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October 16, 2006
Project No.: 015-01-018

Manwel and Samira Shuwayhat
54 Wolfe Canyon Road
Kentfield, California 94904

Subject: Revised Work Plan for Source Area Investigation for Fuel Leak Case No.
ROO0000324, Livermore Gas and Mini-Mart, 160 Holmes Street, Livermore,
California

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Shuwayhat:

On your behalf, Allterra Environmental, Inc. (Allterra) has prepared this Revised Work Plan for
Source Area Investigation to propose investigative drilling activities to be completed at 160
Holmes Street in Livermore, California (Site). This revised work plan was prepared to address
technical comments regarding Allterra’s September 12, 2006 Work Plan for Source Area
Investigation provided by Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) in their September 19,
2006 letter.

The following is a discussion intended to address ACEH’s Technical Comments presented in their
attached September 19, 2006 letter (Appendix A).

ACEH Technical Comment 1: Proposed Boring Locations
ACEH concurred with Allterra’s proposed locations for Geoprobe® borings GP-1 through GP-19.
The proposed boring locations are presented in Figure 1.

ACEH Technical Comment 2: Proposed Sample Collection

During Geoprobe® drilling, soil samples will be collected continuously for logging and screening.
Soil samples will be submitted for laboratory analyses from all depths where staining, odor, or
elevated photoionization readings are observed. If no staining, odor, or elevated photoionization
readings are observed, soil samples collected from 8, 24, and 28 feet below ground surface (bgs)
will be analyzed by a laboratory.

ACEH Technical Comment 3: Proposed Laboratory Analyses for Soil and Groundwater
Samples

ACEH concurred with Allterra’s proposed laboratory analyses for soil and groundwater samples.
All samples will be analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) by EPA Method
8015C, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX) and methyl tertiary butyl ether
(MTBE) by EPA Method 8021b.

Allterra Environmental, Inc., 849 Almar Avenue, Suite C, No. 281, Santa Cruz, California 95060
Phone: (831) 425-2608  Fax: (831) 425-2609 e http://www.allterraenv.com
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ACEH Technical Comment 4: Soil Vapor Sampling

Allterra concurs with ACEH’s recommendation that soil vapor samples be collected from soil
borings. The following discussion presents Allterra’s proposed methodology for selecting vapor
sample locations and for sample collection:

Selection of Soil Vapor Sample Locations

In general, Allterra proposes to use soil sample data from borings GP-1 through GP-19 to target
hydrocarbon “hot spot” areas for soil vapor sampling. The following discussion describes the
proposed method for selecting soil vapor sample locations and provides a description of sample
collection methodology.

Screening Level for Soil Vapor Sampling

Soil vapor samples will be collected adjacent to locations where soil sample data indicates TPHg
levels at or above 100 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) and/or photoionization readings at or
above 100 parts per million by volume (ppm,). The screening level of TPHg at 100 mg/kg for soil
samples was selected because it is the recommended soil restoration goal for residential land uses
established by Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), San Francisco Bay Region
(Table A from the RWQCB - San Francisco Bay Region’s Screening for Environmental Concerns
at Sites with Contaminated Soil and Groundwater). The screening level of 100 ppm, for
photoionization readings is an arbitrary value; however, it was selected because vapor samples
from these locations are likely to provide usable data.

Soil Vapor Probe Locations

Soil vapor sample probes will be installed adjacent to Geoprobe® borings where soil samples
and/or photoionization readings were above respective screening levels. Proposed locations for
soil vapor sample probes will be presented on a site plan and submitted to ACEH for review and
approval prior to commencing work.

Soil Vapor Sample Depths

Allterra proposes to collect soil vapor samples from up to three depths in each sample probe. The
number and depth of the samples will be based on the results of previous soil samples and/or
photoionization readings. There may be cases where one vapor sample depth can provide
coverage for two or more soil sample locations; however, such cases will be proposed to ACEH
for approval prior to implementing work.

Soil Vapor Sample Collection Methodology

Collecting soil vapor samples will be completed using “permanent or semi-permanent soil gas
probe”, as described in the Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC) January 28, 2003
Advisory — Active Soil Gas Investigations” (included as Appendix B). A detailed description of
soil vapor sample collection methodology is presented in Appendix B. The following is a brief
summary of the gas probe installation and sampling procedures.
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Soil Gas Probe Installation and Construction: The permanent or semi-permanent gas probe
will be installed using a Geoprobe® drill rig. The drill rig will install a boring to the desired
depth and the soil gas probe will be constructed. The gas probe will be constructed with 1/8-
inch high-density polyethylene (HDPE) tubing from surface grade to the desired sample depth,
where a porous media (air stone) probe tip will be installed. The probe tip will be emplaced
midway within a minimum of one (1) foot of sand pack and at least 0.5-foot of dry granular
bentonite will be emplaced on top of each sand pack to preclude the infiltration of hydrated
bentonite grout. The borehole will be grouted to the surface with hydrated bentonite. With
respect to deep probe construction with multiple probe depths, the borehole will be grouted
between probes. At least 0.5-foot of dry granular bentonite will be emplaced between the filter
pack and the grout at each probe location. A detailed description of sample probe construction
procedures is presented in Appendix B. Figure 2 presents typical soil gas probe construction
details.

Sample Collection Procedure: Using a vacuum pump and clean, dry, inert sample tubing, each
soil gas probe will be purged and sampled in accordance with the DTSC advisory (Appendix
B). A flow rate between 100 and 200 millimeters per minute (mL/min) will be used for
purging and sampling (unless conditions require a modification to the flow rate). Samples will
be collected in Summa™ canisters and transported to McCampbell Analytical under Chain of
Custody protocol for laboratory analyses.

Sample Analyses
Soil vapor samples will be analyzed for TPHg by EPA Method 8015C, and BTEX and MTBE by
EPA Method 8021b.

ACEH Technical Comment 5: Grab Groundwater Sampling

Geoprobe® borings GP-1 through GP-19 will be installed to first encountered groundwater,
anticipated to be between approximately 28 and 30 feet bgs. Based on observations from
previous investigations at the Site, static groundwater in the boreholes is expected to equilibrate
at approximately 20 feet bgs, providing an estimated water column of 10 feet. Groundwater
samples will be collected from the open borehole; however, if the boring does not stay open, a
new, clean, temporary well casing and screen will be lowered into the boring to aid in water
sample collection. Groundwater samples will be collected from the top 5 feet of the water
column within each borehole using a peristaltic pump equipped with clean, inert, disposable
sample tubing. Samples will be collected in 40 mL sample bottles (with hydrochloric acid [HCI]
preservative) and sample bottles will be labeled, stored on ice in a cooler, and transported to the
laboratory for analyses.

