 - 30530

S

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

BY , oatle

Cleanup Fund Program
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B ' - LEVINE'FRICKE

ENGINEEAS. HYDROGEDLOGISTS & APPLED SCIENTISTS

September 7, 1993

Mr. David Delamontte

Duttam Transportation, Inc.

9171 Capital of Texas Highway North
Travis Building, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78759-7252

Subject:  Site: 19984 Meekland Avenue
Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamontte:

We appreciate your consideration but we regret to advise Levine.Fricke will not b¢ able
to bid on the Corrective Action Plan for the above site. Your Request for Proposal
arrived on Séptember 3, 1993 and due to the press of business, we were unable to ,
respcnd in a timely fashion,
We are, however, giving your RFP to Mr. Dan Henniger of Applied Gootochnologbr, Inc,
who will be contacting you. S j

Flease keep us in mind for future business and thanks again for your consideration.é
Sincer,

Bct/Hancc A
Business Development Manager

cc: Mr, Dan Henniger
Applied Geotechnology, Inc.
" 827 Broadway, Suite 210
Oakland, California 94612

1900 Powell Streal, 12th Floor

DTIDclun. BMH Emeryville, Calitamia 94408
(510) 652-4500

Fox {510) 652-224¢6

Crher offices in lving, Ca: Socrumento/faseviie, CA; Talighassoe. Fl:,- Hanalulu, 4




DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC.
9171 CAPITAL OF TEXAS HIGHWAY NORTH
) . TRAVIS BUILDING, SUITE 200
T ERTEEC AUSTIN, TX 78758-7252

TRANSPORTATION ' ' VOICE [512] 343-8202

FAX [512) 343-68596

July 15, 1993

Ms. Juliet Shin

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

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Remedlation Activities
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Ms. Shin,

This letter is a request for an extension to an August start date
for the remediation activities relating to 19984 Meekland Avenue.

We have only in the last few days obtained the answers to our
legal questions. 1In order to proceed, it is recommended by our
legal staff to prepare a bid package and invite quotations for
the remediation work. The time line for commencement of work is:

Week of August 2 ~ Send bid packages

August 20th - Bid process closing

September 1 - Contract with successful bidder
October 1 - On site work commencement

We greatly appreciate you patience and continued support through
this lengthy process. Should you have any questions, please call
me at (512) 343-6292.

Vez Trulz Y?‘urs,

Dave Delamotte
Senior Vice President
Facilities, Fleet Service and Quality Systems

cc: L. Durham
Eddy So, WQCB
B. Gore, Attorney At Law
L. Polos, CTTS

DD/ 1my
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June 11, 1993 80 Swan:Way, Bim -
Mr. Dave Delamotte (B30) 271-4530

Durham Transportation
P.O. Box 948
Rosemead, CA 91770

STID 1879

Re: Amendment to the Proposed Remediation System for the 51te
located at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

This office has reviewed the amendments to the work plan that was
submitted in November 1992, dated February 26, 1993. Included in
these amendments is a CTTS, Inc. letter, dated June 10, 1993,
which discusses the origin of the fill materials that will be
used to backfill the excavation pits at the site. These
amendments are acceptable to this office with the following
reminders/changes:

o] The clean-up goal for the excavation of the
contaminated soil should be down to <10 ppm, instead of
<100 ppm as proposed in the amended work plan. :

o Per a conversation with Ms. Polos on March 8, 1993,
this office found it acceptable for your 51te to
analyze for Diesel and 0il and Grease together, as long
as Method 3550 GCFID (i.e., Modified 8015) was
implemented.

o] Also per the discussion in March 1993, Ms. Polos
inquired as to whether or not it was acceptable to
collect one sample per every 200 cubic yards of
stockpiled soil. Due to the great amount of stockpiied
soil that will be generated from the excavation, this
request is acceptable to this office on the condltlon
that this soil is disposed of off-site, the samples are
analyzed for the appropriate constituents, and that !
this number of samples meets with the requlrements oE
the disposal facility.

Field work shall commence within 60 days of the date of this
letter. A report documenting the work shall be prepared and
submitted to this office within 45 days after completing the
field work.

AT A SRHAMID, ASST. AGENC Y DH-'{ K:'{ 14

"CUV‘I'M :3!1 e
or Programs



Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
June 11, 1993

Page 2 of 2

If you have any guestions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530. f

//ﬁuliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Sumadhu Arigala, RWQCB
Lisa Polos
Toxic Technology Services
P.0. Box 515
Rodeo, CA 94572
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Hugh Murphy, Hayward Fire Dept.

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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CTTS, Inc.

{achnology services

VIA FACSIMILE
June 10, 1993

Ms. Juliete Shin

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Subject: Fi1l Material To Be Used At Durham Transportation
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward

Dear Ms. Shin:

As per your request, I have investigated the type of fill materials that will
be provided by East Bay Excavating in Hayward. They are located at the foot

of Mission and Tennyson. The quarry supervisor is Mr. Rick Case. He gave me
a tour of the facility and assured me that the backfill materials that I have
requested are native materials from their quarry located at the back of their
facility.

Fi1] materials of interest are of two types. The first is primarily black
shale that is not screened, but will provide a compaction rate of 90%. The
second is primarily a Franciscan material that is passed through a 1/2"
screen. The screened brown clayey materials are called "quarry fines" and
will also achieve a 90% compaction.

Random samples are collected for physical testing. Chemical testing is not
conducted uniless by special request.

I hope this has answered your questions on the backfill. Please call me at
(510) 799-1140 if you need additional information.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM
Senpior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

cc: Dave Delamotte-Durham Transportation

' P.O. Box 515 - Rodeo, California 84572 + (415) 799-1140
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May 19, 1993
TADHITTED OMLY IN D.C, 00339-010 (EiD. 3)
250921t

Ms. Juliete Shin

Alameda County Health Care Services Dept.
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way

Oakland, California 94621

Re: 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California:
Sale of Property to County of Alameda

Dear Ms. Shin:

We represent Durham Transportation, Inc. ("DTI"), a
California corporation, which is currently the record owner of the
above-referenced property. Contamination has been identified on
this property, and DTI is currently working with the Hazardous
Materials Division of the Alameda County Health Care Agency to
clean up this property, and has also filed a claim with the State
Water Resources Control Board in connection with the Underground
Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program.

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that a small
corner portion of this property (approximately i74 square feet) has
been sold to the County of Alameda. This sale was made after DTT
was approached by the County of Alameda Public Works Agency and
advised that the County intended to condemn this portion of the
property for use in connection with a public improvement project
involving the installation of a sidewalk and a handicap access
ramp.

A copy of the Grant Deed from DTI to the County of
Alameda, dated May 7, 1993, is attached for your reference. Based
on our conversations with Michael Wolfe of the Public Works Agency,
we do not anticipate that the sale of the property will interfere
with DTI’s ongoing cleanup efforts.




Ms. Juliete Shin
May 19, 1993
Page 2

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions or comments regarding this matter.

Very truly vo

BRG:ljc

cc:  Larry K. Durhanm
David Delamotte
Bruce L. Ashton, Esq.
Dean Drulias, Esq.
Michael L. Wolfe
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When Recorded return to:

County of Alameda

Public Works Agency

399 Elmhurst Street

Hayward, CA 94544 - 1395
QIC 50507

"DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX $ EXENPT

. ﬂCOUNTY OF ALAHEDA
%,U
(TGHT"UF"W(ig/_ﬁ

HINCORPORATED |[X]

GRANT DEED

DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC.. a California corporation which acquired

title as RUSSELL TRANSPORTATION, INC., a California corporation

does hereby

GRANT to the COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, a political subdivision of the State of

California, the following described rea]_property:

(FOR DESCRIPTION, SEE EXHIBIT "A", ATTACHED HERETO.)
(No. 35503)

Dated this _ [+ day of Mm.f | , 1993 .
DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC |

. /m%ﬂm

By:
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e ) EXHIBIT “A"
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA DESCRIPTION
MEEKLAND AVENUE/BLOSSOM WAY (NE)

* Real Property to be acquired from
- DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC., a California corporation

which acquired title as RUSSELL TRANSPORTATION, INC.,
C a California corporation,

Map: J-157-51 ' No. 35503 - .
APN: 429-10-59 (Por.) - October 14, 1992

A1l that certain real property sitﬁated in the unincdrporated area of
the Township of Eden, County of Alameda, State of California, describéd as
follows: | j . _

~ COMMENCING at the intgrseétion of the center liné-of B]ossoméWay,
60.00 feet in_width, with the center line of Meekland Avenue, 60.00 feet in
width, as said way and avenue are delineated and so'designated on ithat
certain map entitled "Map of Cherryland” etc., filed March 29, 1911; in
Book 26 of Maps at page 18 thereof, Records of Alameda County, California;
thence along said center line of Meekland Avenue, North 42° 18*' Q0" Qest
(the bearing of said center line being taken as North 42° 18' 00" West for
the purpose of making this description), 45.45'feet; thence Teaving ﬁaid
center line, at right angles thereto, North 47° 42' oQ“ East, 30.00 feet to
an angle point on the northeaétern right-of-way line of said Meekland
Avenue; thence leaving said northeastern right-of-way line,
South 70° 29*' 02" East, 34.32 feet to a point on-the northwestern right-of-
way line of said Blossom w5y, last said poiht being distant along said
northwestern right-of-way line, North 67° 34! 20" East, 8.24 feet from: the
most eastern corner of that certain'parce1 of land described in the deed
from S&cony Mobil 011 Company; Inc.,, to the County of Alameda, dated Abrii
13, 1960, and recorded.May 5, 1960, in Reel 81 of Official Records at ihage
721 thereof (AR 53015), Records of Alameda County, California; thénce

leaving said northwestern right-of-way line of Blossom Way, at right angles




» ".“' .'__-__%. 35503 -—. T T .

Page 2

thereto, South 22° 25' 40" East, 30.00 feet to the aforesaid center 11ne of
Blossom way, thence along said center Tine, South 67° 34 20" West, 38 29
feet to the po1nt of commencement.,
Containing 0.004 acre (174 square feet), more or less, exclusive of
, that portion thereof 1y1ng within the existing rights-of- -way of Meek1and_
Avenue and Blossom Way, and being a portion of Lot 148, as shown on said
Map of Cherryland, and being also a portion of that certain parcel of land
described as Parcel 1 in the deed from Harbért Transportation, Inc., to
Russell Transportation, Inc., dated December 22, 1986; and récoﬁded

December 23, 1986, as Series No. 86-325144, Official Records of Alameda

&Q»D i .

