ALAMEDA GOUNTY @ o
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
April 6, 2006 : {510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-3335

Mr. Steve Coodey Mr. Paul Wilson
Ultramar, Inc. 1238 Stanyan Street
685 West Third Street San Francisco, CA 94117

Hanford, CA 93230

Castro Group LLC
2021 Francisco Strest
Berkeley, CA 94709

e . Former Beacon Station #12574, 22315 Redwood

Subject: Fuel Leak Case Ngilil
fital to Alameda County FTP Site

Road, Castro Valley, CA — Report
Dear Mr. Coodey, Mr. Wilson, and Castro Group LLC:

You recently submitted a hard copy of a report for the above-referenced site entitled, "Semi-
Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report, First Quarter 2006, Former Beacon Station No. 12574,
22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California.” The report was dated April 3, 2006 and was
received by Alameda County Environmental Health {ACEH) on April 5, 2006. Please note that
effective January 31, 20086, the Alameda County Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs
(LOP and SLIC) require submission of all reports in electronic form to the county’s ftp site. Hard
copies of reports are no longer accepted. Therefore, please upload the *“Semi-Annual
Groundwater Monitoring Report,” and all future reports to the Alameda County FTP site as
outlined in the following discussion of “Electronic Submittal of Reports,” and the enclosed,
“Electronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions.”

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

Effective January 31, 2006, the Alameda County Environmental Cieanup 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 mai.

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 fuffil 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
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




Mr. Steve Coodey
Mr. Paul Wilson
Castro Group LLC
April 8, 2006
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required in Geotracker {in PDF format). Please
these requirements (http://www.swrch.ca.govius

In order to facilitate electronic correspondence,

mail addresses for all responsible and intereste
addresses and notify us of future changes to el
mail message to me at jerry. wickham@acgov.on

If you have any guestions, please call me at (51

Sincerely,

Jerry Wickham
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure: ACEH Electronic Report Upload (fip} |

cc: Karen Liptak
Horizon Environmental, inc.
4870 Windplay Drive, #C5
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Donna Drogos, ACEH
Jerry Wickham, ACEH
File

visit the SWRCB website for more inforrmation on
cleanup/electronic _reporting).

we request that you provide up to date electronic
d parties. Please provide current electronic mail
ectronic mail addresses by sending an electronic

g.

)} 567-6791.

nstructions




ALAMEDA COUNTY ® @
' HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

{510) 567-6700

FaX (510) 337-9335

STID 3579
January 2, 2002

Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG
Senior Project Manager
Retail Environmental Services
Ultramar, Inc.

525 West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA
Dear Mr. Aldridge:

This office is in receipt of "Status Report Third Quarter 2000” prepared by Mr. Richard E.
Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. dated December 6, 2001

- pertaining to the above referenced site. 1 have reviewed this report and would like to make the
following comments:

+ MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-6 were not sampled. Excepting some MTBE in MW-6 at 96ppb,
there has not been much contaminant detected within these wells.

+ MW-1 and MW-2 wells are the most contaminated wells. There were 23,000ppb TPHg,
4,600ppb Benzene, and 450ppb MTBE in MW-1 well. This reveals some decrease in the
concentrations of the constituents. However, MW-2 well indicated 63,000ppb TPHg,
4.400ppb Benzene, and 730ppb MTBE during this analysis. There is a huge increase in the
concentrations of TPHg with some minor decrease in the concentrations of Benzene and
MTBE.

» Per figure 3 within this report, groundwater flow gradient is moving Northwesterly at 0.015 ‘
ft/it. Even though this gradient is very flat, there seems to be a change in its direction.

o  MW-7 and MW-8 were abandoned in 1998 while MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, and MW-6 were not
sampled since they have historically been revealing low concentrations of contaminants with
the exception of MTBE within MW-6 well. Therefor, you may sample MW-6 on a semi-
annual basis.

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




Sincerely,

&

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

‘C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consuitants, Inc.
3140 Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6023
Files
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Ultramar, Inc. Fax; 559-583-3282 Environmental
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Hanford, CA93230-5016 h 559.-583-3330 Human Resource
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Mr. Amir K. Gholami, REHS

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency,
Environmental Health Services

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

SUBJECT: Groundwater Menitoring Schedule
22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California
Former Beacon Station #574

Dear Mr, Gholami:

Ultramar, Inc. has received your letter dated August 27, 2001 (attached), regarding groundwater
monitoring at the above referenced property. In accordance with your letter, we have advised our
contractor to continue to sample monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2 on their current semi-annual
schedule and discontinue sampling of the other wells, due to their historic concentrations and
trends. Groundwater elevations will be measured in all monitoring wells during each sampling
event.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

Joseph A. Aldridge, RG
Senior Project Manager
Retail Environmental Services

Enclosure

cc:  Mr. Richard Johnson, BSK & Associates, Inc.
Mr. Hal Hansen, Doulos Environmental Company
Mr. Bill Courtney

BEACGN

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Qualify And Service
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-+ ALAMEDA COUNTY . . EQEEVE ”
HEALTH CARE SERVICES Al &7 208

AGENCY BY: oo

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Directer

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335

STID 3579 [25749 - 29

August 27, 2001

Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG
Senior Project Manager
Retail Environmental Services
Ultramar, Inc.

525 West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA
Dear Mr. Aldridge:

| have received and reviewed the "Status Report Second Quarter 2000” prepared by Mr.
Richard E. Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. dated August 14,
2001 pertaining to the above referenced site.

According to this report MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, MW-4, MW-7, and MW-8 were not sampied. In
fact with the exception of some MTBE in MW-6 at 96ppb, there was not much contaminant
detected within these wells.

MW-1 and MW-2 wells are the most contaminated wells as it was revealed during last analysis.
There were up to 56,000ppb TPHg, 7,000ppb Benzene, and 620ppb MTBE in MW-1 well.
MW-2 well revealed up to 33,000ppb TPHg, 5,200ppb Benzene, and 740ppb MTBE during the
last analysis.

Per this report MW-5 well was sampled and indicated <0.50 of all constituents similar to
previous analysis. MW-6 well only indicated decrease in MTBE concentration at 96ppb.
Please be advised that all the wells, which have historically been revealing low concentrations
of contaminants, need not be sampled any longer unless otherwise advised by this office as
indicated previously.

According to figure 3 within this report, groundwater flow gradient is moving south
southwesterly at 0.01 ft/ft.

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




Sincerely,

r — SEP 1 0 2001

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc.
3140 Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6023
Files ‘




07/08/01 14:37 FAX 707 693 2922 W A CRAIG INC @01

'~ W.A.CRAIG, INC.

Environmental Consuiting & Construction

‘ 6840 Tromont Rd.

Dixon, CA 95820

(707) 6932929
5y » fax (707) 6932022 !

1034

Fax @
|
Yo:  Amir Gholami " Froms Christine Trussdale |
P (510)337-8338 . Pages (Including this onw): !

Preone o Date: July 8, 2001 | | : !

Re:  Himalaya Trading Company 2951 High Street, Oaldand

Ourgent X informationsl []¥lease Gomment [DlPtesse Raply O] Pleass Recycle

¢ Comments
Dear Mr. Gholami:

We received the comected version of your letter to Mr. Kandahan, thank you for making the
correction.

* | have just one more request regarding your letier. The letter's subject line stil refers to Zima Center
Corporation instead of Himalaya Trading Company st 2957 High Street, Oakland, CA 94519. We
—gon't nead ancther copy of the Tetier—1 just wanted 1o bning # © your attention for future latters.

Thank you again for making the first comections.
Sincarely,
W.A. Cralp, inc.

Christina Truesdals

AW




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

Stid 3579 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
June 12, 2001 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
7. {510) 567-6700
Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG FAX (510) 337-9335

Senior Project Manager

Retail Environmental Services
Ultramar, inc.

b2b Waest Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA
Dear Mr. Aldridge:

! am in receipt of the " Status Report First Quarter 2000” prepared by Mr. Richard E.
Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, inc. dated June 7, 2001
pertaining to the above referenced site.

Per this report MW-5 well was sampled and indicated <0.50 of all constituents similar to
previous analysis. MW-6 well only indicated decrease in MTBE concentration at 130ppb.
Please be advised that all the wells, which have historically been revealing low
concentrations of contaminants, need not be sampled any longer unless otherwise advised
by this office. '

MW-1 and MW-2 are the wells with significant contaminants. MW-1 well revealed up to
56,000ppb TPHg,. 7,000ppb Benzene, and 620ppb MTBE. This reveals an increase in
TPHg while indicating a decrease in Benzene and MTBE concentration. MW-2 well
revealed up to 33,000ppb TPHg, 5,200ppb Benzene, and 740ppb MTBE. This reflects an
increase in TPHg and Benzene concentration and decrease in MTBE concentration.

Per figure 3 groundwater flow gradient is maving south southwesterly.

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

Sincerely,

iv\
Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

-

C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc.
3140 Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6023
Files :




ALAMEDA COUNTY . g
HEALTH CARE SERVICES ’ \

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

Stid 3579 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
. 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
January 24, 2001 Alameda, CA 94502-8577
: (510) 567-6700
Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG FAX (540) 337-9335

Senior Project Manager

Retail Environmental Services
Ultramar, Inc.

525 West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA
Dear Mr. Aldridge:

This office is in receipt of the " Status Report Fourth Quarter 2000” prepared by Mr.
Richard E. Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. dated January
17, 2001 regarding the above referenced site.

MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, MW-4, MW-7, and MW-8 wells were not sampled. MW-5 well was
sampled and indicated <0.50 of all constituents while MW-6 well only indicated MTBE
concentration at 160ppb. All the wells, which have historically been revealing low
concentrations of contaminants, need not be sampled any longer unless otherwise advised
by this office. '

Even though MW-1 and MW-2 wells were not sampled, they are more significant due to
the presence of the contaminants in these wells recently. Per previous report MW-1 well
revealed up to 49,000ppb TPHg, 8,000ppb Benzene, and 740ppb MTBE , while MW-2
revealed up to 21,000ppb TPHg, 34,00ppb Benzene, and 1000ppbh MTBE. MW-6 well
should also be monitored. periodically due to the presence of MTBE presently at 160ppb
according to this report.

Groundwater flow gradient is moving south southwesterly according to Figure 3 within this
report.

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

Sincerely,

)

Amir K, Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc.
3140 Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 3b670-6023
Files




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agsncy Director

Stid 3579 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250
December 6, 2000 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG (510) 567-6700
. ) FAX (510) 337-9335
Senior Project Manager
Retail Environmental Services
Ultramar, Inc.
h2b West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA

Dear Mr. Aldridge:

This office is in receipt of the " Status Report Third Quarter 2000” prepared by Mr. Richard
E. Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. dated October 17, 2000
regarding the above referenced site.

According to this report MW-1 well revealed up to 49,000ppb TPHg, 8,000ppb Benzene,
and 740ppb MTBE, while MW-2 revealed up to 21,000ppb TPHg, 34,00ppb Benzene, and
1000ppbk MTBE. MW-3, MW-5, and MW-6 wells did not reveal much contaminants as in
the past with the exception of MW-8, which revealed 170ppb MTBE.

MW-4 has not been sampled since 1996 and has historically contained low amount of
contaminants as well.

Per figure 3 groundwater flow gradient is to south-southwesterly direction.

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

Sincerely,

Fd

k\—‘%_ﬂw..ﬂ

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc.
3140 Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6023
Files
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Stid 3579 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
- ENVIROMNMENTAL PRCTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

October 31, 2000 Alarneda. CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700

Mr. Joseph A. Aldridge, RG FAX (510) 337-8335
Senior Project Manager -

Retail Environmental Services

Ultramar, Inc.

525 West Third Street

Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Beacon Station at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, CA
| Dear Mr. Aldridge:

| have been recently assigned to oversee the cleanup process at the above
referenced site. | have received and reviewed the “Status Report Second Quarter
2000” prepared by Mr. Richard E. Johnson of BSK & Associates, Geotechnical
Consultants, Inc. dated August 1, 2000 regarding the above referenced site. Per
this report MW-1 through MW-4 were not sampled this period. However, on
3/16/2000 the MW-1 revealed up to 59,000ppb TPHg, 9,600ppb Benzene, and
730ppb MTBE, while MW-2 revealed up to 38,000ppb TPHg, 49,00ppb Benzene,
and 870ppb MTBE. MW-3 and MW-4 on the other hand have not revealed much
contaminant in the past. The low level of contaminants is also true for the other
remaining wells as well with the exception of MW-6, which revealed 260ppb MTBE
for the same period and 160ppb MTBE on 6/12/2000.

Groundwater flow gradient is to south-southwesterly direction.
| will be looking forward for the next quarterly monitoring report.