ACEH Technical Comment 6: Quarterly Monitoring
The quarterly groundwater monitoring program at the Site will continue. Additionally, interim
groundwater remediation work will be documented in the quarterly reports.
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Limitations

The data, information, interpretation, and recommendations contained in this work plan are
presented solely as preliminary to the existing environmental conditions at 160 Holmes Street. Site
conditions can change over time; therefore, data, information, interpretation, and recommendations
presented in this work plan are only applicable to the timeframe of this study. The conclusions and
professional opinions presented herein were developed by Allterra in accordance with
environmental principles and practices generally accepted at this time and location, no warranties
are expressed or implied.

If you have any questions, please call Allterra at (831) 425-2608.

Sincerely,
Allterra Environmental. Inc.

A o

es Allen, R.E.A Mike Killoran, P.4. 6670
Project Manager Senior Geologist

Attachments:
Figure 1, Proposed Boring Location Plan
Figure 2, Typical Soil Gas Sample Probe Construction Detail

APPENDIX A: ACEH’s September 19, 2006 Letter :
APPENDIX B: DTSC January 28, 2003 Advisory — Active Soil Gas Invesnganons

cc: Mr. Jerry Wickham, ACEH
State of California GeoTracker Database
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

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

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

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

510) 567-6700
September 19, 2006 10y 3570335
Manwel and Samira Shuwayhat
54 Wolfe Canyon Road
Kentfield, CA 94904

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000324, Livermore Gas and Mini-mart, 160 Holmes Street,
livermore, CA

Dear Mr. and Ms. Shuwayhat:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the fuel leak case file for the
above-referenced site and the documents entitied, “Work Plan for Source Area Investigation
Report for Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000324,” dated September 12, 2006, and “Third Quarter
2006 Groundwater Monitoring Report,” dated August 30, 2006. The Work Plan proposes soil and
groundwater sampling from 19 direct push borings at the site. In order to address the items
discussed in the technical comments below, we request that you submit a revised Work Plan by
October 31, 2006.

We request that you address the following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and
send us the reports described below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Proposed Boring Locations. The proposed locations for the source area investigation
boreholes are acceptable.

2. Proposed Sample Collection. We concur with the proposed continuous soil sample
collection for logging and screening. Soil samples are to be submitted for laboratory
analyses from all depths where staining, odor, or elevated photoionization readings are
observed. If no staining, odor, or elevated photoionization readings are observed, we request
that the soil samples collected from depths of 8, 24, and 28 feet bgs be analyzed from each
soil boring regardiess of screening results. We do not concur with the proposal to only
analyze soil samples collected from depths of 24 and 28 feet bgs if elevated concentrations
of petroleum hydrocarbons are detected in the soil sample collected at 20 feet bgs. This
request is based upon review of data from previous soil borings, which indicate that results
from the soil sample collected at 20 feet bgs may not provide an indication of soil
contamination below 20 feet bgs. As shown on Table 1, TPHg was frequently not detected in
soil samples collected from 20 feet bgs but was detected in the same boring in soil samples
collected at depths of 24 and 28 feet bgs. As an example, the soil sample collected at 20 feet
bgs from boring MB-3 did not contain detectable concentrations of TPHg but the soil sample
collected from 28 feet bgs in boring MB-3 contained 1,400 milligrams per kilogram of TPHg.
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3. Proposed Laboratory Analyses for Soil and Groundwater Samples. The proposed
laboratory analyses for soil and groundwater samples are acceptable.

4. Soil Vapor Sampling. In order to help assess whether soil vapor extraction we request that
one or more soil vapor samples be collected from each soil boring. The proposed depths of
the soil vapor samples may be based upon results from continuous logging and screening.
Please present plans for soil vapor sampling from each of the proposed soil borings in the
revised Work Plan requested below.

5. Grab Groundwater Sampling. Please provide additional information in the revised Work
Plan requested below on the depth interval and method for collection of a groundwater
sample from each soil boring.

6. Quarterly Monitoring. Please continue the quarterly groundwater monitoring program for

the site. Results from interim groundwater extraction are also to be reported in the quarterly
monitoring reports requested below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health (Attention: Jerry
Wickham), according to the following schedule:

¢ October 31, 2006 — Revised Work Plan for Source Area Investigation
o 45 days following the end of each quarter - Quarterly Monitoring Report

These reports are being requested pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section
25296.10. 23 CCR Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2728 outline the
responsibilities of a responsible party in response to an unauthorized release from a petroleum
UST system, and require your compliance with this request. ACEH notes the discussion of UST
Cleanup Fund cost pre-approval in your December 23, 2005 correspondence.

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs
(LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the county’s ftp site. Paper
copies of reports will no longer be accepted. The electronic copy replaces the paper copy and
will be used for all public information requests, regulatory review, and compliance/enforcement
activities.  Instructions for submission of electronic documents to the Alameda County

Environmental Cleanup Oversight Program ftp site are provided on the attached “Electronic
Report Upload (ftp) Instructions.” Please do not submit reports as attachments to electronic mail.

Submission of reports to the Alameda County ftp site is an addition to existing requirements for

electronic submittal of information to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
Geotracker website. Submission of reports to the Geotracker website does not fulfill the
requirement to submit documents to the Alameda County ftp site. In September 2004, the
SWRCB adopted regulations that require electronic submittal of information for groundwater
cleanup programs. For several years, responsible parties for cleanup of leaks from underground
storage tanks (USTs) have been required to submit groundwater analytical data, surveyed
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locations of monitor wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Internet.
Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all necessary reports was
required in Geotracker (in PDF format). Please visit the SWRCB website for more information on
these requirements (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic_reporting).

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:
" declare, under penalty of perjury, that the information and/or recommendations contained in the
attached document or report is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.” This letter must be
signed by an officer or legally authorized representative of your company. Please include a cover
letter satisfying these requirements with all future reports and technical documents submitted for
this fuel leak case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that
work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or engineering
evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an appropriately registered or
certified professional. For your submittal 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. Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted
for this fuel leak case meet this requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, later reports, or enforcement actions may result in your
becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage Tank Cleanup
Fund (Senate Bili 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

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

If you have any questions, please cali me at (510) 567-6791.

[NV RV

Jerty Wickham
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,
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Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions
cc. Colleen Winey, QIC 80201, Zone 7 Water Agency, 100 North Canyons Parkway
Livermore, CA 94551

Danielle Stefani, Livermore-Pleasanton Fire Department, 3560 Nevada Street
Pleasanton, CA 94566

Sunil Ramdass, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 | Street, 17" floor, Sacramento, CA 95814-

282
mes Allen, Aliterra Environmental, Inc., 849 Almar Avenue, Suite C, No. 281
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Donna Drogos, ACEH
Jerry Wickham, ACEH
File
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California Environmental Protection Agency

‘ Gray Davis, Governor
‘ Winston H. Hickox, Agency Secretary

Department of Toxic Substances Control California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Edwin F. Lowry, Director Los Angeles Region
1011 N. Grandview Avenue 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200
Glendale, California 91201 Los Angeles, California 90013
Phone (818) 551-2800 Phone (213) 576-6600
FAX (818) 551-2832 FAX (213) 576-6640
www.disc.ca.gov www.swrch.ca.gov/rwgcb4

January 28, 2003
To: Interested Parties
ADVISORY — ACTIVE SOIL GAS INVESTIGATIONS

In a coordinated effort, the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board ~ Los Angeles Region (LARWQCB) have jointly developed
the "Advisory — Active Soil Gas Investigations” (see the attached). This document is to ensure that
consistent methodologies are applied during active soil gas investigations to produce high quality
data for regulatory decision-making. The document has been reviewed by other government
organizations and by the soil gas consulting community. Their comments have been considered
and, where appropriate, incorporated in the document. This is an on-going effort to streamline the
characterization of gas phase contaminant sites. As additional knowledge and experience are
obtained, this Advisory may be modified as appropriate.