Rhsse]l Reid Penland, Jr. -

Deputy County Surveyor : '
Reg. Exp: 12/31/95 ‘O@ N

County, California.




DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC.

O 9171 CAPITAL OF TEXAS HIGHWAY NORTH
T : TRAVIS BUILDING, SUITE 200
o AUSTIN, TX 78750-7282

TRANSPORTATION T e VOICE (312} 343-0202

FAX  (512] 343-8508

May 17, 1993

Ms. Juliet Shin

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

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Investigation at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California
Dear Ms. Shin,

Last week I received your letter of May 7, 1993 wherein you asked
that I contact you regarding the status of our work plans.

You certainly are aware that Durham has and will continue to take
a responsible position regarding any and all environmental
matters, Your letter states that you may be needing some
additional information that has been requested by your office.
Can you be specific so that I may supply it to you quickly.

Something new was added to the project which could delay
proceeding with the work plan. Durham’s legal counsel has
informed me that to be eligible for reimbursement from the state
underground tank fund, all remediation work plans must be put out
to bid. Since we are in the process of attempting to qualify, it
is imperative that we address those requirements. I have asked
for clarification to fully understand the bid rule and hope to
know before the end of May what I must do to abide by the rules.
If you can supply any guidance or advice in this area it would be
meat appreciatad,

Additionally, I have been asked to inquire about the exact
requirements of your office regarding Meekland. Specifically,
what are the required frequencies of groundwater monitoring and
reporting? We have been doing it monthly. There are some
experts who are telling me that gquarterly is the required
frequency. Each cycle costs my company about $9000 dollars so I
need to be sure I am satisfying your requirements but not over
killing by taking monthly reading that may not be needed.




Page 2

As soon as these issues are resolved and I am certain of the
proper actions to be taken, we will proceed with remediation.
Again, I appreciate the assistance and patience of your office
and look forward to hearing from you regarding the above matters.

Very Truly Yours,

Dave Delamotte
Senior Vice President o
Facilities, Fleet Service and Cuality Systems

ce: L. Durham
B. Gore, Attorney At Law
L. Polos, CTTS

DD/1mr
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

HAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGEN(;)Y DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Waler Resources Control Board

Division of Glean Water Programs

May 7, 1993 UST Local Oversight Program
80 Swarl Way, Rm 200
Oakiand, CA 94621
(510} 271-4530

Mr. Dave Delamotte
Durham Transportation
P.0O. Box 948
Rosemead, CA 91770

STID 1879

Re: Investigations at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

Elevated levels of petroleum hydrocarbon contamination has been
identified at the site in both soil and ground water since the
tank removals at the site in August 11, 1989, Quarterly
monitoring has continued at the site since the tank removals,
however, to this date, no remediation has taken place at the
site.

Per a letter to this office from your consultant, Lisa Polos
(CTTS, Inc.), dated November 1, 1990, a ground water remediation
work plan was originally scheduled to be submitted by November
30, 1990. The remediation work plan was still not submitted by
June 10, 1991, when Pamela Evans, Hazardous Materials Specialist,
sent a letter to your office requesting that you submit a
description of your proposed remediation program with the next
quarterly report. In a letter dated April 24, 1992, this office
again requested that you submit a remediation work plan. After
granting you two consecutive extensions for the deadline of the
remediation work plan given in the April 1992 letter, a ;
remediation work plan, dated November 1, 1992, was finally
submitted to this office.

In a letter to your office dated November 18, 1992, the County
approved the work plan. Due to some unexpected difficulties in
implementing the proposed work, an amendment to the work plan was
submitted in February 1993. This office immediately reviewed the
addendum and contacted Lisa Polos, CTTS, Inc. on March 8, 1993
requesting that she submit the information on the quarry, where
the backfill was proposed to be obtained from, prior to this
office officially accepting the amended work plan. She stated!
that she was waiting to submit this information until you had
concurred with this amended plan.

To this date, this office has not been contacted by your office
to inform us as to what the status is of this work plan. You are
required to come to a decision on the proposed work that will be




Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
May 7, 1993

Page 2 of 2

implemented at the site and contact this office within 30 days of
the date of this letter. After you decide whether or not you
wish to implement the amended work plan already reviewed by this
office, and you have submitted all the additional information
requested by this office, this office will submit our response on
the amended work plan in writing.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
271-4530.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Sumadhu Arigala, RWQCB
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Hugh Murphy, Hayward Fire Dept.
Lisa Polos
Toxic Technology Services
P.0O. Box 515
Rodeo, CA 94572

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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Fehruary 26, 1993

Ms. Juliet shin

Hazardous Materials Speciaiist
Alameds County Health Care Services :
UST Oversight Progranm

B0 Swan Way, Rm 200
Gakland, California 94621

Re: Correspondence from Juliete Shin, dated Nove 18, 19%2
Dear Mz, Shin:
In your letter of November 18, 1992 to Dave Dela of Durhaim

Transportation, some clarifications were needed regayiing the Work

Plan addressing aoil and groundwater remediation at 4 Meekland
Avenua in Hayward. Many changes have occurred sinc Sovembar and
attached for your review is an amendment to the No r 1, 1992

Work Plan regarding the on =ite soil remediatiocn.

Specifically, your points are addressed as follows:

Bullet #1: Soil samples collected from the treatdd eoil should
be analyzed for VOCs in addition - the other
analyses. '

Angwer: Ag par the attached amendment, clean]fili will be
brought in from off site rather tha treating on
site soils. However, the clean 1} will be

randonly tested as spuacified in the al

Bullet #2: Groundwater samples collected from ] the huldin{g

tanks in the groundwater remediation en should
be analyzed for vOCs in addition to and BTEX.:

Answer: As per vyour request, VoCs will be d te the
analytical suite for the groundwater {Welding tank
samples.

Paragraph 2: You have reguested the analytical
sidewall and bottom samples to incl
Wwaste oil.

Answar : Routinely, the TPH-P analysis is nded to
include the heavier ende, categoriz NET as
motor oil. If this is not surfri pleass
detail your request. VOCs will be to the

analytical suite, as you have reguest

eonduct on

Paragraph 3: This discusged the permits required
e to the

s8ite treatment and groundwater diasg
POTW.

P.O. Box 515 - Radea, Callfernia 94572 + (415) 759-1140




TH3-02-28 Z22:05 15107931140 CTTS INC. ‘ i0f34 Fo2

. o oo/

ation wﬂll

Answer: As per the amendment, on site moil r
not take place. A permit for was discharge
to the sanitary sewer is currently ng prepared

and will be completed and approved @y Oro Loma

Sanitary District prior to dischargej ;
In addition to these items, there are a few clarifiestions that
should be made. :

o, MW-5, M-

1) On page 18, paragraph 1 of the November 1 Work
extractipn

6, MW-7 and MW-9 are cited as the groundwa
wells. This doss not correspond to Plate 8.

Plate 8 is correct. MW-5, MW-6 and MW-7 are sljted to be the
three extraction wells,.

2) Durham Transportation has moved their corporaty meadquarteps
to Austin, Texas. The Rosemead Post Office Bog is no lnngér
valid. Any correspondence directed to Durham Pe
should go to:

Mr. David Delamotte
Durham Transportation
2171 Capitol of Texas Highway North
Travis Bldg., Sulte 200
Austin, Texas 78759

]

Thank you for your continued support and coopermn on this

project. If you have any questions, please call the rsigned at
(510) 799~1140.

Sincarely,

ﬁ%ﬁ‘
Lisa A, Polos, REA, CHMM ;
Senior Scientist F

Toxic Techneclogy Services
CTTS, Inc.

cco:  Eddy 9, WQCB
Dave Delamotte, Durham Transportation

CTTS, inc.
lexc fechwoiagy servisws
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AMENDNENT #1 F

SECTION 3 PROPOSED REMEDTATION FOR ON SITE S0TL) MTAHINATI@UN

3.1 Purposa

The proposed soil remediation for the site isf ®o excavate
approximately 450 cubic yards of contaminated moil {frem the fuél
tank pit and waste oil tamnk pit. The =oil will rransportaed
(under a non-hazardous waste manifest) to Port Cost§ Meterials in
Port Costa, California and thermally treated utilileimg a rotary
kiln. When the soil is free from hydrocarbons, it is|recycled into
a building or f£ill material.

axcavations
seil from the
Landfill in
shen proved

If chemical analysis of newly sampled soil from t
indicate that Port Costa Materials can not accept t
Meekland site, the zoil will be transported to Forwa
Stockton, cCalifornia. Forward Landfill is a C
Gasoline contaminated scil is aerated on site an
clean, is used at the landfill as alternate cover.

Clean £i1]l will be brought in from East Bay Excavato
Hayward. The excavations will be hrought to grade, a
compaction rate. ]

The current Health and Safety Plan (Novewber 1, 1992)wi11 not nedd
to be revised for this amendment.

3.2 Nethod Description E

Port Costa Materials (PCHM) operates a rotary kiln.} The unit is
desighed to thermally process shale from the Port C Materials
quarry mixed with hydrocarbon contaminated moil. Thé¢ Riln reaches
temperatures of approximately 2000 degrees Fahrenheft. Retenticn
time at thieg temperature is approxiwmately 15 mi
retention time over the length of the kiln iz 45 § ,
hydrocarbon contamination is destroyed (to non-dete 12 1eve1ﬁ)
and the remaining soil is thermally recycled intoj eenstruction
and/or building £ill products.

Soils are first crushed, processed through the kiln,
for the specifications that it meetz and stored to
to meet a client’s construction needs. During the th
a 80il sample is collected every hour. The samples
into one and sent to a state certified hazardous wa
for analysis. Analytical results and a certificat
are issued to the genarator.