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

Sincerely,

Amir K. Gholami, REHS
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: Mr. Richard E. Johnson, BSK & Associates, Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. 3140
Gold Camp Drive, Suite 160, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6023
Files




N California Rfional Water Quality & ntrol Board

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

Wiaston H, Hickex Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov Gray Davis
Secretdry for 1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400, Oakland, California 94612 Gavernor
Environmental Phone (510) 622-2300 &~ FAX (510) 622-2460
Protection
TO: . Anur Gholny .

7 Alameda Couny Environmental Health Agency
- FROM: ‘Roger Brewer, Chuck Headlee
Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board
Toxics Cleanup Division

T e
R T

SUBJECT: Re%riew 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 site at 19984 Meekland
Avenue, Hayward. Please contact our office if you have any questions.

1. Condltmnﬁapproval 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 Soils | Subsurface Soils
(0-5.5' bgs) (>5.5 bgs)
Benzene - 0.118 mg/kg
Ethylbenzene - -
Toluene - 150 mg/kg
Xylenes - -
1,2 DCA 0.032 mg/kg 0.032 mg/kg
PCE 0.49 mg/kg 0.49 mg/ke
TCE 0.17 mg/kg 0.17 mg/kg
TPH-Gasoline - 1000 mg/kg
TPH-Diesel - 1000 mg/kg

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 rotecti
of potential, future residential use of the property. The propesed cleany levd

~ soil should, however, also be applied to surface soils. (If concentrations of benzene in surface so
already below this level, additional cleanup is obviously not required.) ;,j

il are




' potent:aisom'ce of dnnkmgmta Eins

' goals Wemﬁt practical and need

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 quglity due to potential leaching of chemicals
from soil. Seil cleanup critetia that address this concern should be developed and presented for review.
Ag an aitemat_w_e a more stringent TPH cleanup level could be used (e.g., 100 mg/kg).

In accordance wnh the Basin Plan, shallow groundwater beneath the 31te should be oansxdered af

msampling of grem:fyater; define extent of groundwater inipacted ahove cleandp

- As proposed by Weber, Hayes and Associates, groundwater
should be sampled and tested on a quarterly basis unless otherwise approved. Assampling 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.

pdact additional soil sampling between ground surfage and watex thne extent’ ‘of soib

mpacted above proposed cleanup standards; develop remedial action-plan. Asditional soil

samphng should be carried out in order to determine the extent of soil impacted above proposed cleam;p
levels.s Niote'that this should be done for all chemicals detected at the site and not only for benzepe a3,
proposed by Weber, Hayes and Associates. Soil samples should be tested for TPH and volatile orgénic
compounds, including MTBE. Maps and cross sectionis that depict the latefal and vertical extent of
impacted soil should be prepared and presenteg.

1. Evaluaie need-for additional remediation of impacted soil and groundwater at the site. Cqpiianing
- ﬁeﬁvy mpact&tu shallow groundwater at the site suggest that additional removal of impacted soil i
.. meoessary.” 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.




Ultramar

Ltramar, Inc. Teleccpy: 209-585-5685 Credit

P.O. Box 466 209-583-3330 Administrative

525 W. Third Street 209-583-3302 Information Services
Hanford, CA 93232-0466 209-583-3358 Accounting

(209) 582-0241

June 22, 1999

Mr. Scott Seery, CHMM

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency,
Environmental Health Services

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Oakland, CA 94502-6577

SUBJECT: List of Record Fee Title Owners for
22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California
Former Beacon Station #574

Dear Mr. Seery:

The letter has been prepared as requested in your correspondence dated May 4, 1999. There was
a delay in receiving the correspondence. Apparently, it came free of the original envelope during
delivery. A copy of the United States Postal Service envelope and “Loose in The Mail”
information card that we received with the correspondence on June 21, 1999, are attached.

The current owner of the above referenced property is:

Mr. Paul Wilson
1238 Stanyan Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

Ultramar has forward a copy of this letter, with your correspondence attached, to the property
owner. Also, the property owner receives copies of all reports prepared for Ultramar, related to
assessment and remedial actions, associated with the site.

Piease call if any further action is necessary (559-583-3231).

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

Joseph A. Aldridge, RG

Senior Project Manager
Retail Environmental Services

cc: Mr. Paul Wilson MO E :& f}

BEACGN

#1 Quality and Service
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UNITED STATES
p’ POSTAL SERVICE

Dear Postal Customer:

OP‘IJerst;:ccept our apolegies far the damage your mail received while in UNI TED STATES
B POSTAL SERVICE..

We process over 800 million pieces of mail daily, and consistently
meet our goal of getting your mail to you as quickly as passible, On
occasion, however, equipment failure or human error may prevent us
from doing so. We appreciate your paiic..ce when this occurs.

If you are aware of any specific item becoming sepei'at'ed from your )
mailing, please contact our Loose in The Mail Office at (510) 874-8420.

Please use this notice ta explain any resultmg delay or problem with
your correspondence. If you need any assistance in lhls regard,
please calk our office at 1-800-275-8777.

We look forward ta providing you with better service in the future.
Sincerely,

ELMA RAMIREZ CONSUMER AFFAIRS MANAGER -
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

OAKLAND DISTRICT

201 - 13™ STREET RM. 228

DAKLAND CA 94612-9805




ALAMEDA COUNTY |
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Directar

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP}
_ : 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 .
May 4, 1999 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

STID 3579

Mr. Joseph Aldridge
Ultramar Inc.

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232-0466

RE: (Former) Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
LANDOWNER NOTIFICATION AND PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS
Dear Mr. Aldridge:

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 occurred 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 current record owners of fee title to
the site. 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: 22315 Redwood Rd., Castro Valley
May 4, 1999

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 accommodate responsible
landowner participation in the cleanup and site closure process and will consider all input

and recommendations from any responsible landowner.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions about the content of this
letter. '

Sincerely, / /

azardous Materials Specialist
Attachments

cel Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Paut A. Wilson, 1238 Stanyan St., San Francisco., CA 94117



SAMPLE LETTER (2): LIST OF LANDOWNERS FORM

Name of local agency
Street address

City

SUBJECT: CERTIFIED LIST OF RECORD FEE TITLE OWNERS FOR (Site Name
and Address)

(Note: Fill out item 1 if there are multiple site landowners. If you are the sole site
landowner, skip item 1 and fill out item 2.)

1. In accordance with section 25297.15(a) of Chapter 6.7 of the Health & Safety
Code, I, (name of primary responsible party), certify that the following is a
complete list of current record fee title owners and their mailing addresses for the
above site: ‘

2. In accordance with section 25297.15(a) of Chapter 6.7 of the Health & Safety
Code, 1, (name of primary responsible party}, certify that I am the sole landowner

for the above site.

Sincerely,

Signature of primary responsible party

Name of primary responsible party
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SAMPLE LETTER 3: NOTICE OF PROPOSED ACTION SUBMITTED TO LOCAL
AGENCY

Name of local agency
Street address
City

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PROPOSED ACTION SUBMITTED TO LOCAL AGENCY
FOR (Site Name and Address)

In accordance with section 25297,15(a) of Chapter 6.7 of the Health & Safety Code, I,
(name of primary responsible party), certify that I have notified all responsible
landowners of the enclosed proposed action. Check space for applicable proposed
action(s):

cleanup proposal (corrective action plan)
site closure proposal
local agency intention to make a determination that no further action is required

__local agency intention to issue a closure letter
Sincerely,

Signature of primary responsible party

Name of primary responsible party

cc: Names and addresses of all record fee title owners
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COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

399 Elmhurst Street « [Tayward, CA 94544-1395
(510) 670-5480 :

August 31, 1998

M. Joe Aldridge
Ultramar, Inc.

P.O. Box 4006 :
Hanford, CA 93232-0466

| Subject: Monitoring Wells at 79315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
(Formerly Beacon Service Station)

Dear Mr. Aldndge:

This letter is to rccap our telephone conversation of August 27, 1998, regarding the
destruction of monitoring wells MW-7 and MW-8 ot the subjcct location.  You
confirmed that the work will be completed prior to October 1, 1998. The County’s
utility undergrounding project is scheduled to start October 5, 1998,

If you have any questions or nccd additional information, please do not ligsilate to contact
me at (510) 670-6270. Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

% ing éﬂ/

Assistant Engineer

cc: Scott O. Scery, HCMM, ACHCSA

Confirm Manitoring Wells A-08-31-08  “To Serve and Preserve Our Community”
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ALAMEDA COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

FAX TRANSMITTAL

TO: FROM:

Mr. Scott O. Seery Lorenzo King
COMPANY: DATE:

Alumeda County Health Agency August 31, 1998
FAX NUMEBER: TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING

COVER:

(510) 337-9335 3 B
PHONE NUMBER: SENDER’S FAX NUMBER:

(510) 567-6783 (510) 782-1939
RL: ‘

Monitoring Wells affected by The Improvements of Redwood Road
CURGENT O FOR REVIEW O PLEASE COMMENT

O PLEASE REPLY O PLEASE RECYCLE

NOTES/COMMENTS:
Scott,

This is for your file. My tie line is 56270 in case you need addirional information.

Thank you very much.

399 ELMIIURST STREET
HAYWARD, CALIPORNIA 54544-1395




COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

399 Elmhurst Street « Hayward, CA 94544-1395
(510) 670-5480

August 10, 1998

Ken Earnest

Ultramar, Inc.

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232-0466

Attention: Mr. Joe Aldridge

Subject: Monitoring Wells at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
(Formerly Beacon Service Station)

Dear Mr. Eamest:

“You are hereby requested to remove monitoring wells MW-7 and MW-8, as shown on the .
enclosed drawing before October 1, 1998.  These wells need to be removed in accordance
with the guidelines set by the Alameda County Health Care Services and the Alameda
County Water and Conservation District - Zone 7 requirements.  These wells are in conflict

. with the County’s utility undergrounding project as well as the second phase of the widening

and reconstruction of Redwood Road.

Upon field verification, monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-3 will not be in conflict with the
above-mentioned construction projects, therefore will be left in place. The undergrounding
of the utilities is scheduled to begin construction on October 1, 1998.

If you encounter difficulties meeting the October 1, 1998 deadline or have any additional
questions, please contact me at (510) 670-6270 as soon as possible. Thank you very
- much for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Assistant Engineer
Enclosure
cc: Scott O. Seery, HCMM, ACHCSA

Monitoring Welis 08-10-98 “To Serve and Preserve Our Community”
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COUNTY OF ALAMEDA N
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY pii 121998
399 Elmhurst Sireet o Hayward, CA 84544+ 343 .

{310) 679-5480

RECEIVED

August 10, 1998

Ken Earnest

Ultramar, Inc,

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232-0466 AP
Attention! Mr: Joe Aldridge

Subject: Monitoring Wells at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
(Formerly Beacon Service Station)

Dear Mr. Eamest:

You are hereby requested to remove monitoring wells MW-7 and MW-8, as shown on the
enclosed drawing before October 1, 1998.  These wells need to be removed in accordance
with the guidelines set by the Alameda County Health Care Services and the Alameda
County Water and Conservation District - Zone 7 requirements. ~ These wells are in conflict
with the County’s utility undergrounding project as well as the second phase of the widening
and reconstruction of Redwood Road.

Upon field verification, monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-3 will not be in conflict with !:hc
above-mentioned construction projects, therefore will be left in place.  The undergrounding
of the utilities is scheduled to begin construction on Qctober 1, 1998.

If you encounter difficulties meeting the October 1, 1998 deadline or have any additional
questions, please contact me at {510) 670-6270 as soon as possible.  Thank you very
much for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Assistant Engineet

Enclosure _ -
cc: Seott O. Seery, HCMM, ACHCSA *

L2 -

Monitoring Wells 08-10-98 “To Serve and Preserve Our Community”
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WATER RESOURCES SECTION
021 TURNER COURT, SUITE 300, HAYWARD, CA 94545-1651
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| DRILLING PERMIT APPLICATION j
FOR APPLICANT TO COMPLETE FOR OFFICE USE
JCATION OF PROJECT pERMIT NUMBER 2O W RA\Z
R WELL NUMBER ___PAW-7 pud _ $AW-D
APN R —_
PERMIT CONDITIONS

L Coordi Source L Accu E S|
g v TLCCE. 7 /l A/
Z I v 4 e

b )

AENT

me l 7" a0

wress 525 Thi k- s Fhohe ¥ 2R
ty ddanopal T

PLICANT

e,
: : o

ldress s el ¢ Phone 5 74
y_RQSei/71ie €n’ i J

{?E OF PROJECT .
el Construgtion Gestechnical Investigation

Cathodic Protection 8] CQeneral O

water Supply ] Contaminiticn o
Monitoring 0 . Well Dexrruetion

10POSED WATER SUPPLY WELL LSE

New Damnestic O Replacement Domestic o

Municipal a Irigation 0

industeial o Other 0 VA

ULLING METHOD:

Mud Retary Q ‘Air Rotary [0 Auger O

Cabie n Other ? /"f“@-‘f.ruf'egi—ay;i

ULLER'S LICENSE NO. 7300HD

ELL PROJECTS

Drill Hote Diameter ': 6 in. Maximurt

Casing Dinmeter - in. Depth 40 1.