This document is issued by DTSC and LARWQCB as an Advisory subject to review and revision
as necessary. The information in this Advisory should not be considered as regulations.

Mention of trade names or commercial products does not constitute the Agency’s endorsement
or recommendation.

If you have any questions regarding this document, please contact the joint-agency project
coordinator Mr. Joe Hwong, of DTSC, at (714) 484-5406.

Sincerely,
e St o, —- — Ak B
Edwin F. Lowry Dennis A. Dickerson
Director Executive Officer
Department of Toxic Substances Control California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
Enclosure

The energy challenge facing California is real. 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 Web-site at www.dtsc.ca.gov.

Printed on Recycled Paper



ADVISORY - ACTIVE SOIL GAS INVESTIGATIONS

As a coordinated effort, this document is issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board—Los
Angeles Region (LARWQCB} and Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) as an Advisory subject to
review and revision as necessary. Mention of trade names or commercial products does not constitute the
Agency’s endorsement or recommendation. The information in this Advisory should not be considered as
regulations. In this Advisory, “Agency” should mean LARWQCB and/or DTSC.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Active soil gas investigations are useful to obtain vapor phase data at sites
potentially affected by volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including chlorinated and
aromatic hydrocarbons. Active soil gas investigations may also be used to
investigate sites potentially affected by methane and hydrogen sulfide, and to
measure fixed and biogenic gasses (e.g., oxygen, carbon dioxide, or carbon
monoxide). Among other things, the data can be used to identify the source and
determine the spatial distribution of VOC contamination at a site, or to estimate
indoor air concentrations for risk assessment purposes.

For site characterization, the Agency encourages both soil gas and soil matrix
sampling. Typically, soil gas data are more representative of actual site conditions
in coarse-grained soil formations while soil matrix data are more representative of
actual site conditions in fine-grained soil formations. For evaluating the risk
associated with vapor intrusion to indoor air, soil gas data are the preferred
contaminant data set, where practicable. Flux chamber and passive sampling
methods are not discussed in this Advisory. Any sites where such sampling
methods are necessary will be addressed separately.

On February 25, 1997, LARWQCB re-issued the “Interim Guidance for Active Soil
Gas Investigation” (ASGI) as guidance for investigating sites with potential VOC
contamination. Unless otherwise noted in this Advisory, the active soil gas
investigation should be performed in accordance with the most current ASGL

2.0 SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The following sections supplement the ASGI in an effort to ensure that consistent
methodologies are applied during soil gas investigations to produce reliable and
defensible data of high quality. All sampling probe installation, sampling, and
analytical procedures, whether or not discussed below, are subject to Agency review
and approval.

2.1 Project Management

2.2  Soil Gas Sampling Probe Installation
2.3  Purge Volume Test

24 Leak Test

2.5 Purge/Sample Flow Rate

2.6  Soil Gas Sampling

2.7  Analysis of Soil Gas Samples

01/28/2003 -1-
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Project Management

211

212

Workplan: An appropriate workplan should be prepared and submitted
to the Agency for review and approval at least 30 days prior to its
implementation. Any variations or deviations from this Advisory should
be specified in the workplan. The soil gas workplan can either be
incorporated as part of a comprehensive site investigation workplan or
as a stand-alone document, depending on site-specific
circumstances.

Field Activities

A. The Agency should be notified 10 working days prior to
implementation of field activities. All necessary permits and utility
clearance(s) should be obtained prior to conducting any
investigations described in this Advisory.

B. All engineering or geologic work (e.g., logging continuous soil
cores, soil description) should be performed or supervised by a
California Registered Professional in accordance with the
Business and Professions Code, Chapters 7 and 12.5, and the
California Code of Regulations, Title 16, Chapters 5 and 29.

In addition, for proposed school sites, all work performed should be
under the direction and supervision of a project coordinator
experienced in soil gas investigations [e.g., an Environmental
Assessor as defined in Education Code Section 17210(b)].

C. Evaluation of raw data by Agency staff may occur either in the field
or in the office.

1. Hard copies of the complete raw laboratory data, including
handwritten data and field notes, should be provided to the
Agency staff upon request.

2. Adjustments or modifications to the sampling program may be
required by Agency staff to accommodate changes mandated
by evaluation of the data set or unforeseen site conditions.

D. Investigation derived wastes (IDWs) should be managed as
hazardous waste until proven otherwise or until specifically
approved by the Agency as being non-hazardous waste. IDWs
should be handled and disposed in accordance with federal, state
and local requirements.



01/28/2003

E. Field Variations

1. To expedite the completion of field activities and avoid potential
project delays, contingencies should be proposed and included
in the project workplan {e.g., soil matrix samples will also be
collected if clayey soils [as defined in the Unified Soil
Classification System (USCS)] are encountered during the
proposed soil gas investigation).

2. The Agency field staff should be informed of any problems,
unforeseen site conditions, or deviations from the approved
workplan. When it becomes necessary to implement
modifications to the approved workplan, the Agency should be
notified and a verbal approval should be obtained before
implementing changes.

F. Soil Matrix Sampling Requirements: Companion soil matrix
sampling may be conducted concurrently with a soil gas
investigation (in accordance with the ASGI, Section 5.0), except
where extremely coarse-grained soils (as defined in USCS) are
encountered or when specifically excluded by the Agency.

213 Soil Gas Investigation Reports: A soil gas investigation report including
a discussion of field operations, deviations from the approved
workplan, data inconsistencies, and other significant operational
details should be prepared. The report may either be a stand-alone
document in a format recommended by the Agency or be included
within a site-specific assessment report. At a minimum, the report
should contain the following:

A. Site plan map and probe location map at an appropriate scale as
specified in the workplan (e.g., scale: one inch = 40 feet),

B. Final soil gas iso-concentration maps for contaminants of concern
at the same scale as the site plan map;

C. Summary tables for analytical data, in micrograms per liter (ug/L),
in accordance with the ASGI;

D. Legible copies of field and laboratory notes or logs;

E. All analytical results and Quality Assurance/Quality Control
(QA/QC) information including tables and explanations of
procedures, results, corrective actions and effect on the data, in
the format specified by the Agency; and

F. Upon request, all raw data including chromatograms and
calibration data should be submitted to the Agency.
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Soil Gas Sampling Probe Installation

221

222

Lithology: Site soil or lithologic information should be used to select
appropriate locations and depths for soil gas probes. If on-site
lithologic information is not available prior to conducting the soil gas
investigation, at least one (1) continuously cored boring to the
proposed greatest depth of the soil gas investigation should be
installed at the first sampling location, unless specifically waived or
deferred by Agency. Depending on site conditions, additional
continuously cored borings may be necessary.