1 process,
composited
laboratory
of recycling

P.0. Box 015 + Rodeo, Callfornis 84572 - (415) 798-1140
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PCM has
permit. Soils wmust be profiled and scheduled prio
Samples from the Meekland site were collected on
Datails of samples collected are provide in a foll

If chemical data indicates that the soil does
acceptance criteria to be processad at Port Costa
goil will be transported to the Forward Landfill in
Forward Landfill is a <Clasa IT Iandfill permit
petroleum contaminated soil. If the soil iIs con
gacsoline, the soil is aerated. If the contaminate
waste o0il, the soil is bioremediated. When the soil
treatment, a composite sample is collected and analy
certified laboratory. When the soil has been verifi
frea, it is uweed at the iandfill as alternate cover

Both facilities have tracking and labeling systems
facility processes the generator’s goil separately
ganarator and follows the soil through their system

Forward Landfill has apecific acceptance oriteria
state operating permit. Soils must be profiled and &
to delivery. Samples from the Meeklang gite were
March 5, 1993, Details of =samples collected are
following section.

In the event that the soil does not meet the acceptan
either facility, the moil is then considered a RCRA
40 CFR Part 261. This would prompt an additional ame
werk plan.

3.3 8o0ils To Be Excavated

specific acceptance criteria based on their s

operating
to deliveaery.
5, 1993.
saction,

, the
meckton. :
to  accept
nated with
im diesel or
e undergone
at a state
hydrooarbon

- that the
any other
eonplation.

uled priﬁr
osllected on
iprovide in a

eritaeria df
te, as pgr
nt to this

AB described above, soils to be excavated will be tr
non-hazardous waste to Port Cogta Materials or a
Forward Landfill. Soils to be removed are of two typ
excavated soll and undisturbed soil.

3.3.1 Previously Excavated Soil

[ternately
. previously

Soils that had been axcavated in both the fuel ta
waete oil tank area at the time of tank removal, h

apea and tqa
bean placed

back into the respective excavations after the excavajiems had besn

lined with plastic. Tha leveis of contamination
more than 1ikely decreagad, however this soll will
sent for processing.

time have
removed and

CTTS, Inc.
ke tvshnology seivicns
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3.3.2 Undisturbed Soil

The waste oll pit was esgentially clean when samplesiwere taken gt
the time of tank removal. Therefore the pit will n Be OvVer

excavated, but a confirmatory sample will be taken aach siﬁa
wall and the botton of the excavation. :

If data from the waste oil tank excavation indicateg§ the presenée
of contamination, additional soil will be excavatad il a 100 ppm
hydrocarbon (or less) level is attained. -

The fuel pit was contaminated with gasoline and ' + This pit
will be over excavated on the north, east and wesf sides. The
south side of the pit was clean and will not be over

safety reasons. The bottom of this pit could be ated to a
depth of approximately 23 feet. The final depth the pit will
depend on two factors: The levels of hydroca and tnp

groundwater lavel.

Excavation will cease when grab sawmpies indicate a 1 of 100 ppm
hydrocarbons or less. It is our intention t§ etay above
groundwater. For this reason, digging will cease & above the

saturated zone. Monthly groundwater level data wiji be used to
determine the depth to groundwater prior to excavat '

Two goll samples will be taken from each sidewall ang feur will be
taken from the bottom. Samples will be collected iy Bwass liners
and kept cold until analy=ie by NET Pacific Labora . 2 state
certified hazardous waste laboratory. Aanalytical ters will
ba; :

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, Gasoline (TPH-G)
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, Diesel (TFH-D) .
Benzehe, Toluene, Ethylbenzene, Xylenes (BTEX) !
Volatile Chlorinated Hydrocarbons

If at the time of excavation and sampling, it [mggearz thai
excavation should continue, this will be done the extent
possible. Field wmeasurements will be taken with a po: le organic
vapor analyzer to assist with this decigion naRimg. Fieldq

reasurements will be confirmed by soil sampling and

ppm ox tress, the excavations will be backfilled with

n £i1l1l and
brought up to grade. :

If data frem the fuel pit excavation indicates cont tion over
100 ppm of TPH, Alameda County will be immediately $fled. Forx
safety reasone, the excavation will be too large and p to remain

open. The hole will be lined with plastic and backifilied with

3 /Y(, :ﬂ"ﬁy ’fn i

e Z /O/n}(l,:/h

keric Sechnolegy sarvicay

CTTs, inc. r-.
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clean fill. Further remediation of the soil contamipetion will @e

addressied by the groundwater remediation.

3.3.3 Backfill Operations

If bottom and sidewall contamination 1s less th 100  ppm 4£
petroleum hydrocarbons, the excavation(s} will not lined with
plastic. If contamination of graater than 100 ppm remain in

the ground, then the excavation(s) will be lined! with plastig
before backfilling operations commence.

If the dapth of the ewcavation exceeds 15 feet, ¢l pea gravel
wiil be used to bring the pit up to 15 feet. Pea gravel has a
freetall compaction rate of approximately 90%. Tt wii} be used at
the bottom of the pit to bring the depth up to a t where a
backhive with a compactor attachment can safely be us@d to £ili and
compact the hole. ?

brought tpo
icle size.
aperate a

Following the layer of pea gravel, the hole will
grade using clean, native fill of an unspecified
This £ill will be supplied by East Bay Excavators,
quarry in Hayward. The £ill is of a clay/rock nix,

Using the compaction attachment on the backhoe, thef #1411 will be
compacted to 90%. Compaction testing will be conductgd By Berloger
Engineers in Pleasanton to document the compaction 1.

Because of the size and depth of the fuel tank excavagiem, the hole

should be filled as soon as possible. Por this re , verified
clean fill will be placed into the excavation starflmg from the
southeast side. This side was clean at the time of removal.

Replacement of soil will proceed to the northwest sidewall

and bottom gamples are taken.

3.3.4 Verification Of Clean Fill

mative £ill
in the pit.
mative fill

To prevent the importation of contawminated fill,
transported on site will be analyzed before placene.
A sample will be collected for every 200 cubic vards
brought on site. Grab samples will be analyzed for:

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, Gasoline (TPH-G) ,
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, Diesel (TPH=D) i
If the material tested contains hydrocarbons at a ldwel of 10 ppm
or greater, the load will be rejected. :

& is assume&

Because psa gravel is washed before transportation,
t into the

that it is clean and will not be analyzed before plac
pit. .

CTTS, fn. o

toxie Weabsalegy senvices
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3.4 Well Abandonment

The over excavation of the [uel pit would have

004 FO7

royed tﬁﬁ

integrity of Mw-1. Therefore, Mw-1 was abandoned mocording to

- regulations set forth by Zone 7 on December 14,
report on this activity is forthcoming.

3.5 Soil Profiling

On Pebruary 5, 1993 the waste oil and fuel tank pi
up.  Previously excavated goil was set aside and
collected from undisturbed s=oil. Analyses requ
profiling purposes at Port Costa Materials and Forw

A full report with pit sketches and analytical data i$

A summary of this sampling is as follows.
Waste 0il Tank Bxcavation

One grab sample was collected at an approximate dep
from the Southwest corner of the pit. There was
staining or odor from either this sample or the pit

The sanple was collected in a brass tube, teflon t
the ends and then sealed with a plastic cap. The sam
ice and delivered to NET Pacific for analysis. Anal
are:

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons - Gasoline (TPH-G)
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons — Diesel (TPH=-D)
Total 0il and Grease

Volatile Organics by Method 8240

Semi-volatile Organics by Method 8270

CAM 17 Motals

Reactivity (R)

Corrosivity (C)

Ignitability (T)

Results, when available, will be sent to Juliet Sh
County and Eddy So of the Water Quality Board
commenceneht of excavation.

Fuel Tank Excavation

Eight discrete grab sample= were collected from the

of the excavation. The previously excavated soil was §

were opened

samples were

ara fdr
Jandfill.

fortncominj.

of 7.5 fest

wwidence of

® general.

L

was put on
was put on
requestend

of Alameda
ftor to the

west side

aside an
samples wore collected from undisturbed soil at depthy varying froﬂ

7 to 12 feet.

“wF-1 @ 8 feet - no odor, no staining: Analyzed for TPH®, TPH-D and
BTEX :
)
CTTS, Inc. ;
doxk Wohaoiogy services
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F-2 @ 8 feet - no odor, ne staining: oOn Hpld

N F-3 @ 8 feet - odor, no staining: Analyzed for W—G, 'I'PH—B:,
Method 8240, CAM 17 metals, Fish Bioassay and RCY

F~4 @ 7 faet - odor, green mottling: On Hold
F-5 @ 12 feet - slight odor, green mottling: On Ho

“F-6 6 12 feet - odor, green mottling: Analyzed foif WWH~G, TPH~D
and BTEX

F-7 @ 8 feet - no odor, no staining: On Hold

“~F-g @ 12 faet — ho odor, black staining: Analyzed fdﬂ' WEH-G, TPU-D
and BTEX

Results, when available, will be sent to Juliet shm of Alamedeﬁ
County and Eddy So of the wWater Quality Board lor to tha
comencement of excavation.

3.6 Time Schedule
Excavation activities is tentatively scheduled to mhe March 8,

CTTS, ine. -

fexfc lchneiogy serdces
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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

UST Local Qversight Program

November 18, 1992 80 Swah Way, Rm 200
QOakland, CA 94621

Mr. Dave Delamotte . (510) 271-4530
Durham Transportation

P.O. Box 948

Rosemead, CA 91770

STID 1879

RE: Work plan addressing soil and ground water remediation at
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

This office has received and reviewed the work plan, dated .
November 1, 1992, for the above site. The work plan meets with
the approval of this office with the addition of the following:

© Soil samples collected from the treated soil should be
analyzed for Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) in additijon
to TPHg, TPHd, and BTEX.

© Ground water samples collected from the holding tanks in
the ground water remediation system should be analyzed for
VOCs in addition to TPH and BTEX.

Per the phone conversation with Lisa Polos, CTTS, Inc., and
myself on November 18, 1992, confirmatory soil samples collected
from the sidewalls and bottom of the waste oil tank pit will be
analyzed for TPHg, TPHd, BTEX, heavier hydrocarbons to detect
waste oil, and VOCs. Additionally, the analysis of samples
collected from the other tank pit should include VOCs since VOis
have been detected in former soil and ground water samples
collected from the site.