Surfage Seal Dopth EE i fr. Number M W 7*}- M '\/‘/*?

OTECHNICAL PROJECTS

Number of Bar{ngs Maximum

Hole Diameter in. Depth . N/4
TIMATED STARTING DATE 4 /J q / a8
TIMATED COMPLETION DATE _aig2g3l- G /aglag

sreby rgrae to samply with all requirements of 1his permit and
sreda County Ordinzngs No. 73-68.

BLICANT'S
PICANTS A/ P B rninr.  oare DB 95

Circled Bermit Requirements Apply

-
1. A permit application should be submitted 50 a5 to

arrive at the ACEWA afflce five days prior to
proposed starting date,

ubmit to ACPWA within 60 days after completion of
permitted work the ofiginal Department of Water
Resources Water Welt Drillers Report or equivalent for
well projects, or drilling logs and Josation sketch for

cotechrical projects.

ermit is void {f project not begun within 90 days of
approval date.

B. WATER SUFPLY WELLS

1. Minimum surface g9a] thickness is two inehes of
cement grout placed by tremie.

2. Minimum seal depth is 50 fooy for municipal and
industial wells or 20 fest for domestic and irrigation
wells unless a lesser depth is specially approved.

. GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELLS
INCLUDING FIEZOMETERS

1. Minimum surface sad! thickness is pvo inches of
gement grout placed by tremic..

3. Minimum seal depth for menitoring wells is the
mazimum depth pragticable or 20 fect

D. GEOTECHNICAL

Beekéil! bore hole with comparted cuttings 6f heavy

bentonite and upper two foet with compacted material.

{n £reas of known or fuspect=d coptamination, tremied

cement grout shalt be used in place of compacted cuttings.

E. GATHODIC
Fill hole above anode zone with gongrets placed by tremis,
\YELL DESTRUCTION
$ee attached.
G. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

APPROVED —F m'rs_,?_é_‘f_,b

sk TOTHL PAGE,B2




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
JU|y 23, 1098 13131 Harbor Bay !-’a:Ka‘{;‘j}«: Suila 250

Alame A QE5U2-BEYT

STID 3579 (G123 237-0035 (FAK)

Mr. Ken Earnest
Ultramar, Inc.

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232-0466

RE: (former) Beacon Service Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
Dear Mr. Earnest:

I have recently taken over management of this project from Mr. Brian Oliva of this
agency,

In correspondence dated May 28, 1997, this agency requested the submittal of a revised
risk assessment following review of the December 21, 1996 El Dorado Environmental,
Inc. document entitled “Risk-Based Corrective Action Tier 1 and Tier 2 Analysis.” The
noted correspondence outlined ten areas where the requested revisions appeared
Justified. A copy of the May 28, 1997 correspondence is attached for your information.

| understand that Mr. Oliva has been in telephone contact with Mr. Joe Aldridge of your
office on several occasions, the most recent of which was May 5, 1998. Mr. Oliva had
been inquiring about the revised risk assessment, as well, and was assured a response.
To date, no such revised risk assessment has been received.

Please submit the revised risk assessment within the next 30 days so that we may
determine the status of this case and the next appropriate action.

| may be reached at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

O. Sﬁeery, CHMM
Hazardous-Materials Specialist

Attachment

cc. Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Dave Deaner, SWRCB UST Fund
Dale van Dam, El Dorado Environmental, Inc.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID 4. KEARS, Agency Director

July 23, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
11371 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 3579 {510) 567-6700

1510} 337-8335 (FAX)
Mr. Ken Earnest
Ultramar, Inc.
P.O. Box 466
Hanford, CA 93232-0466

RE:  (Former) Beacon Service Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
Dear Mr. Earnest:

The Alameda County Public Works Agency (ACPWA) has been implementing a
widening and reconstruction project on Redwood Road and “A” Street, between Castro
Valley Boulevard and the Hayward city limit. The initial phase of this three-phase
construction project began in 1996 at the Redwood Road/Castro Valley Boulevard
intersection.

The next phase of the project will be in and around the Grove Way/Redwood Road
intersection and will encroach onto the subject site. Three of the site monitoring wells
{(MW-7, MW-8, and, perhaps, MW-3) are located within the reconstruction area and will
be destroyed in the process. A map is attached showing these locations.

Under these circumstances, this agency approves the destruction of these wells. One or
more of the wells may require replacement once the road project has been completed.
These details may be worked out at a later date.

ACPWA has requested that you be informed of this issue. Please coordinate with
ACPWA to ensure these wells are properly destroyed under permit before October 1,
1998. Please contact Mr. Lorenzo King of ACPWA at (510} 670-6270 to facilitate this
effort.

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

Sincerely,

Attachment

(oo Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Lorenzo King, Alameda County Public Works Agency




"REDWOD \RD, PROY

(MUPATEYS BY

Former Beacon Station Grove Way
22315 Redwood Road

Dispenser Istands
Former Tank

Excavation

e S
—_———

MW_8
Proposed Expansion
Area
% Monitoring Well l )
W
Q) Proposed Boring
mj R Redwood Road
Scale: 1" = 40
Feet.
. 25 ” .0 _ Site Plan
_ _ - 22315 Redwood Road
September 28, 1994 Drawn By. MCK Project: 94-6163-1 Figure: 4 Castro Valley. California

ACC Environmental Consultants o 1000 Atlantic Avenue, Suite 110 ¢ Alameda, CA 94501 « (510} 522-8188 Fax: (510} 665-5731




—— I . R ]
WWELLS  \MPrTEs BY  REDLWOod \RDb, PROJET
V’M z
Former Beacon Station Grove Way
22315 Redwood Road
Dispenser Islands
Former Tank
Excavation
Proposed Expansion CUER R R
Area
% Monitoring Well ., l ‘
L
O] Proposed Boring
4| Location Redwood Road
Scale: 1" = 40
Feet
0 20 0 60 Site Plan
) ) 22315 Redwood Road
September 28, 1994 Drawn By MCK Pr0|ect: 94-6163-1 FIgUl’EZ 4 Castro Valley, California

ACC Environmental Consultants ¢ 1000 Atlantic Avenue, Suite 110 » Alameda, CA 94501 « (510) 522-8188 Fax: (510) &665-5731




" 4

@

- ACAMEDA COUNTY
| HEALTH C/RE SERVICES

| o AGENCY
| DAVlD J. KEARS, Agency Director

StId 357%lop ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Atameda, CA 94502-6577
(510 567-6700

May 28, 1997 (510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Attn: Kenneth Eamnest
Ultramar, Inc.

PO Box 466

Hanford CA 93232-0466

Subject: Former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, Alameda
County, CA

Dear Mr. Earnest:

This office has completed a review of El Dorado Environmental, Inc.’s (EDE) Risk-Based Corrective
Action Tier 1 and Tier 2 Analysis, dated December 21, 1996, regarding the subject site.: “The
an comments should be addressed and incorporated mto a rewsed risk assessment:

1. Representative contaminant concentrations in soil at the site should include analytical results of
soil sampled from the former UST pit. Initial soil samples collected from the UST identified
up to 89 ppm benzene. The average benzene concentration was calculated to be 3.2% of the
Total Volatile Hydrocarbons (TVH) detected in the initial soil samples collected from the pit.
Subsequent to overexcavation of accessible soil contamination, confirmatory soil samples were
collected at the limits of the excavation and analyzed for TVH only. Up to 198% ppm TVH
was detected in the confirmation samples. The expected benzene concentration in this sample
is 63.7ppm (1989 ppm TVH x 3.2% benzene = 63.6 ppm benzene) which is the concentration
to be used in the risk assessment.

The contaminant concentrations in soil used in the El Dorado’s risk assessment was based on
the average concentrations from borings of MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, and MW-4. Instead, the
contaminant concentrations in soil could be based on a 95% upper confidence limit (UCL) of
the average concentration of the soil results obtained from the tank pit.

2. Include the surficial soil pathway (i.e., all contaminant concentrations detected in soil above
five feet) to account for construction worker exposure to soil in the Tier-2 analysis.

3. EDE’s risk assessment uses a maximum benzene groundwater concentration of 3,200 ppb.
The highest benzene concentration detected in the groundwater at this site in the last four
quarters of sampling was 7,000 ppb and based on historical groundwater analytical results to
date, there is no evidence of attenuation of benzene concentrations in groundwater at this site.
Therefore, average contaminant concentrations in groundwater over the last four quarters of
sampling should be used for all wells. Then, an average of the average concentration of
contaminants from the wells should be determined based on the site use and current building
locations. For example, the contaminant concentration to evaluate risk to workers in the taco
stand could be determined by calculating the average of the average concentrations of
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Earnest/Ultramar

Re:

22315 Redwood Rd

May 28, 1997
Page 2 of 3

10.

groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-7 over the last four
quarters of sampling. Risk from exposure to contaminants in soil and/or groundwater should
also be evaluated in this manner for other receptor locations, such as, the apartment buildings,
the retail stores, and the Department of Public Works.

Provide cleanup levels in the Tier-1 evaluation. Exposure scenarios evaluated in the Tier-1
assessment that exceed the allowable risk must be evaluated in the Tier-2 analysis. Please
revise the Tier-2 work sheets to include all scenarios which fail a Tier-1 evaluation.

The output tables for the Tier-1 and Tier-2 evaluations provided in the report appear to be the
same. Please provide the appropriate work sheets showing the different parameters used.

Indicate in the text of the report whether 10~ or 107 risk is used for afl exposure scenarios for
commercial and residential. Define the class of carcinogen in output tables 9.1 to 9.3.

Sections 5.4 (Tier 2 SSTLs and Screening Results) and 6.0 (Conclusions and
Recommendations) of EDE’s report must be revised to include the information requested
above. In addition, Section 5.4 should include a clear presentation and discussion of all
exposure pathways evaluated in the appended work sheets as it pertains to the site. Providing
a table of results that compares all pertinent exposure pathways and scenarios (i.e. residential
or commercial), contaminant concentrations in soil and/or groundwater, cleanup levels, and
calculated risk within the text would help make this section more clear.

Section 6.0 should include a discussion regarding how this site meets the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board’s definition of a Low Risk Groundwater Case. With
the exception of MTBE, it appears the groundwater plume is stable at this site. However,
contaminant concentrations within the plume do not appear to be "constant or decreasing” as
indicated in Section 6.0. Rather, benzene concentrations during the last four quarters of
sampling were detected at some of the highest concentrations since monitoring began in 1992,

Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether (MTBE) has been identified at this site and the extent of MTBE
has not been defined in the downgradient monitoring wells. The extent of the MTBE plume
should be evaluated. This can be done by field investigations and/or the calculation of a
dilution factor based on distance using fate and transport models.

Indicate property boundaries on the site map(s) in the report.

Please note that the recording of a deed restriction may be required as part of the closure
process for this site.
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Lasaest/Ultramar

Yo 22315 Redwood Rd

May 28, 1997

Page 3 of 3

Please call me at (510)567-6755 if you have questions or would like to schedule a meeting to discuss
these issues,

Sincerely,
, ) . ' 4 < .
/ /) 2 ‘?%‘»—f / - /%g(}i%,&éu ]/é \ “:‘"'LL
Amy Leech Madhulla Logan
Hazardous Materials Specialist Hazardous Materials Specialist
¢ Attn: Dale A. van Dam, El Dorado Environmental, Inc., 2221 Goldorado Trail, El Dorado CA 95623

ALL-file




CTW/17/1996  16:51 9166263833

EL DORADO ENV & PaGE @1

El Dorado Environmental, Inc.

2221 Goldorade Trail, El Dorado, California 95623 {916) 626-3898
. : Fax (916) 626-3899

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

Date: \\ \\'\ \_qg
To: QM'\ . A—-M-, L.h-—g‘* } A’{n-mh. Qﬂ -
f 7
FAX Number: Sin/1179N1S |
Dol vewdn, fuseom PSS
Subject: Qm&m b de i L ove , <
| Sender: Dale A. van Dam |

: 2
You should receive W.page(s), including this cover sheet. If you do not receive afl the
pages, please call 916/626-3898.

WAS, leat :

- O M"‘-‘-"* (&' 'k\o.'
{losss- 3“3‘- Yo a el Q” ~-

Dwi
sl S Shret

(acte, CA 95BiL—79V]
Taaws  FAx T Guab 4= W Githnay

(L) 227- 7600

at¥:

\M? TRoA asitmet oo oy wk iy - ol

(\.M-Juln\s P g@ WL pecanda aur astt tramn
aﬂwd-h.’_ . QM o/ ?mha-—d

“Dele. van e




.*NSMI T REPORT ' .