A Lithologic logs should be prepared for all borings (e.g.,
continuously cored borings, soil matrix sampling, geotechnical
sampling, etc.). Note: This does not apply to directpush soil gas
probe installations.

B. Information gathered from the continuously cored borings may
include soil physical parameters, geotechnical data and
contaminant data.

C. Iflow-flow or no-flow conditions (e.g., fine-grained soil, clay, soil
with vacuum readings that exceed approximately 10 inches of
mercury or 136 inches of water) are encountered, soil matrix
sampling using EPA Method 5035A should be conducted in these
specific areas. Also see Section 4 of LARWQCB’s “General
Laboratory Testing Requirements for Petroleum Hydrocarbon
Impacted Sites” on use of EPA Method 5035A.

D. If the bottom five (5) feet of a continuously cored boring is
composed of clay or soil with a vacuum exceeding approximately
10 inches of mercury or 136 inches of water, the continuously
cored boring should be extended an additional five (5) feet to

identify permeable zones. |f the extended boring is also composed

entirely of clay, the boring may be terminated. Special

consideration should always be given to advancing borings and
ensuring that a contaminant pathway is not being created through
a low permeability zone.

Sample Spacing: A scaled site plan depicting potential or known areas

of concemn (e.g., existing or former sumps, trenches, drains, sewer
lines, clarifiers, septic systems, piping, underground storage tanks
[USTs], chemical or waste management units) should be provided in
the project workplan. Sample spacing should be in accordance with
the most current ASGI and may be modified based on site-specific
conditions with Agency approval. To optimize detecting and
delineating VOCs, the grid spacing should be modified to include
biased sampling locations.
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2.2.3 Sample Depth: Sample depths should be chosen to minimize the
effects of changes in barometric pressure, temperature, or
breakthrough of ambient air from the surface; and to ensure that
representative samples are collected. Consideration should be given
to the types of chemicals of concern and the lithology encountered.

A

At each sample location, soil gas probes should be installed at a
minimum of one sample depth, generally at five (5) feet below
ground surface (bgs), in accordance with the most current ASGIL

Samples should be collected near lithologic interfaces or based on
field instrument readings (e.g., Flame lonization Detector [FID],
Photo lonization Detector [PID]) from soil cuttings and/or cores to
determine the location of maximum analyte concentrations at the
top or bottom of the interface depending upon the analyte.

Multi-depth sampling is appropriate for any of the following
locations:

1. Sites identified with subsurface structures (e.g., USTs, sumps,
clarifiers, waste or chemical management units), subsurface
sources (e.g., oil fields, artificial fill, buried animal waste),
changes in lithology, and/or contaminated groundwater. Soil
gas probes should be emplaced below the base of any
subsurface structures, sources or backfilled materials in the
vadose zone. Collection of deeper samples should be done in
consultation with Agency staff;

2. Areas with significantly elevated VOC concentrations detected

during shallow or previous vapor sampling;

3. Areas where elevated field instrument readings are
encountered from soil matrix cuttings, cores or samples; or

4. Inthe annular space of groundwater monitoring wells during

construction, where an assessment of the vertical extent of soil
gas contamination is necessary.

If no lithologic change or contamination is observed, default
sampling depths may be selected for multi-depth sampling. For
example, soil gas samples may be collected at 5, 15, 25, 40 feet
bgs, etc., until either the groundwater is encountered or VOCs are
not detected, whichever comes first.

1. Additional samples may be necessary based on site
conditions.

2. For Preliminary Endangerment Assessments: When 40 feet
bgs is reached, collection of deeper samples may be waived.
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225

However, assessment and/or characterization of the deeper
vadose zone may be required in the future to protect
groundwater resources.

Sampling Tubes: Sampiing tubes should be of a small diameter (1/8
to 1/4 inch) and made of material (e.g., nylon, polyethylene, copper or
stainless steel) which will not react or interact with site contaminants.
For example, metal tubes should not be used for collection of
hydrogen sulfide samples.

A Ciean, dry tubirig should be utilized at all times. If moisture, water,
or an unknown material is present in the probe prior to insertion,
the tubing should be decontaminated or replaced.

B. After use at each location:

1. Non-reusable (e.g., nylon or polyethylene) sampling tubes
should be discarded; or

2. Reusable sampling tubes should be properly decontaminated
as specified in Section 2.2.7.

C. A drawing of the proposed probe tip design and construction
should be included in the project workplan.

Soil Gas Probe Emplacement Methods

A Permanent or Semipermanent Soil Gas Probe Methods:
Permanent or semi-permanent soil gas probes may be installed,
using a variety of drilling methods. Please note that the mud rotary
drilling method is not acceptable for soil gas probe emplacement.
Other drilling methods such as air rotary and rotosonic can
adversely affect soil gas data during and after drilling and will
require extensive equilibration times. Therefore, they are not
recommended. Other soil gas probe designs and construction
(e.g., soil gas wells or nested welis) may be appropriate and
should be discussed with Agency staff prior to emplacement.
When additional sampling is not anticipated per consultation with
the Agency, such probes may be properly removed or
decommissioned after completion of the soil gas investigation.

1. The probe tip should be emplaced midway within & minimum of
one (1) foot of sand pack. The sand pack should be
appropriately sized (e.g., no smaller than the adjacent
formation) and installed to minimize disruption of airflow to the
sampling tip. See Figure 1 for more information.

2. Atleast one (1) foot of dry granular bentonite should be
empilaced on top of each sand pack to preclude the infiltration
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of hydrated bentonite grout. The borehole shouid be grouted to
the surface with hydrated bentonite. With respect to deep
probe construction with multiple probe depths, the borehole
should be grouted between probes. One (1) foot of dry
granular bentonite should be emplaced between the filter pack
and the grout at each probe location. See Figure 2 for more
information.

The use of a downhole probe support may be required for deep
probe construction (e.g., 40 feet bgs for direct push probes).

a. Such probe support may be constructed from a one-inch
diameter bentonite/cement grouted PVC pipe or other solid
rod, or equivalent, allowing probes to be positioned at
measured intervals.

b. The support should be properly sealed or sofid (internally or
externally) to avoid possible cross-contamination or
ambient air intrusion.

c. The probes should be properly attached to the exterior of
the support prior to placement downhole.

d. Alternative probe support designs should be described in
the project workplan. If probe support will not be used for
deep probes, justification should be included in the project
workplan.