Per the phone conversation between Lisa Polos and myself,
subsegquent to the County’s approval of this work plan, permits,
will be acquired for the treatment unit. It is the understanding
of this office that all the necessary permits will be acquired:
for this treatment unit before work begins at the site. The site
is expected to obtain a permit from the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (BAAQMD) for thermal treatment of the soil,
and a ground water discharge permit from Oro Loma Sanitary _
District. BAdditionally, use of an on~site treatment unit usually
requires a permit from the Department of Toxic Substances
Control.




Mr. Dave Delamotte

RE: 19984 MeeKland Ave.
November 18, 1992

Page 2 of 2

With the addition of the above requirements, the work plan meets
with the approval of this office. Field work should commence
within 60 days of the receipt of this letter. Please notify this
office 48 hours in advance before field -work begins. A report
documenting the results from work performed is due to this office
within 45 days of completing activities.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions or
comments, please contact me at (510) 271-4530.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc:  “Eddy So, RWQCB
Hugh Murphy, Hayward Fire Dept.
Lisa Polos
Toxic Technology Services
P.O. Box 515
Rodeo, CA 94572

Edgar Howell-File (JS)



November 12, 1992
Project No. 92-7

Ms. Juliete Shin

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Suite 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Subject: Workplian for the
Delineation, Containment and
Remediation of Soil and Groundwater Contamination

19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Ms. Shin:

On behalf of Durham Transportation, CTTS, Inc. (Toxic Technology Services) is
pleased to present the workplan for the delineation, containment and
remediation of soil and groundwater at 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward,
California. As part of this workplan a Health and Safety Plan is enclosed as
a separate document.

Please review and comment on this document as quickly as possible. Durham
Transportation is eager to commence with this project.

A copy of the workplan and Health and Safety Plan have been sent to Mr. Eddy
So of the Water Quality Control Board.

I look forward to your comments and approval of this project. If you have any
guestions, please call me at (510) 799-1140.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM John N. Alt, CEG (#1136)
Senior Scientist Consulting Geologist
Toxic Technology Services Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc. CT7S, Inc.

enclosures

cc: Eddy So - WQCB, Dave Delamotte - Durham Transportation

AR

A

P.O. Box 515 - Rodeo, California 94572 + (415) 799-1140



DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC,

9171 CAPITAL OF TEXAS HICHWAY NORTH
TRAVIS BUILDING. SUITE 200
AUSTIN, TX 78758-7252

VOICE (512} 343-8202

TRANSPORTATION
FAX (512} 343-0596

November 4, 1992 ..

Ms. Juliete Shin
Alameda County Health Care Services Dept.

Hazardous Materials Division
80 Swan Way, Suite 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Dear Ms. Shin;

Per Lisa Polos’ request, please find enclosed Progress Report #16, Period Covering:
July 1, 1992 - September 30, 1992 regarding 19984 Meekland Aveneue, Hayward,

California,

Dave E. Delamotte

DED/Ip
jsalam.dd

Enclosure

T,



CTTS, Inc.

technology services

Ms. Juliet Shin v i
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency

Department of Environmental Health ,

80 Swan Way, Room 200 -

Oakland, CA 94621

Subject: Work Plan - Durham Transportation
19984 Meekland, Hayward, CA

Dear Ms. Shin:

Durham Transportation is in the process of making a final approval for the
work plan for the Meekland Avenue site. Unfortunately, the decision will not
be made by October 31, 1992. Mr. Durham needs to be involved in this
decision, but is currently out of town.

Durham Transportation and Toxic Technology Services requests an extension of
the submittal date to November 18, 1992.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. If you have any
questions, please call the undersigned at (510) 799-1140,

Sincerely,
Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM
Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

cc: Eddy So, RWQCB, Dave Delamotte, Durham Transportation

P.Q. Box 515 + Rodeo, California 94572 « (415) 799-1140
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Ms. Juliet Shin

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health .
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Sub ject: Work Plan - Durbam Transportatien
19984 Meekland, Hayward, CA

Dear Ms. Shin:

Durham Transportation is in the process of making a final approval for the
work plan for the Meekland Avenue site. Unfortunately, the decision will not
bé made by Octeber 31, 1992, Mr. Ourham needs to be invoived in this
decision, but is currently out of town.

Durham Transportation and Toxic Technolagy Services requests ar extension of
the submittal date to November 18, 1992, :

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. IFf you have any
questions, please call the undersigned at (510} 799-1140.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM
Senfor Scientist

Toxic Technol Services
CY71S, Imc. i

cc: Eddy So, RWQCB, fave Delamotte, Durham Transportation

P.O. Box 515 + Hodeo, Callfornia 93572 « (418) 799-1140



Project No. 92-7

Ms. Juliet Shin

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department Of Environmental Health

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

Subject: Deadline for Submittal of Work Plan
19984 Meekland, Ave., Hayward, California

Dear Ms. Shin:

Durham Transportation and Toxic Technology Services are in receipt of your letter
dated August 25, 1995. Although we are working to meet the established deadline
of October 9, 1992, we would like to request an extension to October 30, 1992.

The acceptance of a draft work plan by Durham Transportation is based on an
analysis of treatment and disposal alternatives presented by Toxic Technology
Services. Durham Transportation is in the process of evaluating the options and
recommendations made by Toxic Technology Services. This process may exceed the
October 9, 1992 deadline.

Thank you for your patience in this matter. If you should have any questions,
please call me at (510) 799-1140.

Sincerely,

R
T 2o

Lisa A. Polos

Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

cc: Dave Delamotte - Durham Transportation e

s S PRV

{
Wl Cee

P.O. Box 515 - Rodeo, California 94572 + (415) 799-1140



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES s

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resourcas Controi Board

August 25, 1992 Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program
Mr. Dave Delamotte 80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Durham Transportation (510) 271-4530

P.0O. Box 948
Rosemead, CA 91770

STID 1879

Re: New deadline for submittal of work plan for site located at
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

This office is in receipt of your letter, dated July 28, 1992, and
of Progress Report #15, dated June 11, 1992.

Currently, this office has granted you a two month extension on the
initial due date of the work plan that this office requested of you
in a letter dated Aprll 24, 1992. It appears, in reading the above
letter, that the primary focus of your preparation of the work plan
has been the search for other contributors or sources to the off-
site ground water contamination observed in Well MW-10. Although
it is your task to determine whether other sources are contributing
to the ground water contamination, it appears that your focus of
investigations, within the extended time granted you, should be in
developing proposals for the delineation, containment, and
remediation of the ground water and soil contamination resultlng
from your site.

In looking at all the available ground water sampling data, it is
fairly certain that at least part, if not all, of the observed
ground water contamination in on-gsite wells is a result of a
release at your site. Ground water samples collected from all the
on-site monitoring wells, except for the one well upgradient of the
former tank excavation, Well MW-8, have consistently exhibited very
elevated concentratlons of benzene as high as 5,000 parts per
billion (ppb) and Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) as high as
27,000 ppb, Additionally, considering the fact that both Wells MW-
3 and MW-9, which are located at the downgradient boundary of the
site in the northwestern corner, have consxstently exhibited high
concentrations of both benzene and TPH, it is very likely that
contaminants have migrated off site. The elevated concentrations
observed in the on-site wells are of great concern to this office.

This office is establishing a new deadline for the submittal of a
work plan that, again, addresses your proposals for the
delineation, containment, and remediation of the ground water
contaminant plume and soil contamination. Included in this work
plan should be a timetable of scheduled project tasks. This work



Mr. Dave Delamotte

Re: 19984 Meekland Ave.
August 19, 1992

Page 2 of 2

plan will be due within 45 days of the receipt of this letter. If
there is a valid reason for further extending the due date of the
work plan, please put the reasons for your extension in writing and
submit it to this office for approval.

Additionally, please begin including ground water gradient maps, in
addition to the ground water elevation tables, in the quarterly
ground water monitoring reports. This will allow for greater
efficiency in our review of the ground water data.

Please be reminded to copy Eddy So, San Francisco Bay Region-Water
Quality Control Board, on all corresondence and reports.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Ms. Juliet
Shin at (510} 271-4530.

5 0./ 3eery, CHMM
Sénifor Hazardous Materials Specialist
cc: wEddy So{*RWQCB
Hugh Murphy, Hayward Fire Dept.
Lisa Polos
CTTS, Inc.
Toxic Technology Services
P.0O. Box 515
Rodeo, CA 94572

Edgar Howell~File (JS)



DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC.

8171 CAPITAL OF TEXAS HIGHWAY NORTH
TRAVIS BUILDING, SUITE 200

AUSTIN, TX 78758-7252

TRANSPORTATION VOICE (512) 943-6202

FAX [512) 343-6504

July 28, 1992

Ms. Juliette Shin
80 Swan Way #200
Oakland, CA 94621

Dear Ms. Shin: o

Lisa Polos has notified me that you have discussed the current status of our proleqt
at 19984 Meekland Avenue in Hayward California. Please find enclosed a copy: of
progress report number 15. 1 truly appreciate your patience in waiting for a
complete plan of action. Lisa has told you of our desire to take the proper actions
but the next steps must be cautiously defined. Lisa is performing the investigations
and analysis that will hopefully lead to a well thought out plan of action.

We certainly know that a source of contamination was found on the property,
properly removed and we have seen declining levels since. At this time, I am not
in agreement that this same source is the cause of any of the off-site readings. This
must be proven and to my knowledge there were other business sources in the area
that could have been the whole source or certainly would have contributed to the
readings now noted off-site. We have authorized Lisa to fully investigate the
history of the sites around our property and to include that information as
recommendations for the future are made. It is our hope that if reasonable cause
is found to suspect other sources for the readings found off-site that you will take
actions that will cause owners of those sites to take appropriate actions to remediate
the problems and contribute to the very high costs being encountered.