19965, 11-19 11:1@6
518 337 9335
ALAMEDA N EHS HRZ-0PS

gDM REMOTE STRTION STHERT TIME: |DURATION|PRGES |(RESULT |USER REMARKS
e 1D
@42 227 7600 11-19 11:@5| ea’41 |eirel oK
7499402045
Seee/17/1996 16151 9166263053 EL DORADO ENV INC PAGE B2
CTEMTRRL DISTRICT ‘ 1T 227-7a00 oV ‘15'5‘*5 S 16h:53 Na. ALl PLI?
S S s e i-c: F
Stale of Catifemnis
Depanmeni of Water Resources
. Contrs! Cistia
3251 B Sirvet. _
Sacramenie, GA 98816-7017
WELL DRILLER'S REPORTS
INSPECTION REQUEST AND AGREEMENT .
1 Proisct: ormar o Sl 251 o
i | ocatier: 21318 adwead Raad ) Casbms \Jaha..] ) c
' : g T
| County: Manada contract Number: __ StiA 357 %3(’

Raguast 8 macs pursuant 18 Section 13751 of the California Water Co_da for permission io ;
inzpacl or copy Water Well Driller's Raports which sre on file In your office.

in accordance with the mquirements of Saetion 13752 of the Water Coda, 15 stipuiated and
agraed that such reports, or any copy or copiet made thereof, will not be made avaiable for .
inspection by the public but will ba used sqiely by thig govarnments: agensy fer Taking
studies, If copias wre made of takan, sach copy will be stampad "CONFIDENTIAL™ or “FQF
OFFICIAL LSE DNLY and will b3 kept in a resirictad {ile, access to which iz limiteq to the st
of this pevermantal agensy of 10 ity contracterd agonis. Any <opies fumished to coniacted
agents must ba raturned to ihe Department o Water Resournes, Certral District upsn
complation of work by the contractad agant,

No Infermadion contained In these repons can be dissaminated or putlished without the writtan
parmission of the cwner of tha well. -

Bl Daveds EA\I}N—-%\'AI A<, Ma.,m_ﬁ; CguhH k\@-“’l Q‘-;'L S-L)-_

Contracted Agant "Governmants Agency
22U Gldarada Trall WL Harser Bay O, Fam
. Addrows LAcrass | ('
Bl Tarads, Ch FRVY Aloaada  CA 4 -G3T7
* oy, e, 8. 2ip Gode Tity, Siate, & 26 Code

ol A o o Ak




ALAMEDA COUNTY .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVI

Stld 3579/lop ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION CES
1131 Harbior Bay Parkway, #250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

August 29’ 1996 (510) 567-6700 FAX (510) 337-9335

Attn; Kenneth Eamest
Ultramar, Inc.

PO Box 466

Hanford CA 93232-0466

Subject: Former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, Alameda
County, CA ‘ o

Dear Mr. Earnest:

Since our January 3, 1996, correspondence to you regarding the subject site, this office has completed
a review of the case status and quarterly reports dated January 8, 1996; March 18, 1996; May 22,
1996; and July 29, 1996.

As you may already be aware, on January 5, 1996, the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) issued a guidance document, Interim Guidance on Required Cleanup at Low
Risk Fuel Sites. (See copy attached.) This document provides a definition of a "low risk groundwater
case". If a site meets the criteria of this definition, then in most cases, passive bioremediation should
be the preferred remedial alternative. Several criteria, however, must be met for a site to fit under the
definition of "low risk", one being that an evaluation of risk has been made in regard to any present or
potential human health or environmental exposures from soil or groundwater contamination left in
place.

In our letter to you, dated January 13, 1995, this office concurred with ACTON - MICKELSON -
van DAM, INC.’s (AMvD) remedial/corrective action plan for a passive bioremediation approach as
proposed in their report, dated November 10, 1994. The implemented plan includes a groundwater
sampling program to be maintained over time to monitor plume stability and natural attenuation in lieu
of any "active" remediation strategies. This corrective action approach was reported to be the most
cost-effective and viable alternative since it appears that the contaminant plume is not migrating at this
site.

In light of the RWQCB interim guidance and the elevated levels of soil and groundwater
contamination left in place at this site, please submit an addendum to the AMvD report by
November 1, 1996, that includes an evaluation of risk to human health and the environment from
exposure to the contamination to soil and groundwater left in place. This evaluation can be completed
using the ASTM ES 1739-95 Standard Guide for Risk-Based Corrective Action Applied at Petroleum
Release Sites (RBCA). The ASTM guide should be used to assist in establishing cleanup levels based
on a risk analysis and to detefmine if a passive bioremediation approach is appropriate for this site.
Please bear in mind that California maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) and slope factors, among
other elements, are to be employed when performing this risk evaluation.




Earnest/Ultramar

Re: 22315 Redwood Rd
Page 2 of 2

August 29, 1996

Please note that the review of environmental assessment/investigations for the subject site has
been transferred from Scott Seery to the undersigned of this office. Should you have questions,
please contact me at (510)567-6755 and submit all reports to my attention. Thank you for your
attention with this matter.

Sincerely,

Amy Leech
Hazardous Materials Specialist
ATTACHMENT

¢ Kevin Graves, SFRWQCB
Gordon Coleman - File({ALL)



" CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WAT@l) QUALITY CONTROL BOARD . |
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION . )
2101 WEBSTER ETREET, Sukte 500 ) ‘ 7
OAKLAND, CA 94612 ’ '

. Tel: -~ (510) 286-1255
FAX: (510) 286-1380
BBS: (510) 286-0404

- ' | .Januai-j: KS, 1996
MEMORANDUM |

To:  -San Francisco Bay Area Agencies Overseeing UST Cisanup _aml; Other Interested Parties

Subject: Regional Board Supplemental Instructions to State Water Board December 8, 1995,
interim Guidance on Required Cleanup at Low-Risk Fuel Skes

These supplemental instructions are intended for the regulatory and technical audience’ to expand on the -
Wterim guidance provided in the December 8, 1995, letter from Wak Pettit, Executive Director of the State
Water Resources Control Board regarding the findings of the report entitled *Recommendations to improve -
the Cleanup Process for Califomia’s Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFTs)" issued by the. Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL}. Mr. Pettit's letter urges cleanup agencies to proceed aggressively to
close fow risk soll only cases and not to require active remediation of low risk groundwater cases.

The LLNL report indicates that bmremedxatmn of petroleum is an :mportant factor in stab:llzmg plumes and
may be the only remedial activity necessary in the absence of free product. After a review of existing
literature, white papers submitted to the SB1764 committee, and an extensive study of leak cases statewide,
the LLNL report found that petroleum plumes tend to stabilize close to the source, generally occur in shaliow
groundwater and rarely impact drinking water wells in the state.

It is in light of these findings and the “lessons leamed" over the past ten years in San Francisco Bay Region
that these supplementat instructions are written. Strategies are presented for closing low risk soil only

cases and managing low risk groundwater- impact cases utlllzmg natural bioremedlatlon as the preferred
remedial attemative.

These two classes of sites, low risk soils and low fisk groundwater, are not intended to include the whole
universe of petroleum leaks.” There are higher risk sites that may require Immediate action and remediation
to protect human health and the environment. The responsibility still ies with the discharger for investigation
of the subsurface to gather the data necessary to make these decisions. & is the responsibility of the

regulator to only request that imonnation which Is required to make the necessary. regulatory decisions
regarding the site.

it is the responsibility 0_1 everyone in the process, particularly consultants and regutators, to keep up with

current research on slte investigation, fate and transport of contaminants, analytical methods, and other

topics that affect the decision making process. Training and education should be a high priority for all

parties participating in the stte cleanup process. The State and Regional Boards will be providing training to

the local agencies and others affected. In addition, consulting by the Reglonal Board's toxicologtst Dr. Ravi
. Arulanantham, is available on a limited basis to local agencies.

Additionsl suppl emental information is also provi ded from the Regional Board in the form of & Fact Sheet
in a "Question and Answer" formt
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: interim. Guidance on Required Claanup ot Low Risk Fuel snes
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LOW RISK SOILS CASE

Definition:

1) The Ieak'h'as been stopped and ongoing sources, including free product, removed or remediated.

The tank or appurtenant structure that leaked must be repaired or permanently closed per Chapter 7,
Section 2672 of the UST regulations. Free product shall be removed to the extent practicabie per
Chapter 5, Section 2655 of the UST regutations.

Free product or soil which contains sufficient mobile constituents (leachate, vapors, or gravity flow) to
~ degrade groundwater quality above water qualtty objectives or result in a significant threat to human
~ health or the environment should be considered a source.

For old releases, the absence of current groundwater impact is often a good indication that residual
concentrations present in the soil are not a source of pollution. in general, f impacted soil is not in

contact, or expected to come in contact, with or very close to the groundwater, it is unl;keiy that it is a
significant source of ‘pollution. :

2) The site has been adequately characterized.
The extent of the subsurface impact should be defined to the degree that is necessary to determine If the
site poses a threat to human health, the environment, or other sensitive nearby receptors. The level of
detail required at a given site will depend upon the presence or absence of potential receptors and
exposure pathways. Delineating plumes to non-detect levels is not required at all sites.

k is assumed that subsuriace conditions are highly variable and that there is always some uncertainty
associated with evaluating data at a site. However, the cost of obtaining additional data must be
weighed against the benefit of obtaining that data and the efiect the data may have on the certainty of
decisions to be made at the site, '

3) Little or no-groundwater impact currently exists and no conlaminants are found at levels above
established MCLs or other applicable water quality objectives. '

By definttion, soils only cases do not have significant groundwater impacts.

4) No water wells, deeper drinking water aquliar:, surface water, or other sensiive receptors are likely
fo be impacted.

5) The site presents no significant risk to human health.

"The American Society of Testing and Materials’ (ASTM) standard for Risked Based Cotective Action
 (RBCA), ASTM E-1739-95, details a framework and provides a methodology to perform a tiered risk

analysis at petroleum release sies. - This methodology incorporates EPA risk assessment practices to

determine non-ske specific (tier 1 fook up table which provides generic risk based screening levels) and

site specific (tier 2 and tier 3) clean up levels that are protective of public health and environmental
resources.




Subject: Supplemental Instructions to State Water Board December 8, 1995,

Interim Guidance on Required Cleanup al Low Risk Fuel Sites
January 5, 1996/ Page 4 -

LOW RISK GROUNDWATER CASE
Definition |

1) The ieak has been stopped and ongoing souréss, including free product, have been removed or
remediated (see Low Risk Soils Case Definition #1).

2) The sie has been'adeqrraiery characlerized (see Low Risk Soils Case Definltion #2).

The presence or absence of horizontal and vertical condults which could act as preferential pathways for
the dissolved plume should be evaluated as a part of the site characterization process.

3) The dissolved hydrocarbon plume is no! migrating. .
The LLNL report found that petrofeum plumes in the subsurface tend to stabillze once the source is
removed. Natural biodegradation of hydrocarbons is the main reason why this stability occurs.

Chemical concentrations of hydrocarbons in groundwater that decrease or do not change with time are
the best indicators of a stable plume. Comparison of background and hydrocarbon plume concentrations
of inorganic ions such as oxygen, iron, nitrate, sulfate, and others, can provide evidence of
biodegradation at a given site. These data may not be requlred to determine plume stability but can
supplement other lines of evidence.

Stable or decreasing plumes often display short term variability in groundwater concentrations. These
effects are due to changes in groundwater flow, degradation rates, sampling procedures, and other
factors which are inherently variable. This behavior should not necessarily be construed as evidence of
an unstable plume but may be the natural variations of a stable plume in the environment.

4) No water wells, deeper drinking waler aquiters, surtace water, or other sensiive receptors are likely
to be impacted.

o) The site presents no- significant risk to human health.

For this analysis, the groundwater ingestion pathway need not be considered If the groundwater is not
currently used as a source of drinking water or projected to be used within the life of tlre plume.
(See Low Risk Soils Case Definition #5)

6) The sie presenis no significant risk to the environment.

RBCA has no specific guidance for evaluating environmental risk athough the basic framework is
appropriate if site specific exposure pathways and ecological receptors are inciuded. ¥ the site has a
potential to significantly impact surface water, wetlands, other sensitive receptors, it should not be
considered low risk. (See Low Risk Soils Case Defintion #6)
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Fact Sheet

Questions and Answefs
on the
'Interlm Guidance on Low-Risk Petroleum Hydrocarbon cleanups"

Lawrence Livermore Nabional Laboratory (LINL) issuedfts
*Recommendations to improve the Cleanup Process for California‘s
Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks* (October 16, 1995). i response
to this report, State Water Resources Control Board Executive
Director Walt Pettit issued an interim guidance fefter dated
December 8, 1995, which discussed the regilatory implications of
the contlusions and recommendations of the LLNL report.