. Tubing should be properly marked at the surface to identify the

probe location and depth.

As-built diagrams for probes or wells should be submitted with
the soil gas investigation report detailing the well identification
and corresponding probe depths. A typical probe construction
diagram may be submitted for probes with common design
and instaffation.

Unless soil gas probes are removed or decommissioned,
probes should be properly secured, capped and completed to
prevent infiltration of water or ambient air into the subsurface
and to prevent accidental damage or vandalism. For surface
completions, the following components may be installed:

a. Gas-tight valve or fitting for capping the sampling tube;
b. Ultility vault or meter box with ventilation holes and lock;
¢. Surface seal; and

d. Guard posts.
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B.

Temporary Soil Gas Probe Emplacement Method: In general, the
drive rod is driven to a predetermined depth and then pulled back
to expose the inlets of the soil gas probe. After sample collection,
both the drive rod and tubing are removed.

1. During instaliation of the probe, hydrated bentonite should be
used 1o seal around the drive rod at ground surface to prevent
ambient air intrusion from occurring.

2. The inner soil gas pathway from probe tip to the surface should

be continuocusly sealed (e.g., a sampling tube attached to a
screw adapter fitted with an o-ring and connected to the probe
tip) to prevent infiliration.

226 Equilibration Time: During probe emplacement, subsurface conditions
are disturbed. To allow for subsurface conditions to equilibrate, the
following equilibration times are recommended:

227

A

D.

For probes installed with the direct push method where the drive
rod remains in the ground, purge volume test, leak test, and soil
gas sampling should not be conducted for at least 20 minutes
following probe installation.

For probes installed with the direct push method where the drive
rod does not remain in the ground, purge volume test, leak test,
and soil gas sampling should not be conducted for at least 30
minutes following probe instaliation.

For probes installed with hollow stem drilling methods, purge
volume test, leak test, and soil gas sampling should not be
conducted for at least 48 hours (depending on site lithologic or
drilling conditions) after the soil gas probe installation.

Probe installation time should be recorded in the field log book.

Decontamination: After each use, drive rods and other reusable

components should be properly decontaminated to prevent cross
contamination. These methods include:

A 3-stage wash and rinse (e.g., wash equipment with a non-

B.

phosphate detergent, rinse with tap water, and finally rinse with
distilled water); and/or

Steam cleaning process.

Purge Volume Test

To ensure stagnant or ambient air is removed from the sampling system and
to assure samples collected are representative of subsurface conditions, a
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purge volume versus contaminant concentration test should be conducted as
the first soil gas sampling activity at the selected purge test point. The purge
volume test is conducted by collecting and analyzing a sample for target
compounds after the removal of appropriate purge volumes.

2.3.1 Purge Test Locations: The purge test location should be selected as
near as possible to the anticipated or confirmed contaminant source,
and in an area where soil gas concentrations are expected to be
greatest based on lithology (e.g., coarse-grained sediments). The first
purge test location should be selected through the workplan approval
process or as a field decision in conjunction with Agency staff.

2.3.2 Purge Volume: The purge volume or “dead space volume” can be
estimated based on a summation of the volume of the sample
container (e.g., glass bulbs), internal volume of tubing used, and
annular space around the probe tip. Summa™ canisters, syringe, and
Tedlar™ bags are not included in the dead space volume calculation.
The Agency recommends step purge tests of one (1), three (3), and
seven (7) purge volumes be conducted as a means fo determine the
purge volume to be applied at all sampling points.

A. The appropriate purge volume should be selected based on the
highest concentration for the compound(s) of concem detected
during the step purge tests. The purge volume should be
optimized for the compound(s) of greatest concern in accordance
with Section 2.2 of the ASGL.

B. 1f VOCs are not detected in any of the step purge tests, a default of
three (3) purge volumes should be extracted prior to sampling.

C. The step purge tests and purging should be conducted at the
same rate soil gas is to be sampled (see Section 2.5).

D. The purge test data (e.g., calculated purge volume, rate and
duration of each purge step) should be included in the report to
support the purge volume selection.

2.3.3 Additional Purge Volume Test

A. Additional purge volume tests should be performed to ensure
appropriate purge volumes are extracted if:

1. Widely variable or different site soils are encountered: or

2. The default purge volume is used and a VOC is newly
detected.
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B. If a new purge volume is selected after additional step purge tests
are conducted, the soil gas investigation should be continued as
follows:

1. In areas of the same or similar lithologic conditions:

a. Re-sample 20 percent of the previously completed probes.
This re-sampling requirement may be reduced or waived in
consultation with Agency staff, depending on site
conditions. If re-sampling indicates higher detections (e.g.,
more than 50 percent difference in samples detected at
greater than or equal to 10 ug/L), all other previous probes
should be re-sampled using the new purge volume.

b. Continue the soil gas investigation with the newly selected
purge volume in the remaining areas.

2. In areas of different lithologic conditions: Continue the soil gas
investigation with the newly selected purge volume in the
remaining areas.

Leak Test

Leakage during soif gas sampling may dilute samples with ambient air and
produce results that underestimate actual site concentrations or contaminate
the sample with external contaminants. Leak tests should be conducted to
determine whether leakage is present (e.g., the leak check compound is
detected and confirmed in the test sample after its application).

24.1 Leak tests should be conducted at every soil gas probe.

242 Leak Check Compounds: Tracer compounds, such as pentane,
isopropanol, isobutene, propane, and butane, may be used as leak
check compounds, if a detection limit (DL) of 10 ug/L or less can be
achieved. These compounds may be contained in common products
such as shaving cream.

2.4.3 Aleak check compound should be placed at any location where
ambient air could enter the sampling system or where cross
contamination may occur, immediately before sampling. Locations of
potential ambient air intrusion include:

A. Sample system connections;
B. Surface bentonite seals (e.g., around rods and tubing); or

C. Top of the Temporary Soil Gas Probe (see Section 2.2.5.B).
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2.4.4 The leak test should include an analysis of the leak check compound.
If a leak check compound is detected in the sample, the following
actions should be followed:

A. The cause of the leak should be evaluated, determined and
corrected through confirmation sampling;

B. [f the leak check compound is suspected or detected as a site-

specific contaminant, a new leak check compound should be
used;

C. Ifleakage is confirmed and the problem can not be corrected, the
soil gas probe should be properly decommissioned;

D. Areplacement probe should be installed at least five (5) feet from
the original probe decommissioned due to confirmed leakage, or
consult with Agency staff; and

E. The leak check compound concentration detected in the soil gas
sample should be included and discussed in the report.

Purge/Sample Flow Rate

Sampling and purging flow rates should not enhance compound partitioning
during soil gas sampling. Samples should not be collected if field conditions
as specified in Section 2.6.4 exist.