Page 2

I look forward to our work together,

Very truly yours,

Dave E. Delamotte

DD/Ip
ctts15.dd

cc:  Larry Durham
Bruce Ashton
Lisa Polos

Enclosure



ALAMEDA COUNTY -
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A, SHAMID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Division
s 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
April 24, 1992 Oakland, CA 94621

Mr. Dave Delamotte {510) 271-4320

Durham Transportation
P.0. Box 948
Rosemead, CA 91770

STID 1879

RE: Durham Transportation site, located at 19984 Meekland Avenue,
Hayward, California

Dear Mr. Delamotte,

Groundwater samples collected from all the on-site monitoring
wells, except upgradient well Mw-8, have consistently exhibited
elevated concentrations of benzene as high as 5,000 parts per
billion (ppb) and Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as high as 27,000
ppb. Furthermore, the contaminant plume appears to be migrating
off site.

You are required to submit a work plan to this office within 45
days of the date of this letter, addressing your proposals for the
delineation, containment, and remediation of the contaminant plume
resulting from your site. These proposals must adhere to the
Regional Water Quality Control Board's Staff Recommendations for
the Tnitial Evaluation and Investigation of Underground Tanks and
the State Water Board's LUFT manual. A report documenting the
results from work performed is due to this office within 45 days of
completion of field activities. Copies of all plans and proposals
should be sent to this office. Alameda County must approve these
plans before they can be implemented.

Please be aware that you must continue to prepare quarterly
groundwater monitoring reports and submit them to this office.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Juliet Shin
at (510) 271-4320.

Sgdtt 0. Seery, CHMM
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist



cC:

Eddy So, RWQCB
Hugh Murphy, Hayward Fire Dept.

Lisa Polos

CTTS, Inc.

Toxic Technology Services
P.O. Box 515

Rodeo, CA 94572

e 75
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““RH AM : DURHAM TRANSPORTATION, INC.
B . a2 (o n 2713 North River Avenue
FRANSPORTATION =, 77 T Post Office Box 948

)3 Rosemead, CA, 91770-0948

(818)571-7020
FAX (818)280-4008

January 20, 1992

Miss Pamela Evans

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Suite 200

Oakland, CA 94621

RE: Reports

Dear Miss Evans:

Enclosed is a copy of Toxic Technology’'s Progress Report #13 covering
the 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California project.

Sincerely,

/-

Chris M. Stone
Director of Contracts
and Administration

cc: G. Peterson
B. Ashton
J. Harbert
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES gdo)
()=

AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

June 10, 1991 Dakland, CA 94621
(415)

Jack Worthington

Durham Transportation

P.0O. Box 948

Rosemead CA 91770

RE: 19984 Meekland Av., Hayward 94541
Dear Mr. Worthington:

I have reviewed the progress reports and other documents recently
submitted by CTTS for your site. The data gathered from the
eight onsite groundwater monitoring wells indicate that petroleum
constituents continue to be a problem. The three wells located
in the northwest corner of the property have shown high levels of
benzene and other contaminants and two of these are within 10
feet of a property boundary. CITS has recommended that an
additional offsite well be installed. In order to define the
extent of groundwater contamination, it will be necessary for you
to install at least two offsite wells in the down gradient
direction (west to north west) and to continue quarterly
monitoring for the existing wells.

Once the plume of contamination has been defined, remediation
activities must begin without delay. Please submit a description
of your proposed remediation program, including a timetable for
implementation, with your next gquarterly report.

Tn addition, your deposit for oversight of the investigation and
clean up at your site has been exhausted. Please submit a
payment of $300.00, payable to County of Alameda, to cover future
oversight costs. An accounting sheet is attached. You may
contact me with any questions at (415)271-4320.

Sincerely,
)

et ) G
_ (melt WJ ,/[//%'77@-‘71-—’

Pamela J. Evans
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure

c: Richard Hiett, RWQCB
Lisa Polos, CTTS



m;k,gfs‘ay—:tie-m; 058 14157352840 CTTE ING., -

i c tertrology servicess iy,
- T T N - e n L P e e e e e .

: C oo egarding 1
' My,
cailn

A - e = A erarees

£.0. Box 513 @ Rodeo,




i

¥,
. . e ey e . T

.
N . ‘» B
. . oy i
N
;
L g‘(.,é‘ g
. .
§ s
B4
. .
¢
1
A
. . N 'f
H - 1
: ? i
. ‘:\ 1 't
v N 1}
el e e, AE‘L\
! , o3 RN 3
. A ! H [ ] e i .
fe e i .
B fo e : .
e T Do o -




SONOY -5 P 2: 08

File No. 90-4

Ms. Pam Evans

Alameda County Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Suite 200

Oakland, California 94621

Subject: Groundwater Remediation Plan for
19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward, California
Durham Transportation

Dear Ms. Evans:

This letter is to notify you that the Phase II site investigation
for the above mentioned site 1s nearing completion. This
information will ©be transmitted +to our client and to you in a
forthcoming report.

We are currently analyzing remediation options and will be making
our recommendations +to Durham Transportation in early November.
After they have chosen a remediation scheme, Toxic Technology
Services will prepare a groundwater remediation plan and submit
it to you.

It is anticipated tha your office will receive this plan by
November 30, 1990. _ —

Thank you for your continued time and effort. If you have any
questions, please call the undersigned at (415) 799-1140,

Sincerely, ‘ Hk\‘OK‘b% ?th‘L’ @Q,
T A Rler—

Lisa A. Polos, REA

Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTS, Inc.

cc: Jack Worthington, Durham Transportation

P.O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 799-1140



To: Pam Evans, Alameda County Haz. Mat. Div. ?/lq /QQ

"From: Lisa Polos, Toxic Technolegy Services ﬁZﬁ;ﬁ?aw—

Subject: 19984, Meekland Ave. (Durham Transportation)

On August 30 and 31, 1990, two monitoring wells were installed at
the subject site. An additional well and a boring are scheduled
for installation on Octaber 1, 1990,

We do not anticipate this schedule change to greatly affect the
submittal of the Groundwater Remediation Plan due to your office
on October 31, 1990,

Thank you for notifying my office of vandalism at the subject
site. The entire fence has been stolen, but it appears that al}
else is intact. A new fence is scheduled to be installed as scon
as possible,

I also discussed with Mr. Worthington of Durham Transportation,
the matter of payment to your office for project maintenance. He
will tend to this matter right away. -

Should you have any questions, please call me at (415) 799-1140.

cc:  Jack Worthington, Durham Transportation

P.O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415} 798~11490



e F

"30-08-23 15:08 141573%9° CTTE INC. . o ) 5@1“%&@\\

To: Pam Evans - Alameda County Haz. Mat.
e T e |,
From: Lisa Polos - Toxic Technology 8ervices iﬁ;ﬁ

Regarding: 19984 Meekland Avenue, Hayward
{(Durbam Transportation)

This is to confirm that Toxic Technology Services has been given
a verbal go-ahead to proceed with work at the above mentioned
site as described in the work plan amendment dated August 6,
18490,

The schedule is as follows!

Dritling Activities: August 30 & 31, 1990
Trenching Activities: September 4 & 5, 1990

Thank you for your help and guidance with this project.

cc: J. Worthington, C. Stone —~ Durham Transportation

F.0. Box 515 ®Rodeo, Califorpnia 94572 [415) 788-1140



ALAMEDA GOUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY %!
DAVID J. KEARS, Director ’ 7 50 118 ML L

Telephone Number: (415) @

August 27, 1990

Jack Worthington
Durham Transportation
P.0. Box 9438

Rosemead CA 91770

RE: 19984 Meekland Av., Hayward 94541
Dear Mr. Worthington:

I have reviewed the workplans submitted by Toxic Technology Servicas
Inc, and have informed Lisa Poles by telephone that the proposed
monitoring well locations are satisfactory. She plans to go ahead
with the installations and other site work later this week.

The following is a list of concerns that must ke addressed in the
course of 1nvestigation and remediation work for the site. Ms. Polos
has referred to most, if not all, of these issues Iin her report
recommendations.

1. Bo0il contamination: Soil gas testing indicates that
waste oil constituents may have migrated around and under
the former service station building.

Another area of concern is the former sump in the viecinity
of the wash rack. High levels of various contaminants were
found there., Soil samples must be collected from the area
adjacent to the sump and analyzed for those substances
previously found above detectable levels.

Also, there is a strong possibility of contamination from
the piping to the former waste oil tank. CTTS' report
indicates that thesa lines were found to be corroded and
that soil gas testing indicated contamination was present.

Finally, the hoists must be removed and the possibility of
leaked hydraulic fluid lnvestigated. At minimum, any
hydraulic fluid still contained within these hojists must be
disposed of properly.

Further investigation of the full lateral and vertical extent of
these contaminated areas is required and must include possible
groundwater impact. Samples must be collected, submitted, and
analyzed according to EPA protocol. Coplies of analysis results
must be submitted to this office.



August 27, 1990

Jack Worthington
Durham Transportation
Page 2 of 2

2. droundwater Contamination established through monitoring
well sampling: Existing wells have been sampled twice since
March, 1990 and are contaminated with 1,i-dichloroethane and
constituents of petroleum fuel.

CTTS' recently submitted workplans for further =oil
’/,f- \Ca investigation appear adequate for identifying possible onsite
Fk&; sources for these contaminants. You must submit a workplan
;> for groundwater remediation to this office nc later than Qctober

oversight, please submit a check to this office for $500, payable to

31, 1990.
In order to cover the costs of investigation and remediation
County of Alameda.

You may contact me with any questions at 271-4320.

Sincerely,
%m&t CL} Diana-
Pamela J. Evans

Hazardous Materials Specialist

¢: Richard Hiett, Regional Water Quality Contrel Board
Lisa Polos, CITS



April 27, 1990
File No. 90-2

Ms. Pam Evans

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Qakland, California 94621

Subject: Durham Transportalion
19984 Meekland Road
Hayward, California

Dear Ms. Evans:

Toxic Technology Services is in receipt of your letter of April
20, 1990 regarding particular aspects of the Durham
Transportation Work Flan and Health and Safety Plan. T want to
thank you for your quick attention to the Durham project.

This letter addresses only the items concerning the soil gas
testing at the subject site. A letter addressing the cther itoecms
will be forthcoming, well Dbefore trenching and excavation
activities will take place. .

item 2 of +the letter concerns worker health and safety.
Respirators with organic vapor cariridges, solvent-resistant
suits and appropriate gloves and goggles will be available to the
sampling crew.