‘From the December 8, 1995, letter:

*in the interim and in light of the findings and recommendations in
the LINL report, we believe cleanup oversight agencies should
proceed aggressively to close [ow rsk soif only cases. For cases
affecting low fisk groundwater (for instance, shallow groundwater

with maximum Oepth fo water less than 50 feet and no drinking

- water wells screened in the shallow groundwater zone within 250

feet of the leak} we recommend that active remediation be replaced
with monitoring to determine if the fuel leak plume fs stable,
Obviously good judgment is required in af of these decisions.
However, that judgment should now include knowledge provided by
the LINL report*

This Fact Sheet is intended to further amplily the guidance contained
in the State Board letter for fuel cleanup sites within the San

Francisco Bay Region through the form of *Answers® fo freguently

asked questions regarding fmp!ementaaon of the new petrofeum
c!aanup interim guidance.

> O

What is considered a "source” when completing source
remaoval?

Leaking tanks and appunenant structures must be removed
or repaired. Free product or soil which contains sufficient
mobile canstitvents (leachate, vapors, or gravity flow) to

_degrade groundwater quality above water quality objectives

or provide a significant threat to human health or the
environment should be considered a source.

Gasoline or diess! frec product fits this definition at
virtually all sites. Oil and grease, degraded crude oil, and
degraded diesel may not be soluble enough to be
considered a significant source and ofien do not degrade
water quality or present a significant risk to human health
or the environment.

-Many factors need o be considered when determining ir a

given petroleum refease constitutes a source.

- Depth of the affected soil below grm.md surface
- Depth to groundwater below ground surface

" - Soil type and physical properties

- Presence of preferential pathways (ie. old wells, utility
trenches, etc.)

- ‘Type of petroleum releascd

- Infiltration rate

- Spatia} distribution of petroleum concentrations

- Total mass of petroleum released

- Trends in monitoring data

= Chemical and physical properties of any residual

hydrocarbons

Good judgment must be used when weighing these and
other factors. For old releases, the absence of current
groundwater degradation often is a good indication that
residual concentrations present in the soil are not a source
of pollution. In general, if impacted soil is not in contact or

= >o

> 0

expected to come in contact with the groundwater, it is
unlikely that it is a significant source of pollution.

‘What is meant by "low risk groﬁndwater gites™?

An example of a low risk groundwater site is described in
the State Board letter as a site with maximum depth to
groundwater less than 50 feet and no drinking water wells
screened in the shallow groundwater zone within 250 feet of
the leak. In addition, there should be no surface water or
other sensitive habital that may be adversely imhpacted by
the release.

These criteria are not hard and fast rules. They are meant
to recognize that shallow. groundwater is rarely used as a
drinking water source, that biodegradation in most cases
will stabilize a plume within 250 feet of the Jeak, and that
the plume will likely remediate jtself due to natural
biodegradation. However, if the plume is not stable,

- preferential pathways exist at the site, or sensitive receptors

are pear the end of the plume, then the site should not be
considered low risk.

- How do we determine if there is a significant risk to human

bealth at a site?

The American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM)
standard for Risk Based Corrective Action, ASTM E-1739-
95, (RBCA) provides look up tables for various exposure
pathways that contains conservative screening levels (when
modified for Celifornia’s benzene standard) for comparison
with values exisiing at the site. The standard also contains
a methodology for determining site specific levels that are
protective of public health and the environment. The
SWRCB/RWQCB is now offering two day classes for all
interested parties in risk-based decision making at soil and
groundwater impacted sites. Please contact the UC
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Can existing active remediation at low risk sites
be turned off even though established mmedill goals
have not been reached?

Yes. If the site is evaluated using the new guidance and
active remediation is not indicated, then aclive treatment
at the site should be terminated. If the extraction system
is necessary to provide hydraulic control of the plume
which prevents contaminants. from reaching a sensitive
receptor, then continued pumping may be warranted.

- When can adjacent site data be used in lieu of site
specific.data?
Local hydrogeologic data can often be inferred from data
collected at adjacent sites. Depth to groundwater, depth
to regional aguifer, groundwater gradient, soil types that
may be present, and chemical concentrations may all be
of value in directing an investigation. A conceptual
model of the site may be formed using Jocal or adjacent
site data. Data collected during & site investigation

. should clarify the conceptual model and help to gulde
any further work at the site.

If & site is only monitoring and po active remediation is
anticipated, can the aite be closed?  _

Regulatory agencies have broad discretion to determine
whether or not regulatory action is necessary and
appropriate at a given site. Under current policies, the
monitering period could be many years depending upon
the magnitude of the release, remedial actions taken, and
biodegradation rates at the site, Closure of low risk UST
sites would be appropriate as soon as enough data
supported the conciusion that the source had been
removed, the plume had stabilized, and bioremediation
was expected 1o achieve water quality objectives (e.g.
MCLs) in a reasonable time.

The State Board has indicated that policies regarding
petroleum cleanup standards will be reviewed in 1996
pursuant to SB1764 requirements. Changes in closure
policy regarding low risk groundwater cases may be a
result of that review,

‘What action should be taken if a responsible pary
refuses to take any action at a site and cites this |
guidance as the reason for inaction?

Responsibie parties are required to comply with ai!
regulatory requirements. I they disagree with a directive
or think it is in violation of current regulatory practice,
they have the opportunity to appeal that directive
through the proper channels. Responsible parties may
face enforcement actions if they disregard regulatory
requirements and do not appeal using the appropriate
procedures.

leum Hydrocarbon Cieanups® (cont.) g
' : Ita nspag e party
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Wanis 10 pursue & more
remedialmugythanltnwdinthesmenoardhtm
will the Cleanup Fund pay for the additional
remediation?
The Cleanup Fund manager has indicated that the Fund
will only reimburse costs for those activities that are
required by regulatory agcnc:es For low risk cases,
regulatory agencies ehould not approve work plans for
active remediation unless adequate justification is
provided. Article 11, section 2727f of the Underground
Storage Tank Regulations requires that responsible
partics propose the most cost-effective corrective action.
This will be monitoring, without active remediation, in
many cases.

What public notification is required when implementing
this guidance?

The implementation of the LINL recommendations
suggested by the State Board letter does not change the
public notification requirements already stated in the
UST regulations in Chapter 11, Section 2728. That
section requires that the public must be informed of the
proposed activities contained in a site’s corrective action
plan. If a site’s corrective action plan is modified to the
extent that it is essentially a aew corrective action plan,

‘then it may be appropriate for the public to be notified

of the new plan.

Will future use of an impacted property be restricted by
implementation of State Boards' recommendatiops?

No change in current practice is expected. Generally,
sites are remediated to either residential or
commercialfindustrial requirements based on current and
projected future land uses. If a site is cleaned up to
commercial/industrial standards and the land use changes
to residential, then further risk assessment and possibly
mitigation or remediation may be required.

The cutrent UST "no further action™ letter requires that

the impiementing agency be notified if a change in land
use occurs.

How does this guidance ﬁtw:themtmg and future
policy?

From the December 8, 1995 letter, "What I propose to
you is not in any way inconsistent with existing policies or
regulations. However, it does represent 8 major
departure from how we bave viewed the threat from leak
USTs." Under the requirements of SB 1764 the
legislature expects the State Water Resources Control
Board 1o propose and make further permanent changes
to the inlerim guidance, perhaps as early this spring.
Meanwhile, the Regional Board and the tocal regulating
agencies will be implementing the interim guidance.

For further information or questions, please contact the Regional Board. Inkial contact should be Wil Bruhns, the Regional Board's
Ombudsman at 5§10-286-0838, He can give you further genera! information and direct your questions 1o the approptiate staff persons. k
should be noted that most fuel cleanup skes in the Bay Area ars reguiated by local agencies,
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ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
StId 3579 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
. Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510} 567-6777

January 3, 1996

Kenneth Earnest
Ultramar, Inc.

PO Box 466

Hanford CA 93232-0466

Subject: Former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley,
Alameda County, CA

Dear Mr. Earnest; .

This office has recently reviewed Furgo West, Inc.’s Second Quarter 1995 Groundwater
Monitoring Report dated August 29, 1995, Attached is a letter from the San Francisco
Regional Water Quality Control Board dated May 2, 1995 which requires reporting of Methyl
Tertiary Butyl Ether (MTBE) at all sites where a gasoline release occurred after 1983. Please
begin analyzing for MTBE at the subject site during the next groundwater sampling
cvent,

Please note that the review of environmental assessment/investigations for the subject
site has been transferred from Scott Seery to the undersigned of this office. Should you
have questions, please contact me at (510)567-6755 and submit all reports to my attention.
Thank you for your attention with these matters.

Sincerely,

e |
Amy Leech
Hazardous Materials Specialist

ATTACHMENT
c: Furgo West, Inc.
X(,{J 1050 Melody Ln Ste 160
Roseville CA 95678

Gordon Coleman - File(ALL)
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘.l' 'll'

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

. DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
STID 3579 Hazardous Materials Division
B0 Swan Way, Rm. 200

Oakland, CA 94621
January 13, 1985 {510) 271-4320

Mr. Kenneth Earnest
Ultramar, Inc.

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232-0466

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION #574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO
VALLEY, ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Earnest:

As we discussed January 11, I have completed a review of the
November 10, 1394 ACTON ¢ MICKELSCN e van DAM, INC. (AMvD)
Problem Assessment Report / Remedial Action Plan. The "remedial
action plan" proposed by AMvD in the cited document follows both
a technical and cost-benefit evaluation of several remedial
alternatives, several of which (e.g., soil vapor extraction,
etc.) required comprehensive, on-site studies to facilitate
appropriate evaluation. So called "passive remediation," the
utilization of intrinsic bioremediation and other natural,
contaminant attenuation mechanisms, has been selected by AMvD as
the most cost-effective and viable alternative evaluated given
site conditions.

Following consultation with the San Francisco Bay Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB), this office concurs with this
proposed remedial, or corrective action, plan. Agency
concurrence is based on the belief that ground water data
submitted to date strongly suggest that the contaminant plume is
stable.
Please adhere to the following, alternative sampling schedule:

o Wells MW-1, -2, and -3 are to be sampled semiannually

o Wellsg MW-5, -6, and -7 are to be sampled quarterly

o Wells MW-4 and -8 need not be sampled at this time

Please continue verification of ground water flow direction and
gradient using elevation data from all wells, but following a
reduced, gemiannual schedule, at a minimum. After 3 years, or
following noteworthy increases in contaminant concentrations in
down-gradient, "guardian" wells, this schedule will be re-
evaluated.




Mr. Kenneth Earnest

RE: 22315 Redwood Rd., Castro Valley
January 13, 19856

Page 2 of 2

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

Sincerely,

. 8 , CHMM
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Agency Director

: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Kevin Gravesg, RWQCE
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works
Paul wWilscon

Frederick Reyland, 3437 Q(Z/—W@) 5
tsebleo, . 95319~ /869




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVIDJ. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A, SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEFARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

STID 3579 State Water Resources Controt Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

January 20, 1993 Oakland. CA 94621
(510) 271-4530

Mr. Kenneth Earnest
Ultramar, Inc.

FP.O. Box 466

Hanferd, CA 93232-0466

RE: 22315 REDWOOD:ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY

Dear Mr. Earnest:

Thank you for the recent submittal of the January 11, 1993 soil
and water investigation work plan, as submitted under Ultramar
cover dated January 12, 1993. This work plan describes tasks
associated with the further assessment of soil and water
contamination from the referenced site. The work plan was
reviewed in context with the State Water Resources Control Board
Leaking Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) Field Manual and Article 11
of Title 23, California Code of Regulations, among other
technical and regulatory guidance documents.

The noted work plan has been accepted with the following
additions:

1) During boring advancement, samples should alsoc be collected
where field screening techniques identify zones of
contamination, in addition to collecting samples at 5-foot
intervals and changes in lithology, as proposed. All
samples collected from such contaminated zones should also
be analyzed for appropriate target compounds.

2) Please allow a minimum period of 24, and preferably 72,
hours to pass between well development and the first
purge/sampling sequence. Purging adequacy should alsc be
based on the apparent stabilization of ambient ground water
temperature, pH, and specific conductance, in addition to
relative turbidity levels.

3) All new wells are to be surveyed relative to MSL, to the
accuracy of 0.01 foot.