251 The purging or sampling flow rate should be attainable in the lithology
adjacent to the soil gas probe.

A. To evaluate lithologic conditions adjacent to the soil gas probe
{e.g., where no-flow or low-flow conditions), a vacuum gauge or
similar device should be used between the soil gas sample tubing
and the soil gas extraction devices (e.g., vacuum pump, Summa™
canister).

B. Gas tight syringes may also be used to qualitatively determine if a
high vacuum soil condition (e.g., suction is felt while the plunger is
being withdrawn) is present.

2.5.2 The Agency recommends purging or sampling at rates between 100
to 200 milliliters per minute (mi/min) to limit stripping, prevent ambient
air from diluting the soil gas samples, and to reduce the variability of
purging rates. The low flow purge rate increases the likelihood that
representative samples may be collected. The purge/sample rate
may be modified based on conditions encountered in individual soil
gas probes. These modified rates should be documented in the soil
gas report.
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Soil Gas Sampling

After the soil gas probe is adequately purged, samples should be collected by
appropriate methodologies.

26.1 Sample Container: Samples should be collected in gas-tight,

opaque/dark containers (e.g., syringes, glass bulbs wrapped in
aluminum foil, Summa™ canisters), so that light-sensitive or
halogenated VOCs (e.g., vinyl chioride) will not degrade.

A

If a syringe is used, it should be leak-checked before each use by
closing the exit valve and attempting to force ambient air through
the needle.

If syringe samples are analyzed within five (5) minutes of
collection, aluminum foil wrapping may not be necessary.

EPA Method TO-14A, TO-15, or an equivalent air analysis method,
requires samples be collected in Summa™ canisters.

If a Summa™ canister is used, a flow regulator should be placed
between the probe and the Summa™ canister to ensure the
Summa™ canister is filled at the flow rate as specified in Section
252

Tedlar™ bags should not be used to collect VOC samples.

Specific requirements for methane and hydrogen sulfide sample
containers are specified in Section 2.7.9.

2.6.2 Sample Collection

A Vacuum Pump: When a vacuum pump is used, samples shouid

be collected on the intake side of the vacuum pump to prevent
potential contamination from the pump. Vacuum readings or
qualitative evidence of a vacuum should be recorded on field data
sheets for each sample.

Shallow Samples: Care needs to be observed when collecting
shallow soil gas samples to avoid sample breakthrough from the
surface. Extensive purging or use of large volume sample
containers (e.g., Summa™ canisters) should be avoided for
coltection of near-surface samples [e.g., shallower than five (5)
feet bgs].
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26.3 Sample Container Cleanliness and Decontamination

A. Prior to its first use at a site, each sample container should be
assured clean by the analytical laboratory as follows:

1.

New containers should be determined to be free of
contaminants (e.g., lubricants) by either the supplier or the
analytical laboratory; and

Reused/recycled containers: Method blank(s), as specified in
Section 2.7.1.A, should be used to verify sample container
cleanliness.

B. After each use, reusable sample containers should be properly
decontaminated.

1.

Glass syringes or bulbs should be disassembled and baked at
240° C for a minimum of 15 minutes or at 120° C for a
minimum of 30 minutes, or be decontaminated by an
equivalent method.

Summa™ canisters should be properly decontaminated as
specified by appropriate EPA analytical methods.

During sampling activities using reused/recycled sampling
containers (e.g., glass syringes, glass bulbs), at a minimum
one (1) decontaminated sample container per 20 samples or
per every 12 hours, whichever is more often, should be used
as a method blank (as specified in Section 2.7.1.A) to verify
and evaluate the effectiveness of decontamination procedures.

C. Plastic syringes should be used only once and then properly
discarded.

2.6.4 Field Conditions: Field conditions, such as rainfall, irrigation, fine-
grained sediments, or drifling conditions may affect the ability to collect
soil gas samples.

A. Wet Conditions: If no-flow or low-flow conditions are caused by
wet soils, the soil gas sampling should cease. In addition, the
Agency recommends that the soil gas sampling should not be
conducted during or immediately after a significant rain event (e.g.,
1/2 inch or greater) or onsite watering.

B. If low flow conditions are determined to be from a specific lithology,
a new probe should be installed at a greater depth or a new lateral
location should be selected after evaluation of the site lithologic
logs (See Section 2.2.1) or in consultation with Agency staff.
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C. If moisture or unknown material is observed in the glass bulb or
syringe, soil gas sampling should cease until the cause of the
problem is determined and corrected.

D. If refusal occurs during drilling, soil gas samples should be
collected as follows or in consultation with Agency staff.

1. For sample depths less than five feet, collect a soil gas sample
following the precautions outlined in Section 2.6.2.B.

2. For sample depths greater than five feet, collect a soil gas
sample at the depth of refusal.

3. Areplacement probe should be installed within five (5) feet
laterally from the original probe decommissioned due to
refusal. If refusal still occurs after three tries, the sampling
location may be abandoned.

2.6.5 Chain of Custody Records: A chain of custody form shouid be

completed to maintain the custodial integrity of a sample. Probe
instaliation times and sample coflection times should be included in
the soil gas report.

Analysis of Soil Gas Samples

271

Quality Assurance/Quality Control {QA/QC): The soil gas analytical
laboratory should comply with the project Quality Assurance Project
Plan (QAPP) and follow the QA/QC requirements of the most current
ASGl and the employed EPA Method. If there is any inconsistency,
the most restrictive and specific requirements should prevail. The
analytical data should be consistent with the Data Quality Objectives
(DQOs) established for the project. The Agency staff may inspect the
field and/or laboratory QA/QC procedures. Copies of the QA/QC plan
and laboratory calibration data should be presented to the Agency field
staff upon request

Field QC sampiles should be collected, stored, transported and
analyzed in a manner consistent with site samples. The following QC
samples should be collected to support the sampling activity:

A Sample Blanks

1. Method Blanks: Method blanks should be used 1o verify the
effectiveness of decontamination procedures as specified in
Section 2.6.3.B.3 and to detect any possible interference from
ambient air.

2. Trip Blanks for Off-site Shipments: Whenever VOC samples
are shipped offsite for analysis, a minimum of one (1) trip blank
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272

273

per day should be collected and analyzed for the target
compounds. Trip blanks, consisting of laboratory grade ultra
pure air, are prepared o evaluate if the shipping and handling
procedures are infroducing contaminants into the samples, and
if cross contamination in the form of VOC migration has
occurred between the collected VOC samples. Trip blank
containers and media should be the same as site samples.

B. Duplicate Samples: At least one (1) duplicate sample per
laboratory per day should be field duplicate(s). Duplicate samples
should be collected from areas of concern.

1. Duplicate samples should be collected in separate sample
containers, at the same location and depth.

2. Duplicate samples should be collected immediately after the
original sample.

C. Laboratory Control Samples and Dilution Procedure Duplicates:
Laboratory Control Samples (LCS) and Dilution Procedure
Duplicates (DPD) should be done in accordance with the most
recent ASGI (Sections 3.5.0 and 3.12.4, respectively).