Exposure will be minimal due to the fact that soil contamination
is anticipated at a depth of 20’, no spoils will be generated and
the sampling crew should not come into direct contact witn the
contamination. Exposure by inhalation of toxic wvapors 1s
possible, but low because soil gas will be extracted at a deptih
of 20’ through a tube connected to an evacuated glass bomb. The
diameler of the boring is 3/4".

To assure that the sampling crew will not be exposed 1o toxic
vapors, a ThermoElectron OVM - 580 organic vapor apalyzer will be
on-site and used to monitor the ambient air at each sampling
location. '

P.O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 799-1140



This insftrument will be calibrated against isobutylene and will
be able to detect part per million levels of the compounds of
inlerest. These are:

Benzene

Toluene

Xyvlenes
Fthylbenzene
Gasoline

Fthylene Dichloride
Trichloroethylene

Of these compounds, Benzene is the most restrictive having a
Federal OSHA PEL of I1ppm (B8-hr TWA) and a STEL of 5ppm with a
maximum of a 15 min. exposure, One part per million will be used

as «,the trigger level +to prompt the use of respirators and any
otlker Level C equipment, as appropriate, by the sampling crew.

.
Item 4 of your letter requested more information on our plans to

track chlorinated hydrocarbon contamination. During soil gas
testing, &amples on the northeast side of the property will be
tested for specifically 1,2 - Dichloroethane and

Triichloroethylene, both of which have been found on-site, as well

ag.gas and BTEX. This is detailed in the work plan on page 10.
Coo

Then based on the data from the scoil gas survey, trenching will

take place in the appropriate spots and samples will be collected

and analyzed for the entire 8010 series.

T hope ({his addresses +the matter at hand. On April 27, 1990, I
spoke to Mr. Edgar Howell and discussed the above items with him.

We intend Lo proceed with the soil gas testing on Monday, April
30, 1990 at 8:00 am. Please contact me if you have further
questiaons, We invite you to visit the site at your convenience.
Testing is scheduled for Monday through Thursday.

Thank you again for your attention to this matter. I look
forward to working with you on this project.

Sincerely,

Lo 0 Rebore

Lisa A. Polos, REA, CHMM
Senior Scientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTFs, Inc.
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*‘31.1.Your'examination and analysis‘o Ve
well revealed _the presence of 1, 2—d1chlo

Hazardous Materlals Spec1alist Pamela

must be adhered to.

-foot and respiratory protectlon.

_explorekthe ‘full lateral and vertlcaliextEnt S

:Lisa Polos» e
" Toxic Technologies Serv1ces, Inc

P.0. Box 515
Rodeo - CA 94572

Dear Ms. -Polos:

My staff has reviewed the Work Plan for the Durham E
Transportation site. Before any trenching’ “oF re-excavation of
the tank pits takes place, this office requlre33additiona1
information concerning the items listed below, These points
were discussed in a telephone conversatior etween .you: and

1. Specify measures to be taken onsitett igate possible R
excavation collapse hazard. Address both’ trenchlng and tank plt
excavation situations. OSHR shoring’and- op ing requlrement5‘

2, Appropriate EPA Level C protectlon»for workers should'be‘
available onsite._ Special areas of conce n 3,

“chlorinated solvents._;

3. Your work plan indicates that'trenchlng nd ‘e
cease at 17 feet below existing ground 1
indicates ‘significant soil contamination
further’ excavation would be necessary.

«4
Eme
|..J

'ac«i:-w

below

\,i

.‘,,.

which type of sampling procedures and equlpment ‘you " plan'po'use
in order to test further for this and otherfchlorinated' olventsk
that mmght be’ encountered‘x R &

A i YT B P

|2
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Regirding Figure ‘4 'in-your Wotk Plan, at r'regula ,
idelines specify ‘that a monitoring well be within 10;feet,
tank removal :in the;down gradient direction. ¥ ' :
indicates that-the proposed well would ;be at:least 15 feet;fromm
‘the ‘'waste oil tank excavation and not . in the ‘suspected down
_gradient direction.“wOur recommendation is that the well be
‘placed closer to and . more to the west of ‘the waste oil tank

-excavation.ai_ g};_

&

S herp

{;You‘may supply the required information as addenda tofyour Work
_Plan and Site Safety Plan. . Site safety information specific,to~
-the Soil Gas Survey work must be submitted before that . ;
“activity is bequn. .. Please contact:PamelaEvans,’ Hazardous
Materials Specialist“«at 271-4320 with any questions.

Gil® Jensep'ahlameda ]
Howard Hatayama,,nepartment‘of Health ‘Services
Eden COnsolidated ‘Fire District




File No. 89~12

Mr. Toem Peacock

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

80 Swan Way

Oakland, California 94621

Subject: Groundwater Monitoring Well Installations
19984 Meekland Road, Hayward

Dear Mr. Peacock:

Enclosed is a copy of the groundwater monitoring well
installation report for the Durham Transportation property
located at 19984 Meekland Road in the unincorporated area of
Alameda County, near Hayward. ’

CTTS, Inc. (Toxic Technology Services) 1is under contract to
Durham Transportation to investigate further the extent of
contamination, work with the State and local agencies and prepare
a remediation plan. -

Within the next few weeks, demolition of the existing property
will take place and the items described in the Conclusions @ and
Recommendations section of this report will be carried out.

Copies of any future data reports will be sent to you. You will
be contacted for your input in the preparation of the remediation
plan. If you have guestions or comments regarding this project,
please contact the undersigned at (415) 799-1140,

Sincerely,

A O Relosa_

l.isa A. Polos, REA
Senior S8cientist

Toxic Technology Services
CTTSs, Inc.,

Enclosure
cc: Jack Worthington - Durham Transportation

Chief James Ferdinand - Eden Fire District
Tom Callaghan — Water Quality Control Board

P.O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 799-1140
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November 14, 1989
File No. 89-12

Mr. Thomas F¥. Peacock

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Subject: Underground Storage Tank Unauthorized Release
Release (Leak)/Contamination Site Report
19984 Meekland Road, Hayward

Dear Mr. Peacock:

Enclosed 1is the above mentioned report for the Meekland Road
property currently owned by Durham Transportation. The back copy
has already been sent to Mr. Jack Worthington of Durham
Transportation.

Please note also that I have enclosed four copies of comments to
add further information on the history of this site. Please send
these along with the report to the appropriate agencies.

Thank you for your help in this matter,. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (415) 799-1140.

Sincerely,

Len @ Dled—

Lisa A. Polos, R.E,A.
Senior Scientist
CTTS, Inc.

P.0, Box 515 @Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 799-11490
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CHECK ONF: ONLY
?.?é SITE INVESTIGATION IN PROGHESS (DEFINING EXTENT OF PROBLEM) || CLEANUP INPROGRESS [ | SIGNED OFF (GLEANUP COMPLETED OR UNNECESSARY)
o
3% [] NOACTIONTAKEN [ ] POSTGLEANUP MONITORING INPROGRESS [ ] NOFUNDS AVAILABLE TOPROCEED | ] EVALUATING GLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

REMEDIAL
ACTION

CHECK APPROPRIATE ACTION(S) (SEE BACK FOR DETAILS)

[ capsirE(cD) ] ExcAVATE & DISPOSE (D) {1 AEMOVE FREE PRODUCT (FP) [} ENHANGEDBIO DEGRADATION (IT)
(] CONTAINMENT BARRIER (GB) (] excavatea TREAT(ED PUMP & TBEAT GROUNDWATER (GT) [ | REPLACE SUPPLY (RS)
] TREATMENT AT HOOKUP (HU) [} woacTion nEow@GniZl Rd 1

COMMENTS

we. affaclod At sheat

HSC 05 (48N



November 9, 1989
File No. 89-6

Subject: 19984 Meekland Ave.
Hayward, California

The following is a site history of the subject site located at
the northeast corner of the intersection of Meekland Avenue and
Blossom Way in the unincorporated area of Alameda County, near
the City of Hayward.

The following underground storage tanks were located on site and
identified as follows:

#1 ~ #4000 gallon unleaded gasoline
#2 — 6000 gallon regular gasoline
#3 - 5000 gallon unleaded gasoline
#4 — 500 gallon waste oil

The original service station was opened on this site in 1946. It
is assumed that tanks 1, 2 and 4 were installed in 1946 or 1947.
Tank 3 was installed in 1972. N

In July, 1986, when the property was owned by Harbert
Transportation, a soils and groundwater investigation was
conducted by Applied Geosystems of Fremont, California.

Soil samples from this investigation indicated that petroleum
hydrocarbons were found at a level of over 200 ppm in a boring
placed near tanks 1, 2 and 3. Groundwater was encountered at
24', and the boring was then converted into a monitoring well.
The well was samples and found to have 42 ppm of gasoline and BTX
values ranging from 5-6 ppm.

Durham Transportation +took possession of the subject site in
December, 1986.

In May, 1988, precision tank tests were conducted on the gasoline
tanks. Tanks 1 & 2 were found to be manifolded together above
the tank top and the system appeared to be leeking. The test
suggested that the leak was in the piping. Tank 3 tested tight.

Durham shut down the leaking system and pumped out the product.
In Apri}, 1989, tanks 3 & 4 were shut down and product was pumped
out and removed. The site is now vacant,

On August 9, 1989, the product lines to all four tanks were
removed and the tops and sides of the tanks were exposed.

P,O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 799-~1140
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All four tanks were removed from the subject site on August 11,
1989. All tanks showed signs of corrosion and tanks 1 & 4 had
holes,

Soil samples taken from the gasoline tank excavations indicated
gasoline contamination ranging from <10 ppm to 6178 ppm. Benzene
was found as high as 12 ppm; Toluene as high as 83 ppm;
Ethylbenzene as high as 67 ppm; and Xylenes as high as 420 ppm.

From the waste o0il tank pit, the only contaminant found worth
mentioning is Xylenes at 0.14 ppm.

The existing groundwater monitoring well was sampled and found to
have 26 ug/L of Toluene and 50 ug/L of Xylenes.

P.O. Box 515 @ Rodeo, California 94572 @ (415) 798-1140



ALAMEDA COUNTY g
HEALTH CARE SERVIC ” A
AGENCY =
P /

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, riim, 200

Qakland, CA 94621

October 20,1989 (415)

Lisa Polos, R.E.A.