4) Please be certain that the Site Safety Plan adheres to the
appropriate requirements as set forth under Part 1910.120
of 29CFR. |



Mr. Kenneth Earnest

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
January 20, 1993

Page 2 of 2

Please adhere to a schedule of gquarterly sampling and ground
water elevation monitoring at this time. Please also notify this
office once a consultant has been selected, access agreements
have been finalized, and work is scheduled to begin.

Should you have any questions or comments, please feel free to
contact me af 510/271-4320.

Sincerely, /éi;;7

Sc . Seery, CHMM
S€nhicr Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: ‘Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Rich Hiett, RWQCB
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esg., Miller, Starr & Regalia
Paul Wilson
Fredrick W. Reyland
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works
 #d Howell - filesﬂ/ﬁ’




ALAMEDA COUNTY |.’ "'
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Birector

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

STID 3579 State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

December 1, 1992 UST Locai Oversight Pregram
80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Mr. Kenneth Earnest Oakland, CA 94621

Ultramar Inc. {510) 271-4530

P.0O. Box 466
Hanover, <CA 93232-0241

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION #574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO
VALLEY, ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Earnest:

Thank you for meeting with me and Mr. Rich Hiett of the San
Francisco Bay RWQCB today to discuss the scope of future work at
the referenced site. Please extend my appreciation to Mr.
Dembroff, as well.

As we discussed, Ultramar will submit a soil and water
investigation (SWI) work plan to this office for review. The SWI
work plan, due by January 15, 1993, will briefly present the
proposed project scope, including well locations, sampling
protocol, and project intent, among other appropriate elements.
Please be certain to provide this office with copies of any
letters requesting encroachment or right-of-access to any of the
adjoining properties affected by the SWI. Please also keep us
apprised of your progress in securing such site access.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to call me at
510/271-4530, or -4320.

Sincerely/

e
Scopt 0. Seefy, CHMM
igr Hazapdous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Rich Hiett, RWQCB
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esg., Miller, Starr & Regalia
Paul Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works
Ed Howell - files
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November 23, 1992

Mr. Scott 0. Seery, CHMM

Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care Services
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

SUBJECT: FORMER  BEACON STATION 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seery:
After reviewing your November 6, 1992 tetter to Mr. Randall Stephenson of

my office and reviewing with him, in detail, the above-referenced site’s
activity, we have decided to change the project management for the Castro

Valley environmental project. The intent of this change is to get the
project moving productively and try to aveid a future adversarial
environment. We anticipate that Alameda County and Ultramar will now be

able to discuss the project from a technical perspective only and avoid
losing our objectivity.

Mr. Kenneth Earnest, a geologist and Environmental Specialist for
Ultramar, has been assigned the project. Both he and I will be attending
the December 1, 1992 meeting at your office. A representative for Aegis
Environmental will also be attending. Randall and Kenneth are currently
going over the facts related to the former Beacon and Chevron stations on
Redwood Road.

Because of this management change, we do not anticipate having a writien
work plan in hand at the meeting. However, we too anticipate a productive
meeting and will discuss proposed tasks for an additional study. After we
have agreed on the concept of the additional work, we can prepare the
required work plan in an expedient time frame agreeable to both parties.

In the spirit of cooperation, we will be attending the December 1 meeting
without our Corporate Counsel present. We want this meeting to be
technical in content and respectfully request that no Alameda County legal
representative be present.

BEACSN

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service
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Mr. Scott 0. Seery - Alameda County
November 23, 1992
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If the above scenario 1is acceptable, we will see you on December 1. If
there is a problem or concern, please call at 209-583-3374.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

Marketing Environmental Department

cc: Randall Stephenson, Ultramar Inc.
Kenneth Earnest, Ultramar Inc.




S ®
ALA.MEDA- COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

HAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

STID 3579 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
. State Water Resources Control Board
November 6, 1992 Divigion of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 94621

(510) 271-4530

Mr. Randall Stevenson
Ultramar Inc.

P.O. Box 466

525 West Third Street
Hanover, CA 93232-0241

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION #574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO
VALLEY, ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

This office has completed review of all reports issued to date
documenting the current results of the environmental
investigation at the referenced former Beacon station site. The
most recent report, dated September 8, 1992, was written by Aegis
Environmental, Inc. (AEI). This report presents the results of
sampling and water elevation monitoring conducted concurrently by
both AEI and Alton Geosciences during June 1992. Alton
Geosciences is currently representing Chevron USA during the
investigation of the neighboring former Chevron site located at
2416 Grove way, approxXimately 200 feet northeast of the subject
Beacon facility. The September 8, 1992 AEI report was submitted
under Ultramar cover dated OCtober 1, 1992.

The cited AEI report confirms the results of past monitoring and
sampling events at the subject Beacon site. BSevere ground water
contamination is most evident in the two wells appearing to be
cross— and downgradient of the former fuel underground storage
tanks (UST). However, benzene levels identified in all wells
exceeds the MCL by up to three orders-of-magnitude, particularly
in well MW-2 where such benzene levels are shown to be as high as .
1,900 parts per million (ppb). These data are consistent with
the results of the initial and subsequent sampling events,
indicating clearly that the fuel hydrocarbon levels found in
these wells are a result of an on-site release. Soil samples
collected during boring advancement, and those collected at the
time of UST closure, further corroborate these findings.

In correspondence from this office dated November 14, 1991,
Ultramar was advised that further assessment of this unauthorized
release was required. Ultramar was requested to submit a work
plan, due December 30, 1991, for the installation of additional
wells and borings designed to identify the vertical and lateral
extent of both soil and ground water contamination associated
with the release at this site. The cited letter also outlined
well monjitoring and sampling schedules Ultramar was to follow,
and established the submittal dates for quarterly reports.



Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, castro Valley
November 6, 1992

Page 2 of 4

An Ultramar letter dated January 6, 1992 requested an extension
until February 7, 1992 for response to the cited November 14,
1991 letter from this office. This extension was requested in
light of information reportedly received by Ultramar regarding
the previously-mentioned former Chevron site. Such response was
never received.

On March 3, 1992, I called you on the phone because, even though
nearly a month had passed beyond the date of the requested
extension (February 7), no response of any sort was received by
this office. You indicated that Ultramar had not complied with
the requested sampling schedule because "...[Ultramar] frankly
[didn’t] feel such a schedule was needed.." and that the Chevron
station across the street hadn’t evaluated the extent of their
problem to your satisfaction. To date, no work plan for further
assessment of the site has been submitted, the requested
sampling/monitoring schedule has not been followed, and quarterly
reports have not been submitted in a fashion consistent with the
schedule outlined in the referenced November 14, 1991
correspondence from this office.

Be advised that Ultramar is currently in violation of the
following sections of Chapter 16 of Title 23, California Code of
Regulations (CCR):

Article s

Section 26529(d) -Until the investigation and cleanup are
complete, the owner or operator shall submit reports to the
local agency every 3 months or at more fregquent intervals,
as specified by the local agency.

[Note: All quarterly reports have been submitted late. The
4th quarter 1991 report was submitted approximately 4

months late, a full 6 months after the completion of field
work. Such untimely submittals are unacceptable.]

Article 11

Section 2721(a) - Responsible parties (RP) shall comply
with the requirements of this article whenever there is any
reportable unauthorized release.

Section 2722(b)} - RP shall take or contract for interim
remedial actions to abate or correct the actual or
potential effects of an unauthorized release.



Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castreo Valley
Novembher 6, 1992

Page 3 of 4

Section 2722(¢c) - RP shall submit a work plan for
corrective action to the local agency.

Section 2724 - RP shall conduct (soil and water)
investigations of the unauthorized release, the release
site, and_the surrounding area possibly affected by the
unauthorized release, if any of the following conditions
exist:

(1) There is evidence that....ground water has been or
may be effected by the unauthorized release;

(3) There is evidence that contaminated soils are or
may be in contact with....ground water;

(4) The regulatory agency requests an investigation,
based on the actual or potential effects of
contaminated soil or ground water on
nearby....ground water resources or based on the
increased risk of fire or explosion.

Section 2725(c) - RP shall submit a Corrective Action Plan
(CAP) to the local agency for review and concurrence.

[Note: The CAP is based on the results of the soil and
water investigation, and must include: 1) an assessment of
impacts, 2) feasibility study, and 3) applicable cleanup
levels.] -

Please be advised that Health and Safety Code Section 25299 (b)
provides for civil penalties of up to $5,000 per day per
vieclation upon conviction of violations of the type noted above.
Your attention is directed to the referenced sections of 23CCR
and Health and Safety Code for more detailed information.

As discussed November 5 with Mr. John Giorgi of AEI, a meeting
will be held at 11:00 A.M. on December 1, 1992 to discuss your
case. The meeting will held at the Alameda County Environmental
Health Department, 80 Swan Way, Room 200, Oakland. I understand
that you and an AEI representative will be present. Aas I
indicated to Mr. Giorgi, we will expect that a soil and water
investigation (SWI) work plan will be presented at this meeting.
Should this occur, I look forward to a productive meeting.



Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
November 6, 1992
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Please call me at 510/271-4530, or -4320, should you have any
guestions, or require directions to this office.

/
Sincerely, %
// S/
rd
s 0. Seery, CHMM

Senidr Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Rich Hiett, RWQCB
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr & Regalia
Paul Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland
Ed Howell - files
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October 1, 1992

Mr. Scott Seary

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way Rm 200

Oakland CA 94621

SUBJECT BEACON SERVICE STATION NO. 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO
VALLEY, CA

Dear Mr. Seary:
Enclosed for your review and files is a copy of our consultant’s SECOND

UARTER MONITORING LETTER REPORT, JUNE 1992 for the above-referenced
Ultramar facility.

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions regarding this
information.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

‘@nm/i W

Randall K. Stephenson c;Q?;
Environmental Specialist II
Marketing Environmental

RKS/33
Enclosure: Aegis report dated September 8, 1992

cc w/enc.: Mr. Rich Hiett
CRWQCB - San Francisco Bay Region
2101 Webster St Ste 500
Oakland CA 94612

Mr. Todd Pearson

Alton Geosceience

5870 Stoneridge Dr Ste 6
Pleasanton CA 94588

. A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service
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April 3, 1992

Mr. Scott Seery

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way

Oakland, California 94621

SUBJECT: FORMER BEACON SERVICE STATION SITE, NO. 574, 22315 REDWOQD
ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seery:

As per our telephone conversation 1last week, Ultramar Inc. will be
performing additional ground-water sampling of the monitoring wells
‘Tocated at the above referenced site. Upon receipt of field and
analytical data generated during this sampling event, an evaluation will
be made regarding future work. A1l information obtained from the sampling
will be provided to you under a cover letter.

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this information.

Sincerely,

Randall K. Stephenson
Environmental Specialist Il
Marketing Environmental Department

574-LTR3

BEACSN

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service




.WA'I‘ER RESOURCES CONTROL Bd@D
DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY - UST CLEANUP PROGRAM
SITE SPECIFIC QUARTERLY REPORT
01/01/92 THROUGH 03/31/92

AGENCY # : 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F SUBSTANCE: 8006619
StID : 3579
SITE NAME: Beacon Station $#574 DATE REPORTED : 08/28/87
ADDRESS : 22315 Redwood Rd. DATE CONFIRMED: 08/28/87
CITY/ZIP : Castro Valley 94546 MULTIPLE RPs : ¥

SITE STATUS
CASE TYPE: G CONTRACT STATUS: 2 EMERGENCY RESP:
RP SEARCH: S DATE COMFLETED: 11/13/91
PRELTMINARY ASMNT: U DATE UNDERWAY: 06/25/87 DATE COMPLETED:
REM INVESTIGATION: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:
REMEDIAL ACTION: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:
POST REMED ACT MON: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:
ENFORCEMENT ACTION TYPE: 1 DATE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 11/13/91
LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSID: 3HSCAWG
CASE CLOSED: DATE CASE CLOSED:

DATE EXCAVATION STARTED : 05/05/87 REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: NT

RESPONSIBLE PARTY INFORMATION
_____________________________ |
RP#1-CONTACT NAME: Paul A. Wilson
COMPANY NAME: Beacon Station $#574
ADDRESS: 1238 Stanyan St.
CITY/STATE: San Francisco, Ca 94117

RP#2~CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME: Ultramar Inc.
ADDRESS: P. 0. Box 466, 525 W.-3rd
CITY/STATE: Hanford, Ca 93232-0466




WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY - UST CLEANUP PROGRAM
SITE SPECIFIC QUARTERLY REPORT
AGENCY NO: 10000
. 10/15/91 THROUGH 01/15/92

SOURCE OF FUNDS: El

StID : 3579 MULTIPLE RP’s?: Zg

SITE NAME: Beacon Station #574 DATE REPORTED: o/ 7
ADDRESS : 22315 Redwood Rd. DATE CONFIRMED: g/ 9—6‘/&17
CITY/ZIP : Castro Valley 94546

SUBSTANCE: ppp bbbl I
SITE STATUS

CASE TYPE: & CONTRACT STATUS: ‘ob EMERGENCY RESP:

RP SEARCH: 3 PAFE-UNDERWAY +— DATE COMPLETED: \!/(377%
PRELIMINARY ASMNT: ({ DATE UNDERWAY: ©/25/& 7 DATE COMPLETED:

REM INVESTIGATION: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:

REMEDIAL ACTION: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:

POST RA MON: DATE UNDERWAY: DATE COMPLETED:
ENFORCEMENT ACTION TYPE : |  DATE TAKEN: [(/(32/9/

LUFT FIELD MANUAL CONSID: <% FSecd 2 &

CASE CLOSED: DATE CLOSED:

DATE EXCAVATION STARTED: S/ ¢/p >  REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: /7T~

. RESPONSIBLE PARTY
RP#1-CONTACT NAME: C4wl
COMPANY NAME:
'ADDRESS: (2 3 & ‘Sdﬂm.(?Q% Ay
CITY/STATE: S qu Cromceisce ,cA 7 (0D
PHONE:

RP#2-CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME: W i¥rameaer e
ADDRESS: @ o 0ex 466 Js:n—w,m‘za( ¥
CITY/STATE: [9cmfbal, Ca FT3I2- oub ¢
PHONE:

RP#3-CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE:

PHONE:

RP#4-CONTACT NAME:
COMPANY NAME:
ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE:

PHONE:




UHramar 0.