D. Split Samples: The Agency staff may request that split samples be
collected and analyzed by a separate laboratory.

Laboratory Certification: Although the California Department of Health
Services, Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP)
does not currently require certification for soil gas analytical
laboratories, the Agency recommends laboratories utilizing EPA
Methods 8260B, 8021B, and 8015B for analyses of soil gas samples
obtain ELAP certifications for such EPA analytical methods
accordingly. The Agency or DTSC’s Hazardous Materials Laboratory
{HML) staff may inspect the laboratory.

Detection Limits for Target Compounds: Analytical equipment
calibration should be in accordance with the most current ASGI.
Consideration and determination of appropriate DLs should be based
on the DQOs of the investigation.

A The DL for leak check compounds should be 10 ug/L or less (see

Section 2.4.2). The DL for oxygen (Oz) and carbon dioxide (CO,)
should be one (1) percent or less. The DLs for methane and hydrogen
sulfide are specified in Section 2.7.9.

B. If the investigation is being conducted to delineate the extent of
contamination, a DL of 1 ug/L is appropriate for all targeted VOCs.
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C. If the soil gas data are to be used to support risk assessment
activities, a DL of 1 pg/L may be appropriate for the initial
screening when evaluating alf targeted VOCs. If the data are non-
detect for all targeted VOCs, additional sampling with lower DLs is
not required. |f VOCs are detected, additional sampling, using a
DL of 0.1 ug/L., may be required to confirm the non-detection of
carcinogenic VOCs [see the Toxicity Criteria Database of the
California Environmental Protection Agency, Office of
Environmental Health Hazard (OEHHA), or the Integrated Risk
Information System (IRIS) Database of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency]. A DL of 0.1 ug/L may be
proposed and used for all carcinogenic target VOCs from the
beginning of the investigation.

D. Based on site-specific DQO needs, lower DLs may be required.
Examples of sites requiring site-specifc DQO needs include, but
are not limited to, chlorinated solvents sites, former industrial
facilities and landfills. Several less common VOCs, not included
on the ASGltargeted compound list, may require lower detection
limits [e.g., bis(chloromethyljether, DBCP (1,2-dibromo-3-
chioropropane), or ethylene dibromide] when they are known or
suspected to be present.

E. If the required DLs cannot be achieved by the proposed analytical
method, additional sample analysis by a method achieving these
DLs [e.g., EPA Method 8260B with selective ion method (SIM),
TO-14A, TO-15] may be required. Use of these methods should
comply with the QA/QC requirements as specified in Section
2.7.1.

F. For results with a high DL reported (e.g., due to matrix interference
or dilution), the laboratory should provide a written explanation.
Re-sampling and analyses may be required at the appropriate DL
for a specific compound.

2.74 Sample Handling: Exposure to light, changes in temperature and
pressure will accelerate sample degradation. To protect sampie
integrity:

A. Soil gas samples should not be chilled:;

B. Soil gas samples should not be subjected to changes in ambient
pressure. Shipping of sample containers by air should be avoided:
and

C. If condensation is observed in the sample container, the sample
should be discarded and a new sample should be collected.
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2.75 Holding Time: All soil gas samples (e.g., samples of VOCs, methane,
fixed gases, or biogenic gases), with the exception of hydrogen sulfide
samples, should be analyzed within 30 minutes by an on-site mobile
laboratory. Hydrogen sulfide samples should be analyzed as
specified in Section 2.7.9.B.2. Under the following conditions, holding
times may be extended and analyses performed off-site:

2786

277

A

C.

Soil gas samples collected in glass bulbs with surrogates added
within 15 minutes of collection may be analyzed within 4 hours
after collection;

Soil gas samples collected in Summa™ canisters may be
analyzed within 72 hours after collection; and

Methane samples may be analyzed as specified in Section
279A2

Analytical Methods

A VOC Samples: All VOC samples should be analyzed using only a

Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectrometer (GC/MS) method (e.g.,
EPA Method 8260B, used for analysis of soil gas samples, EPA
Method TO-14A or TO-15, or equivalent), except at well
characterized sites (e.g., VOCs are known to be present and
confirmed based on previous GC/MS analyses). A non-GC/MS
method (e.g., EPA Method 8021B, used for analysis of soil gas
samples) may be used only for routine monitoring of VOC
contamination at well-characterized sites.

If during routine monitoring, new VOC(s) were detected by a non-
GC/MS method, then at least 10 percent of the samples with each
newly identified VOC should be confirmed by a GC/MS method.
Thereafter, routine monitoring can resume with the non-GC/MS
method, including the new analyte(s).

Methane and Hydrogen Sulfide Samples: These gas samples
should be analyzed using methods specified in Section 2.7.9.

Auto samplers may be used if:

A

B.

One (1) sample is introduced at a time;

The sample vials are gas-tight and never opened after the sample
is added;

Proper holding times are maintained (see Section 2.7.5); and

All samples are secured and under proper custody.
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2.7.8 Target Compounds

A VOCs

1. ASGtTargeted Compounds: The ASGI (dated February 25,
1997) includes 23 primary and four (4) other target VOCs. All
quantifiable results should be reported.

2. Others: The estimated results of all Tentatively Identified
Compounds [TICs]) or non-AGSHargeted compounds
detected should be included in the report. if TICs or non-ASGF
targeted compounds are identified, contact the Agency to
determine whether additional action is required (e.g., running
additional standards to quantify TICs or non-ASGI compounds)
and whether the use of these estimated data for risk evaluation
is appropriate.

B. Leak Check Compounds: All quantifiable resuits should be
reported as specified in Section 24 4.E.

C. Specific Compounds: Based on the site history and conditions,
analyses for specific compounds may be required by the Agency
staff. Examples include:

1. In areas where USTs or fuel pipelines are identified, soil gas
samples should be analyzed for oxygenated compounds [e.g.
methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE), ethyl tertiary butyl ether
(ETBE), di-isopropy! ether (DIPE), tertiary amyl methyl ether
(TAME), tertiary buty! alcohol (TBA), and ethanol];

2. At oiffield sites where semiVOCs or Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons (TPHs) are detected in the soil gas samples,
fixed and biogenic gas (O,, CO,, and CH,) data should be
obtained using a Thermal-Conductivity Detector (TCD) or a
hand-held instrument;

3. At petroleum contaminated sites (including oiffields), dairies,
wetlands, landfills or other sites where the presence of
methane and/or hydrogen sulfide is suspected, soil gas
samples should be analyzed for methane and/or hydrogen
sulfide;

4. At sites where use of chlorinated solvents with 1,4-dioxane is
suspected or known to exist, soif gas samples may be
analyzed for 1,4-dioxane with a detection limit of 1 pg/L_; or

5. See Section 2.7.9.A.4 below.
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2.7.9 Methane and Hydrogen Sulfide Sampling Programs: If the presence of
methane and/or hydrogen sulfide is suspected, they should also be included
in the analytical plan. After evaluating the initial soil gas data, the Agency may
recommend that testing for methane or hydrogen sulfide cease.