Toxic Technology Services Inc.
P.0. - Box 515

Rodeo, CA 94572

Dear Ms. lLisa Polos:

‘This letter is in response to your Underground Tank Removal report
dated September 28, 1989 regarding 19984 Meekland Rd., Hayward (File
No. 89-6). A review has been done of the samples and your
interpretation. This office is looking forward to the mitigation
report which vou will be submitting within 4-6 weeks. You must also
submit an Underground Storage Tank Unauthorized Release
(Leak)/Contamination Site Report (enclosure) to this office.

If you have any other guestions, please contact this office at (415)
271-4320.

o Q\' M

Thomas F. Peacock, Senior HMS
Hazardous Materials Division

TFP:tfp

ce: Jeff Lawson, Reed, Elliott, Creech & Roth, 99 Almaden Blvd., 8th
Floor, San Jose, CA 95113
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Jack Worthington, Durham Transportation,27577 Industrial Blvd.,
Hayward, CA 94545
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UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE/MODIFICATI(

INGC.

DURHAM TRANSPORTATION,

Business Name

1.

Business Owner _LARRY K, DURHAM

19984 MEEKLAND AVENUE

Site Address

2.

Zip 94541 . Phone

[ P.O. BOX 948

CALIFORNTA

HAYWARD,

(415) 887-6005

City

2713 NOBTH.RIVER AVE

3. Mailing Address

Phone (818) 571-1020

91770

Zip

CALIFORNIA

ROSEMEAD,

City

DURHAM

Land Owner

4.

2ip

Ccity, State

Address

CACQ00189948

No.

EPA I.D.

5.

INC.

VERL'S CONSTRUCTION,

Contractor

6.

753 PERALTA AVENUE

Address

FPhone

SAN LEANDRO, CALIFORNTA

City

487237

ID#

A & HAZ

License Type

TOXIC TECHNOLOGY SERVICES, INC,

7.

Consultant

BOX 515

P.O.

hddress

(415) 799-1140

Phone

RODEQ, CALIFORNIA 94572

ty



8. Contact Person for Investigation

Name JACK WORTHINGTON

Phone (415) 887-6005

9. Total No. of Tanks at facility E

10. Have permit applications for all tanks

Yes [X]
Km’ao’m

office?

Title __ADMINISTRATOR _

been submitted to this
No |

]

11. state Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities

ay

b)

d)

Product/Waste Tranporter

Name EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Z2ip

Rinsate Transporter

Name EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Zip

Tank Transpecrter

Name H & B SHIPPING SERVICE

Address 220 CHINA BASIN ROAD

EPA I.D. No. CADO04771168

City SAN FRANCISCO,

State

Tank Disposal Site

Name H & H SHIPPING SERVICE

Address 220 CHINA BASIN ROAD

CA.  Zip __ 94107

EPA I.D. No. _ CADQ04771168

City __SAN FRANCISCO,

State

Contaminated Soil Transporter

CA. _ Zip__ 94107

Name EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Zip

e m e



12. Sample Collector

Name KENT MADENWALD

Company __SCS ENGINEERS

Address 6761 STIERRA CIRCLE, SUITE D

City DUBLIN State _CA. Zip _94568  Phone _(415) 829-0661

13. Sampling Information for each tank or area

Tank or Area Material Location
sampled & Depth
Capacity Historic Contents
(past 5 vears)

6,000 GALLON GAS . 2 FEET BELOW TANK
5,000 GALLON GAS _ " " 7
4,000 GALLOq GAS V " " "
500 GALLON WASTE OIL " " "

14. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes [ ] No [ X}

If yes, describe.

15. NFPA methods used for rendering tank inert? Yes [x] No [ ]

If yes, describe. STEAM RINSE AND DRY ICE 15 LBS, PER 1,000 GALLON

An explosion proof combustible gas meter shall be used to verify
tank inertness.

16. Laboratories

Namne T M A — NOR CAL

Address _ 2030 WRIGHT AVENUE -
City _ RICHMOND, State __CA, Zip 94804
State Certification No. 208




- + —

17. Chemical Methods to be used for Analyzing Samples

Contaminant EPA, DHS, or Other EPA, DHS, or
Sought Sample Preparation Other Analysis
Method Number Number
GASOLINE ==nwmmmimaee -~~ EPA 5030 ————~——~ LUFT MANUAL GUIDELINES
- (MODIFIED 8015)

BENZENE, TOLEENE———u .
] M
ETHYL BENZENE, —-=———=$-- EPA 8020

XYLENE (BTEX)

GAS, BTEX, DIESEL -—{=-— EPA 3540 —————r—— oo - LUFT MANUAL GUIDELINES
VOLATILE HYDRO-CARBONS—-EPA 5030 ——=——mme——memmem e ] - EPA 8240

OIL & GREASE ~=——mm- 1= CRAVIMIRIC = mmmm e - 5030

PCB'S ——mm—mmmmmmem o] RS 1:7 W |- 1 [ —————— 4 EPA 8080

18. Submit Site sSafety Plan
19. Workman’s Compensation: Yes [R] No [ ]

Copy of Certificate enclosed? Yes [ ] No Q{}

Name of Insurer STATE INSURANCE TUND

20. Plot Plan submitted? Yes [X] No [ }
21. Deposit enclosed? Yes [x] No [ }

22. Please forward to this office the following information
within 60 days after receipt of sample results.

a) Chain of Custody Sheets
b} Original Signed Laboratory Reports
c) TSD to Generator copies of wastes shipped and received

d) Attachment A summarizing laboratory results



I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements
and information provided above are correct and true. I understangd
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. ' '

1 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 (0ccupational Saftey and Health
Administration) requirements concerning personnel and safety.

I will notify the Department of Environmental Health at least two (2)
working days (48 hours) after approval of this closure plan in advance
to schedule any required inspections. 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. ‘ :

Signature of Contractor

Name (please typs g / . ; /J_'}-/a/-/..'
Signature ' MM

Date 72 1,_78)‘7 /

Signature of Site Owner or Operator

] |
Name (please type) JACK WORTHINGTGN

signature ; W 7%@!9‘—'}
Date 7/2&/&% / '
/ / 7




NOTES:

. Any changes in this document must be approved by this Department.

Any leaks discovered must be submitted to this office on an
underground storage tank unauthorized leak/contamination site
report form within 5 days of its discovery.

Three (3) copies of this plan must be submitted to this Department,
One copy must be at the construction site at all times. '

. After approval of plan, notification of at least two (2) working

days (48 hours) must be given to this Department prior to removal
of tank(s).

A copy of your approved plan must be sent to the landowner.
Triple rinse means that:

a) Final rinse must contain less than 100 ppm of Gasoline (EPA
method 8020 for soil, or EPA method 602 for water) or Diesel
(EPA method 418.1). Other methods for halogenated volatile
organics (EPA method 8010 for soil, EPA method 601 for water)
may be required. The composition of the final rinse must be
demonstrated by an original or facsimile report from a labora-
tory certified for the above analyses.

b) ‘Tank interior is shown to be free from deposits or residues
upon a visual examination of tank interior.

c) Tank should be labelled as "tripled rinsed; laboratory
certified analysis available upon request" with the name and
address of the contractor.

If all the above requirements cannot be met, the tank must be
transported as a hazardous waste.

7.

any cutting into tanks requires local fire department approval.



UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE/MODIFICATION PLANS

ATTACHMENT A

SAMPLING RESULTS

Tank or
Area

Contaminant

Location &
Depth

Results
(specify units)




UCTIO

Address at which closure or modification is taking place.

. 0
This number may be obtained from the State Department of Health
Services, 916/324~1781.

6, CONTRACTOR
Prime contractor for the project.

List professional consultants here.

Persons who areicollecting samples.

G [#)
Historic contents - the principal product(s) used in the last
& years.

Material sampled - i.e., water, oil, sludge, soil, etc.

S
Laboratories used for chemical and geotechnical analyses.

17. CHEMICAL METHODS:
All sample collection methods and analyses shoulad conform to EPA
or DHS methods.

Contamipant -~ Specify the chemical to be analyzed.

Sample Preparation Method Number - The means used to prepare
the sample prior to analyses - i.e., digestion techniques,
solvent extraction, etc. Specify number of method and
reference if not an EPA or DHS method.

Analysis Method Number - The means used to analyze the
sample - i.e., GC, GC-MS, AR, etc. Specify number of
method and reference if not a DHS or EPA method.

ROTE:
Method Numbers are available from certified laboratories.

S
A plan outlining protective eguipment and additional special-
ized personnel in the event that significant amount of hazard-
ous materials are found. The plan should consider the availa-
bility of respirators, respirator cartridges, self~contained
breathing apparatus (SCBA) and industrial hygienists.



0 ‘ NSAT

The plan should consists of a scaled view of the facility at which
the tank(s) are located and should include the following
information:

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

Scale

North Arrow

Property Line

Location of all Structures

Location of all relevant existing equipment including tanks and
piping to be removed

f) Streets

g) Underground conduits, sewers, water lines, utilities

h) Existing wells (drinking, monitoring, etc.)

i) Depth to ground water

j) All existing tanks in addition to the ones being pulled
rev. 9/88

mam



VERL’S CONSTR&TION, INC. | 5N LEANDRD. OA D4DT7

CA LIC #487537 (415) 566-1234

7/25/89

OPERATIONAL SAFETY PLAN FOR UNDERGROUND
TANK - REMOVAL SERVICE

UNDERGROUND ALERT AT 8008-642~2444 SHALL BE NOTIFIED AT LEAST
48 HOURS BEFORE DIGGING. WORKMEN HAVE BEEN TRAINED OWN TANK
REMOVAL AND THEY SHALL WEAR HARD HATS AND WORK BOOTS. FIRE
EXTINGUISHERS ARE READILY AVAILABLE.

WE FIRST EXPOSE THE TANK (S) TO MAKE SURE THERE ARE NO
OVERLAYING LINES OR OBSTRUCTIONS TO PREVENT THE TANK (S)
FROM BEING REMOVED EASILY.

BEFORE TANKS ARE LIFTED THEY ARE FILLED WITH 22 LBS. PER
168, OF DRY ICE AND SMALL AMOUNT OF WATER AT LEAST 2 HOURS
BEFORE LIFTING, PROVIDED QUR TEST SHOW THAT 1ITS SAFE.