Ultramar Inc. Telecopy: 200-584-6113 Credit & Wholesale
P.0. Box 466 209-583-3330 Administratves, /
525 W, Third Street 209-583-3302 Information Services
Hanford, CA 83232-0466 209-583-3358 Accounting

(209) 582-0241

January 6, 1992

Mr. Scott Seery

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

SUBJECT: FORMER BEACON SERVICE STATION NO. 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD,
CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seery:

Due to obtaining recent information regarding the above referenced site
and the near-by former Chevron site we respectfully request an extension
until February 7, 1992, for responding to your correspondence dated
November 14, 199].

The extension will provide sufficient time to prepare a comprehensive
response which will include the recently collected data.

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this information.
Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC. B
v Vv

Sl i (et
Randall K. Stephenson
Environmental Specialist

574-Lltr2

BEACSN

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service
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v Chevron US.A. Inc. Lo sat -h: R
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November 27,1991 Yt Lnmpnns Bancon Shbin
22215 Redjoad RA, Cashr, ’
Mr. Randall Stephenson

Ultramar Inc, ' u‘*t’LL? : .
525 West Third Str. ' Bl
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Former Chevron Service Station #9-2960
2416 Grove Way
Castro Valley, California

Dear Mr. Stephenson :

Please, send a copy of the latest groundwater report and any future reports on the former Beacon
station at the corner of Grove Way and Redwood Road to Chevron.

Sincerely,
Chevron U.S.A., Inc. )
W A >
Kenneth Kan
Engineer £
. oy
Enclosure
LKAN/MacFile Ultramar

cc: w/o enclosures

—3=> Mr. Scott Seery, Alameda County Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200, Oakland, CA 94621

Mr. Rich Hiett, RWQCB-S.F.Bay Region
1111 Jackson Street, Room 6040, Oakland, CA 94607

Ms. Bette Owen
Chevron U.S.A., Inc.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

Qakland, CA 94621

(415)

Mr. Randall Stevenson
Ultramar Inc.

P.0O. Box 466

525 W. Third Street
Hanover, CA 93232-0241

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

The Alameda County Environmental Health Department, Hazardous
Materials Division, has completed review of the July 15, 1991 Delta
Environmental Consultants, Inc. preliminary site assessment (PSA)
report, as submitted under Ultramar cover dated August 28, 1991. The
noted report documents the results of the PSA, conducted during March
and April 1991, which included the installation of three (3) ground
water monitoring wells, and the collection and subsequent analyses of
soil and ground water samples. Be advised that the opinions and
directives expressed in this letter are in concurrence with the San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Contrcol Board (RWQCH).

Review of the cited Delta report indicates the presence of
significant soil and ground water contamination beneath the site.
Soil samples collected during boring advancement exhibited
concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbon as gasoline (TPH-G) up
to 3200 parts per million (ppm) in borings MW-1 and -2, at depths of
20 and 15 feet below grade (BG), respectively. A soil sample
collected at a depth of 20 BG from boring MW-3 exhibited 230 ppm
TPH-G. The soil classifications of the noted samples, based upon
descriptions provided in the original Delta boring logs, range from
clayey sand (SC), sandy clay (CL}, to silty clay (CL) in borings
MW-1, -2 and -3, respectively. Ground water appears to have been
first encountered in a fine-grained sand-to-silty/clayey sand horizon

appearing at an approximate depth of 22 feet BG during boring
advancement.

Ground water gradient calculations, based upon ground water
elevations reportedly measured April 1, 1991, indicate a shallow
(0.015 foot/foot) gradient towards the south-southwest. (Note:
Figure 3, "Water Table Contour Map - 4/1/91," shows the ground water
elevation for MW-1 as 134.12' above MSL, the value given in Table 2
as that determined March 26, 1991 for this well, not April 1, 1991 as
indicated.)




Mr. Randall Stevenson
RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley

Page 2 of 5
November 14, 1991

No free phase hydrocarbons were identified during this round of
sampling. However, elevated levels of dissolved phase hydrocarbons
have been identified in all wells. Dissolvéd benzene levels were
detected at concentrations of 340, 650, and 41 micrograms per liter
{ug/l), or parts per billion (ppb)., in ground water sampled from
wells MW-1, -2, and -3, respectively. These levels exceed the state
maximum contaminant level (MCL) of 1.0 ppb for this compound. TPH-G
concentrations ranged from 3100 ppb in MW-3, to 10,000 ppb in MW-2,
with MW-1 exhibiting 4100 ppb. Other volatile hydrocarbons (toluene,
ethylbenzene, and xylenes) were also detected in elevated
concentrations, none of which exceeded their MCLs. Diesel was not
detected in either scil or ground water samples.

The data clearly indicate that a significant release or releases of
fuel hydrocarbons occurred at this site, having impacted both soil
and ground water. Latent high levels of soil contamination remain at
or near the static ground water table beneath the site. The shallow
. ground water gradient, along with seasonal gradient fluctuations, is
likely responsible for soils and ground water, both up-~ and
downgradlent of the tank field, to be impacted (with concentrations
attenuated in the upgradient dlrectlon) as the contaminant plume
"pancaked" once reaching ground water. Further, initial ground water
gradient determinations, and the location of down gradient wells in’
close proximity to the southern property boundary, strongly suggest
that the release has likely migrated off-site towards the
south-southwest. Such off-site migration must be investigated, and.
ground water and soil contamination remediated.

At this time you are directed to initiate the following tasks:

1) Submit a work plan for the installation of additional
monitoring wells/borings (Phase II). Such wells/borings are
to be in sufficient number and appropriately located to
identify the vertical and lateral extent of soil and ground
water contamination associated with this site, both on— and
off-site. The "zero llne" of contamination is to be
determined.

2) Water levels in each well are to be measured and
recorded monthly. for the next consecutive 12 months,
beginning December 1991 and ending December 1992. Water
levels are to be measured quarterly thereafter until case
closure. All newly installed wells are to be monitored in
this fashion (i.e., water levels measured monthly for 12
mos., reduced to quarterly thereafter). Gradient
determinations are to be calculated for each month, and
illustrated on gradient contour maps.




Mr. Randall Stevenson
RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley

November 14, 1991
Page 3 of 5

3) Ground water samples are to be collected from each well
monthly until further notice. Samples are to be analyzed
for TPH-G and BTEX. Should concentrations of target
compounds diminish, or appear to have stabilized, sampling
frequencies may be reduced to a quarterly schedule, at a
minimum, and only after approval from this Department.

4) Detailed summary reports are to be submitted gquarterly
until this site gualifies for final "sign off"™ bv the RWOCE.

Such reports are due the first day of the second month of
each subsequent gquarter (i.e., February 1, May 1, August 1,
and November 1). The next report is due February 1, 1992
and shall document the results of all site
sampling/monitoring activities occurring during the 4th
quarter of 1991.

The referenced reports must describe the status of the
investigation and must include, among others, the following
elements:

o Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time: records of field
observations and data, boring and well construction
logs, water level data, chain-of-custoedy forms,
laboratory results for all samples collected and
analyzed, tabulations of free product thicknesses and
dissolved fractions, etc.

o Status of ground water contamination characterization

©  Interpretation of results: water level contour maps
showing gradients, free and dissolved product plume
definition maps for each target component, geclogic
cross sections, etc.

o Recommendations or plans for additional investigative
work or remediation

The work plan submitted in response to Task 1, above, must adhere to
the technical requirements ocutlined in the RWQCB Staff

Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation and Investigation of
Underground Tanks and the SWRCB LUFT manual. This work plan is due

within 45 days of the date of this letter, or by December 30,

1991. A report documenting Phase II results is due within 45 days
of the completion of field activities associated w1th this phase of
work at the site.




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
November 14, 1991

Page 4 of 5

All reports and proposals must be submitted under seal of a
California-Registered Geologist, -Certified Engineering Geologist, or
-Registered Civil Engineer. Please include a statement of
qualifications for each lead professional involved with Phase II of
this project.

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical

reports pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 (b). Failure
to respond or a late response could result in the referral of this
case to the RWQCB for enforcement, possibly subjecting the
responsible party to ¢ivil penalties to a maximum of $1,000 per day.
Any extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by either this agency or
the RWQCB.

Please be further advised that Section 2652(d) of Title 23,
California Code of Regulations (CCR), states that,"...until
investigation and cleanup are complete, the owner or operator shall
submit reports to the local agency or regional board, whichever is
overseeing the cleanup, ewery 3 months or at more fanusnt &ntsrvals,
as spacified by the local agency or regional board.: At a mlnlmum,
the reports shall include an update of the required information in
subsection (c) of this section, and the results of all investigations
and corrective actions. Information required by sections 2653 and
2654 shall be submitted as part of the periodic report to the local
agency." [emphasis added]

Chapter 6.7, Section 25281, of the state Health and Safety Code
defines "owner" and "operator" as follows:

(h) "Operator" means any person in control of, or having daily
responsibility for, the daily operation of an underground
storage tank system.

(i) "Owner" means the owner of an underground storage tank.

The Department recognizes that Ultramar Inc. was both the owner and
operator of the tanks prior to their removal from the subject site in
1987. Therefore, Ultramar is clearly responsible for the
investigation and remediation of the site, as well as submittal of
reports documenting any all work associated with these tasks.

Lastly, a March 16, 1990 letter authored by Mr. John Randall of
Chevron, and addressed to you, indicated that all reports associated
with Chevron's site were enclosed with the noted letter. We
recommend that Ultramar contact Chevron U.S.A. directly
(510/842-9625) for any additional copies of reports associated with
the environmental investigation at their Grove Way site.
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Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
November 14, 1991

Page 5 of 5

You may reach me at 510/271-4320 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

-¢cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Environmental Health
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWQCEB '
Howard Hatayama, DTSC
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esqg., Miller, Starr, & Regalia
Paul Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland
files
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ALAMEDA COUNTY "' ‘.'
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

-August 22, 15%1 Hazardous Materials Program
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Mr. Randall Stevenson Oakiand, CA 94621
Ultramar Inc. (415)

P.0O. Box 466
525 West Third Street
Hanover, CA 93232-0466

B ReAGL, STATION, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY,f
rﬁA CUUNTY '

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

It has come to the attention of the Department that we have not
received a report documenting the results of the preliminary site
assessment (PSA) performed at the referenced former Beacon station in
Castro Valley. We understand that field activities associated with
this project were initiated at the site on or around March 26, 1991,
nearly 5 months ago. As an inordinate amount of time has lapsed
since field and laboratory work was likely completed, a report issued
from the consultant, and Ultramar given time to review the data, you
are hereby directed to submit the referenced PSA report forthwith.

Additionally, in correspondence dated November 21, 1990, you were
advised that the current deposit/refund account established for this
project had nearly been depleted. An additional deposit of $1116 was
requested. This topic was discussed with you by telephone during the
early part of 1991, with a promise by you to follow-up on Ultramar's
response to this request and report back to me. To date, the
Department has no record that any additicnal monies have been
received for this project, nor have you initiated any contact with me
regarding this issue. You are hereby directed to remit this deposit
immediately.