A. Methane Sampling Program: Methane samples may be analyzed
by a GC using modified EPA Method 80158, EPA Method TO-3, or
ASTM 3416M (EPA 3C), or by an appropriate hand-held instrument
(e.g., Land Tech Gas Analyzer GA-90, Gas Emissions Monitor
GEM-500, GEM-2000).

1. Detection Limit: The DL for methane analysis should not
exceed 500 parts per million by volume (ppmv).

2. Methane Sample Containers: In addition to the gas-tight
sample containers previously specified in Section 2.6.1,
Tedlar™ bags may be used for collection of methane samples
with a holding time of no more than 24 hours.

3. Methane Screening Level: When methane is detected at 1,000
ppmv or more, additional sampling and/or further investigation
is recommended to identify the source(s).

4. At sites where methane is investigated and detected at a level
of 5,000 ppmv or more, fixed and biogenic gas (0., CO,, and
CH,) data should be obtained using a Thermak-Conductivity
Detector (TCD) or a hand-held instrument.

5. To determine that the area is pressurized by migration of
gases, pressure readings of each sampling tube system
should be recorded in the field logs and reported along with the
methane concentration.

6. Special GC Requirements: The GC method requires
calibration curves for analytes such as methane since it is not
a normal target analyte for such an analytical method.

7. Special Hand-Held Instruments Requirements: Hand-held
instruments should be calibrated in accordance with the
manufacture’s instructions. When a hand-held instrument is
used to analyze methane samples, the Agency recommends
that at least 10 percent of all positive methane samples (e.g.,
more than 5,000 ppmv), rounded to the nearest whole number,
be confirmed by another hand-held instrument (different unit or
brand) or by a GC method.

B. Hydrogen Sulfide Sampling Program: Hydrogen sulfide may be
analyzed by a GC using the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) Method 307-81 or EPA Method 16, or by an
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appropriate hand-held instrument (e.g., LTX-310 calibrated for
hydrogen sulfide or Jerome 631-X).

1.

2.

Detection Limit: The DL should be equal to or less than 0.5
ppmv or be sensitive enough to allow for a modeled ambient air
concentration (at least one microgram per cubic meter) at the
soil surface.

Holding Time: Hydrogen sulfide samples should be extracted
directly into a hand-held analyzer within 30 minutes of
collection to minimize the risk of losing the hydrogen sulfide
due to reaction with active surfaces. If a hand-held instrument
is not used, hydrogen sulfide samples should be analyzed as
below:

a. Within 30 minutes of collection, using the GC procedures;
or

b. Within 24 hours of collection, if a surrogate is added to the
samples, or 100 percent duplicate samples are collected.

Sample Containers: The following sample containers are
recommended:

a. Minimum one (1) liter black Tedlar™ bag fitted with
polypropylene valves or the equivalent;

b. 100-m! gas-tight syringe fitted with an inert valve and
wrapped in aluminum foil;

¢. Gas-tight glass bulb wrapped in aluminum foil; or
d. Glass-lined or silicon coated Summa™ canister.
Precautions

a. Since hydrogen sulfide is extremely unstable in the
presence of oxygen and maisture, contact of hydrogen
sulfide samples with them should be avoided.

b. Due to the high reactivity of hydrogen sulfide gas, contact of
hydrogen sulfide samples with metallic or other non-passive
surfaces should be avoided during sample collection,
storage and analysis.

c. Care must be taken so that GC components do not react
with the sample. Typically glass-lined injection ports and
Teflon™ tube packed columns are used to avoid loss of
hydrogen sulfide due to reaction with active surfaces.
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3.0

4.0

SOIL PARAMETERS

If the soil gas data will be used in a health risk assessment, an estimation of the
indoor air concentration should be performed using soil gas data with an Agency
approved or modified predictable indoor air model. Default values of input
parameters may be used in accordance with the approved indoor air modeling
guidance and in consultation with Agency staff. |f default values are not used, site-
specific soil parameters should be obtained as discussed below.

To assess health risk, indoor air quality, the threat of groundwater contamination
from VOCs, or to evaluate the effectiveness of a proposed remedial technology, the
following soil matrix parameters should be obtained from a minimum of three (3)
sample locations (at depths® corresponding to or associated with the detected
VOCs) for each soil type in association with the soil gas investigation:

3.1 Soil description performed and presented in accordance with the Unified Soil
Classification System (USCS);

3.2  Density,

3.3 Organic carbon content of the soil** (by the Walkee Black Method);
34  Soil moisture;

3.5  Effective permeability™*,

3.6  Porosity; and

3.7  Grain size distribution analysis (curve) and evaluation of fine-grained soil
content (by wet sieve analysis and any supplementary methods as
necessary) to determine the percent clay, sift and sand. (The grain size
distribution analysis will be used to classify the soil in accordance with the
U. S. Soil Conservation Service [SCS] soil type, which is the same as the
U. S. Department of Agriculture soil type.)

* Samples may be collected from proposed depths at the continuocusly cored boring.

** This input parameter is required for soil matrix VOC samples only. This parameter sample
should not be collected from an impacted area.

“** As an altermative, the measurements of saturated hydraulic conductivity may be used to estimate
vapor permeability.

REFERENCES
Additional information may be found in the following documents:
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM), “Standard Guide for Soil Gas

Monitoring in the Vadose Zone, ASTM Standard D 5314-92,” January 1993;
Reapproved 2001; website http://iwww.astm.org
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Guidance for Active Soil Gas Investigation,” February 25, 1997
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Laboratory Testing Requirements for Petroleum Hydrocarbon Impacted Sites,”
June 22, 2000

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste,
Physical/Chemical Methods, EPA Publication SW-846, Third Edition,” November
1986, as amended by Updates | (Jul. 1992), Il (Sep. 1994), lIA (August 1993), IIB
(Jan. 1995), Hll (Dec. 1996), llIA (Apr. 1998), IVA (Jan. 1998) and IVB (Nov. 2000);
website hitp://www.epa.gov/SW-846/main.html

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “U.S. EPA Contract Laboratory Program
National Functional Guidelines for Organic Data Review, EPA 540/R-94/012,”
February 1994; website http://www.epa.gov/region09/qa/superfundcip.htmi

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Soil Gas Sampling, SOP#: 2042, Revision
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FOR MORE INFORMATION

Please contact the following person if you need additional information or if you have
comments:

Mr. Joe Hwong, RG, CHG

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Schools Unit — Cypress

5796 Corporate Avenue

Cypress, California 90630

(714) 484-5406

jhwong@dtsc.ca.gov
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Figures — Soil Gas Probe Emplacement Methods

Figure 1— Permanent/Semi-permanent Gas Fiqure 2 — Multi-depth Gas Probe
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