A MACHINE IS USED THAT HAS THE CAPACITY OF LIFTING THE
TANK SAFELY.

WE PLACE THE TANK DIRECTLY FROM THE GROUND TO THE TRUCK
FOR DISPOSAL., IF THE TARK HAS MATERIAL ON THE OUTSIDE,
WE SCRAPE IT BEFORE LOADING.

VERL ¥, ROTHLISBERGER
PRESIDENT
VERL'S CONSTRUCTION, INC.



DETAILED REVIEW CHECKLIST

DATE REVIEWED:

CONTACT PERSON:

CL.‘AIM NO: s?eﬁ E’é 7 Ege:ou;EN A TCOUNTY: . ALAINELR —TCobE T
PRIDRITY AS NED: AD AGENCY £
CURRENT RANK: 705 AND Alapmecia Coanﬁ'/[/%%h {szgwa,/a‘ FO

Tom  Reacock

REVIEWER: B. TO0y7TZ3

PHONENO.: (574] 27/ - 4530

SITE NAME:

Durham Transportation

SITE ADDRESS: (490U

e aoonces: (49

CLAIMANT INFORMATION

Uakland hve., Uauoard, CA 4o

ACC.

REJ.

HOW INFORMATION WAS VERIFIED

I. Claimant idenfification :

1. Claimant is/was the owner and/or operator
of the leaking UST?

2. Have all applicable past and current UST
owners/operators been Identified?

pnv:‘csus owneq‘ap@miarr per_app:
removal permit

3, All required tax 1D numbers provided?

WS

4. Date site/lanks acquired verified?

{f. Statement of Costs -

1. Valid third party claim?

L
3

2. Claimed corrective action costs
excead $10,0007

I, Joint Claimant

1. Joint Claimant is an owner and/or opératm?

|/

2. Tax ID number provided?

¥. Co~Payee ;

3. Joint Claimant's priarity class verified?

1. Tax ID No. provided?

V. Contaminat

2, Majling address/phone no. provided?

N S

o
on Site/Occurrence Description*

1, Description of tank and use verified?

URF

2. Regplstered farm tank? Alak]

No

3. Leaking fank contained eligible substance®

Ml

URF

4. |g thefe any evidence that the UAR was the
resuit of a splll, overfill or gross

negligence?

<

.

none_indhcated v Countey file.

8. tf claimant submitted more than one claim
for the site, each claim is for a
separate occurrence?

N

duplicade daim giled by Durbar # 4316

$. Site map provided?

VIl. Priority Class Worksheet

1. Claimant's priority verilied?

D~ daplicate dawm ia D,

2, Claimant was both the owner and operater
at time of leak disgovery?

provias W/o;ng)m\/

3. Claimant is the current owner and operator?

GINA

4, I either question = No, other party(s)
priority class was verified?

VIl

Priority Class Designation ;

A. Priority Class A

Residentia! Motor Fuel Tanks
1. UST located at the residence of & person
and property zoned residential use
only at time of isak discovery?

e

\\Tarry Harbut , previois

2. UST tocated at property improved by an
owner—occupied single family
dweliing or duplex at time of {eak
discovery?

ooner 4 oLmr}t, rjq et
digible at thie  fme

3. UST was not used for agriculturat purposes
or for resale on or after 1/1/857

pecamar it apprass That

OR
Residential Small Home Heating Oil Tanks
4. UST located at the residence of a person
at time of leak discovery?

——————

he as nst (ncuyred
ceanup Usts nor wad

y‘;

5. UST located at property improved by an
owner —occupied single family
dwaelling or duplex at time of leak
discovery?

e ourected by Alameda
b inthate Correcirue

6. UST has a capacity of 1,100 gallons or less?

-~ athon plans. Dyurham,

7. UST is used only to store home heating oil
for consumpltive use on property?

VUt cwner hat aSsumed ——

8. UST was not located on agricultural property

on or after 1/1/857

RP role .

|
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DEFAIL!D REVIEW CHECKLIST —~ CONT'D PAGE 2

CLAIM NO. 33 7‘L LOCAL AGENCY NO.
CLAIMANT INFORMATION | ACG J. HOW INFORMATION WAS VERIFIED

B. Priority Class B
Financial Review Team has datetmined
that the claimant quallfies for Priority Class B.

C. Priority Class G
Financiai Review Team has determined
that tha claimant gualifies for Pnonty C!ass C.

iX, El ig:bnhty Requ:remants'
1. UAR reporting requirements satlsﬁed and
date release discovered verified?

102089 pery Releqse.  Kept

2. it property acquired after 1/1/84, claimant

previous owner was eligible?

3. Claimant either had or applied for a permit
by 1/1/90, or was ableto
substantiate why not obtained?

tanks removed- i §[99
4. UST is not grossly cut of compliance with

da

v
exercised due diligence or 7 1 A

v
permit requiremants? o Removal P”m“'é I B Durham TﬂMSﬂ

8. Claimant was required to initiala
@ corrective action? ' l/‘ vuf ham . Wyrint awnty .

g. If claimant discovered UAR prior to 1/1/88
required cotrective action was m l aj
intiated on or before 6/30/887

@ 7. Corrective action is in compliance with l/

regulatory requirements? SEE PAGE 3 OF CHECKLIST

8. Claimantis in compliance with financial
responsibility requirements? 14} |w

X—XIl. Certificatiohs/Agreements/Statements/Verification
1. Claim contains criginal signatures of all /
claimants and joint claimants?

2. Required documentation was submitted for
authorized representative? /

PROBLEM AREAS AND ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

O | Duphicats, elapm filed Ly Durham Transprton - check? who fs

cm‘ueoufj 1neu mfw &75’1’95

@ |4l [oports, oigsbiqakion ¢ cleamip Cody an  (ncurred by Dilrbam
'mmso oer County £ile.

(3l LA dirbus wid o Daybhamw

BlNo CA diretbines  wed +o tlinnt -

) * Compliance with requirements for items listed in Section V. (Contamination Site/Occurrence Description) and Section IX. (Eligibility Requirements)
may require lead agency confirmation. Any itemns that cannot be verified through the applicant and which will require lead agency review and
confirmation, should be highiighted for further review. In all cases lead agency confirmation of corrective action compliance will be required.
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LAIM NO. 32‘7 5 LOCAL AGENCY NO.

site aporess__ (9984 Makland Cue |, Hayuward., (A Gtz

CORHECTIVE ACTION COMPLIANCE DOCUMENTATION PAGE 3

DATE ACTION REQUIRED/RESPONSE

v-1-82 | Rls- discovered

%-11-89 | TanKs removed.

9-28-69| TanK removal ¢ imustigation rept submitied oy Tovic
Technology Serwiees  The.

2.26-% | Grourdwatr Mw Tnstallation rept: submitted oy ToXic.

4-6-9 | wpP Submitled by Tox -

2.9-% | Hrogris Rept 41 submificd by Tous -

£-20-90 " v #2 o "

£ G- bnerdment to WP fir met-rqwbmn Sulmuﬂed by oxic.

Il 229 | Phase T Tputstigation Lept subpmitied by Tove..

12-2-9 | Ragress Repe. a3 ¢ stu submite by nma[pmwed for Darham]

514/ ‘'t I s re ey

S 1 " " tté " " ’ K 1

3-4-9¢ " ” * 7 h 4 " te

4-2-91 | Report  of fdd’l well Tystaliobion Sulmu.‘kd by Toxic.

Jtr-47 f%ﬂrzx Rept- # (  subritd by Toxic (fupared pr Durhom )

9-20-9) ne #I2 ' wooow “ ,

12-%1. 41 n 8 %12 e . b " t

b-1i-92 iz A #15 Iz ‘" o 1

7-28-93\ Ltr from Durbam re ppible _eontamination _from_ ﬂﬂqmﬂﬂa s1bes.
Inustiqation Is_being cmducted.

4- 492 meda ir fo Durham +3 Submit we b remeciofy contarmd natrg -

f-25-72 "on n__ i ftsponte h /'MS aglas  tr f Mamedg,
evranﬁed Qurham Hs days _H_ Swbmiy_wp.

992 | Lhr from tfaz:’c peautsiang t«xmw'ow W sfubm’rrrm 4«{;}

0.2993 ¢ I '

1-4.92| Progres Qen t (6 Subnitied by Toxic for Durham

1- 12-92 WP Submitled by Poric fr Durham.

CONFIAMATION OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COMPLIANCE: After reviewing the lead agency site file,  file, the claim reviewer has determined

that the claimant is in substantial compliance with corrective action requirements.

REVIEWER'S SIGNATUHRE DATE SIGNED
LEAD AGENCY CONCURRENCE: As of this date, the lead agency representative concurs with the determination that
the claimant is in compliance with applicable corrective action requirements,
SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  ( } APPROVED { ) REFERRED TO TEAM LEADER — See Comments, Page 2.
T DATE SIGNED

REVIEWER'S SIGNATURE:

Revised 10/92




CLAIM NO. 557';. LQL AGENCY NO.
siTE ADDREsSS__ [498Y  MuaKland Awe ., Hﬂgﬂm

CORRECTIVE ACTION COMPLIANCE DOGCUMENTATION PAGE 3

DATE ACTION REQUIRED/RESPONSE

il 92| Mameda donditimally areeplrd wp.

- 2(-49% Frmms Rept- # [T submithed by Twic fir Durham.

2:26-93| Lr fom Tdvic re elavipi catims wp ad_peauested by

Countyy -

3-10-9 | Reediation Rogress Reps-#| subrmided by tovic for Durhomn

CONFIRMATION OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COMPLIANCE: After reviewing the lead agency site file, the claim reviewer has determined
that the claimantis in substantial compliance with corrective action requirements.

REVIEWER'S SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED

LEAD AGENCY CONCURRENCE: As of this date, the lead agency representative concurs with the determination that
the claimant is in compliance with applicable corrective action requirements.

SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED

STAFF AECOMMENDATION:  { } APPROVED { ) REFERRED TO TEAM LEADER - See Comments, Page 2.

REVIEWER'S SIGNATURE: DATE SIGNED
Revised 10/92