Should you have any questions, please call me at 415/271-4320.
7 -

Sincerj}y}
,_/ . -

_5ebtt ) eery, CHMM
Ha¥arddds Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Environmental Health
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Leslie Johnson, Esqg., Miller Starr, & Regalia
Paul Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland
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LAW OFFICES

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

A PARTHERSHIF INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

151 UMION STREET OME KAISER PLAZA IOl YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD
ICE NOUSE Two ORDWAY BUILDING, SUITE 1600 SUITE 40
SUITE 200 WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94596
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 34111 QAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94812 FACSIMILE (415} 933-4128
TELEPHONE {415) @82-3838 FACSIMILE (415) 4A65-1202 TELEPHDNE (4/5) 83%-8400

TELERPMONE {#HS) 4E85-3800 ?

February 4, 19221
LESLIE A, JOHNSON

Mr. Richard S. Usher

Vice President and General Counsel
Ultramar

P. O. Box 93102

Long Beach, California 90809-3102

Re: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California
Dear Mr. Usher:

On January 8, 1991, Mr. Randy Stevenson and counsel for
Ultramar whose name I did not write down, called me and we
discussed the status of the matter. It was my understanding from
that conversation that a simple indemnity concerning only the
acts relating to entry and storage of material would be
forthcoming. I offered to draft that document but the gentleman
from Ultramar said he would do so. I am still waiting for that
document. It was my hope that this whole matter would proceed
more quickly than it is and I reaffirm my offer to draft that
document if that can expedite the matter.

Very truly yours,

93416

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

/ p—

1
c

9

LAT:vse

cc: Randy Stevenson
Scott Seery

Paul Wilson




LAW OFFICES

1, sMILLER, STARR & REGALIA
- !’ iy !“ A PARTHERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

nrt

3y 0k,
151 UNION g:bgr" CONE KAISER PLAZA 101 YGNACIQ VALLEY ROAD
ICE HOUSE Two CRDWAY BUILDING, SUITE 1600 SUITE a0t
SUITE 300 WALMUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94596
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA Bail) i OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94612 FACSIMILE {415) D33-4126
TELEFHONE {415] 582-3838 FACSIMILE (41S) 485-i202 TELEPHONE {415] 933-9400

TELEPHONE (4|15) 465-3800

December 28, 1990
LESLIE A, JOHNSON -

Mr. Richard 8. Usher

Vice President and General Counsel
Ultramar

P. O. Box 93102

Long Beach, California 90809-3102

Re: 22315 Redwood Reocad, Castro Valley, California
Dear Mr. Usher:

Scott Seery called and indicated that Ultramar
cancelled a drilling date apparently as a result of my letter to
you of November 29, 1990. That letter addressed only the storage
of material on or in the fenced enclosure which had been
suggested to Mr. Stevenson as a possible storage spot. I do not
believe that my letter could be construed as a request that all

| of your ongoing activities cease, but if that was the

| understanding which Mr. Stevenson had, that was not my intention.

‘ Again, my letter was limited to the fenced area and the issues

| raised if you wish to use that area. Please schedule the new
drilling date as soon as possible.

Very truly yours,

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

LIE A. JOHN

LAJ:vse
cc: Scott Seery




Ultramar

Ultramar Inc. Telecopy: 209-584-6113 Credit & Whalesale
P.C. Box 466 209-583-3330 Administrative

525 W. Third Straet 209-583-3302 information Services
Hanford, CA 93232-0466 209-583-3358 Accounting

(200) 582-0241

December 13, 1990

Mr. Scott Seary

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way Rm 200

Oakland CA 94621

SUBJECT: FORMER BEACON STATION NO. 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD,
CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seary:

In response to your letter dated November 21, 1990, approving the
"Preliminary Hydrolegical Assessment Work Plan" prepared by Delta
Environmental Consultants, a drilling date was tentatively scheduled for
December 13, 1990. This drilling date has been cancelled due to the
receipt of a letter dated November 29, 1990, from the attorney
representing the owner of the property at the above-referenced address,
requiring Ultramar to obtain a written agreement granting right of access
to the property. Upon receipt of a signed agreement, a new drilling date
will be scheduled. Once this date has been confirmed, you will be
notified.

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions regarding this
information.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

T

Randall K. Stephenson
Environmental Specialist I

RKS/cvn

LA
BEAC:*
, #1 Quality and Servi
A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies Quuality and Service
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! ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES O
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director ,
Certified Mailer # g62 128 168 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Cakiand, CA 24621
November 21, 1990 {415)

Mr. Randall Stevenson
Ultramar Inc.
P.O. Box 466
525 West Third Street
Hanover, CA 93232-0466
|

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY,
ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

This Department is in receipt of the November 6, 1990 addendum to the
August 20, 1990 Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc. Preliminary
Hydrological Assessment Work Plan. The noted November 6 addendum was
apparently authored by Mr. Alan Waskin, Corporate Council, of
Ultramar Inc.

Following review of the noted addendum, the August 20, 1990 Delta
Environmental Consultants, Inc. work plan has been approved, as
amended, with the following stipulations:

l) As was previously communicated in the September 19
correspondence from this office, and for the reasons
indicated, well development and purge water, as well as soil
cuttings resulting from the advancement of borings at this
site, are to be temporarily stored within appropriately-
labelled, DOT-approved steel drums pending their analyses to
determine proper disposal. Until such time as the contents
of these drums are analyzed and properly disposed, the drums
are to be stored within a fenced enclosure or through other
suitable means providing equal security. We suggest that
you contact the current property owner so that you may gain
access to the fenced enclosure already located behind the
building presently on this site;

2) The Site Safety Plan must adhere to guidelines spec1f1ed
under Part 1910.120(i) (2) of 29CFR.

This Department expects that field activities associated with tiais
project will be initiated within 30 days, or by December 21,

1990. Please notify this office (415/271-4320) when fleld work is
scheduled to begin.




P Ob2 128 1L&

RECCIPT FQR CERTIFIED MAIL
NG INSGRANCE SOVERAGE PRCVIDED
NI EOR INTERNATIONAL MATL

(QCP Hevarse)

’;'D KA Ao DAL

‘S‘IPVELI?E_)

Slreel ard Mo

PO Siste anel SIP Dode

Soelagn

oA

Wi

“P§ Form 3800

f : ;_:-.- ru for “M”'s’ : Al ] Aarde. NS (O
1.«E| Show o whom devwad.ﬂate ) ad&ass;:q;su:s&drma 2. -[J Restricted Delivery

{Extra.charge)
3--"-Art|cla Addressqd to: « 4. Article Number ~
Mo Randa\l  Stadvunn O™ 12§ 16§
af Bervice:

U rGon g Tre -
P o Box oy
525 V.

m%nﬁ..,”" B o




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station, 22315 Redwood Road
November 21, 1990

Page 2 of 4

For your information, the statutory authority in California for the
cleanup of contaminated soil and water for the sake of protecting
water quality is found in language of the Porter Ceclogne Water
Quality Control Act, as codified in California Water Code, Division
7. ‘The State Water Resources Control Board, in Rescolution No. 68-16
(reaffirmed July 1986), issued the "Statement of Policy with Respect
to Malntalnlng High Quality of Waters in California"™ which called for
the protection of existing, and restoration of previous, high quality
of the state's waters. This policy sets the goal of the removal of
all contamination from the soil, surface water, and ground water
affiliated with a site impacted by contaminants, including those
associated with leaks from underground storage tanks.

The Legislature, as presented in Water Code Section 13000, recognizes

that "... the statewide program for water quality can be most |
effectively administered regionally, within a framework of statewide o
coordination and policy." Article 3, Section 13240 et seq., of the ‘
Water Code requlres each Reglonal Water Quality Contrecl Board (RWQCE)

to formulate region-specific Basin Plans to meet water quality

objectives of the state and the region in which the Plan will be
implemented. Such Plans were developed by staff of each of the nine

RWQCB by assessing the ambient surface and ground water quality

occurring within their regions, identifying potential present and

future beneficial uses, and determining the most appropriate means of
protecting these water resources, including the establishment of
prohibitions to minimize discharges of pollutants into waters, thus
protecting aquatic life and public water supplies.

As a result of the region-specific approach to the development of
these Plans, the degree to which water resources are protected will
vary by region, much as the environmental, geologic, economic, and
other factors influencing the development of such Plans would vary
between regions. Hence, one should not expect that water quality
goals established for Region 1 (North Cocast), for example, would he
identical to those of Region 4 (Los Angeles). Nor should one expect
that the approach to assessing and remediating environmental impacts
at a site in one region would be found acceptable in another.

The San Francisco Bay RWQCB (hereafter referred to as RWQCE)
recognizes that all waters of the region are of significant present,
or future, potential beneficial use. And, unlike some areas
elsewhere in the State, there is a strong reliance in this region
upon ground water resources, with first perennial ground water
generally found at shallow depth (i.e., less than 50' below grade).
Consequently, the RWQCB requirements for the investigation of fuel
leak sites, even in the initial phases, are among the most
technically rigorous in California. Guidance documents composed by
the RWQCB are provided to those parties embarking on site
investigations to clearly identify the minimum requirements and scope
such an investigation must provide.




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station, 22315 Redwood Road
November 21, 1990

Page 3 of 4

As you were made aware at the July 27, 1990 meeting between Ultramar,
and Alameda County Environmental Health Department, Alameda County
District Attorney's Office and RWQCB, the Health Department, through
a memorandum of understanding (MOU), implements the RWQCB's
requirements for the cleanup of sites contaminated by releases from
fuel underground storage tanks, among others. Great effort has been
expended by the RWQCB and this Department to produce a coordinated
effort to ensure that the underground tank program is 1mp1emented in
an appropriate and focused manner. An example of this effort is the
meetings and multi-agency training sessions held monthly.

For the record, of the three work plan proposals submitted by
Ultramar to date, only the most recent proposal, dated August 20,
1990 and written by Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc., came close
to meetlng the minimum technical and profe551onal requirements for
enqaglng in the initial stages of a site investigation in this
region. This Department, following review of this document, required
only that some clarifications be made pertaining to water sample
collection, soil sampling protocol, target analytes, and drilling
method, as well as bringing to Ultramar's attention that this
Department had concerns regarding the proper temporary storage of
drill cuttings and purge/development water, among other issues. Such
concerns were based upon our knowledge of the site and its location.
Further, the items presented in the May 21, 1990 correspondence from
this Department clearly identify the technical and professional
shortcomings of the prior two work plan submittals.

It is unfortunate that those individuals responsible for the
technical oversight of environmental investigations on behalf of
Ultramar feel that the task of submitting an approvable work plan
proposal is an "onerous" one. We do not feel that a request for
clarifications constitutes a change in the scope of work nor
nmodification to the Plan". It is not this Department's pelicy to
assume that certain protocols will be followed if not clearly stated
in a proponent's work plan.

This Department's approach with the progect has been consistent
throughout: the proposal must meet the minimum requirements as
outlined by the "Tri-Regional Staff Recommendations for Preliminary
Evaluation and Investigation of Underground Tank Sites," as
summarized in Appendix A, which amend the LUFT Manual. This fact was
first communicated to Ultramar in correspondence from this Department
dated October 27, 1989, as well as in subsequent correspondence and
telephone conversations. Further, Appendix A was initially provided
to Ultramar enclosed with correspondence from this office dated March
8, 1990. It is, again, unfortunate that the technical resources made
available to Ultramar have not been put to the best use, both in
terms of the delays experienced in initiating the investigation, and
in the monetary and human resources wasted.
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Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station, 22315 Redwood Road
November 21, 1990

Page 4 of 4

Additionally, the current deposit/refund account established to
compensate for time dedicated to this project by County personnel has
been nearly exhausted. The balance remaining is $16. Therefore,
please remit a check totalling $1116, made payable to Alameda County,
to cover future costs in oversight of this project.

Should you have any questions regarding the content of this letter,
please call me at 415/271-4320.

Sincerely, 9
/7 / 4 /

Scott 0. Sebfy
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Environmental Health
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Howard Hatayama, DHS
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esg., Miller, Starr, & Regalia
Richard S. Usher, Ultramar
Dianne Lundquist, Shell 0il Company
Dale A. van Dam, Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Paul A. Wilson
Fredrick W. Reyland
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(208) 582-0241

Mr. Scott Seery

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Preliminary Site Assessment
22315 Redwood Drive

Castro Valley, California
Dear Mr. Seery:

We are writing in response to your letter dated September 19, 1990 concerning this
company's proposed preliminary site assessment work plan ("Plan"), which once again
was submitted to you for your department's approval on August 24, 1990.

For the record, it was our understanding that our meeting with you and the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board on July 27, 1990 produced a formal
consensus of what was to be included in our Plan. The Plan as submitted to you is in
total conformance with the material points agreed to at that meeting. For those
issues which require simple clarification of the information provided to you in the
Plan, we have no qualm with your request. However, where the issues concern further
nlllodification to the Plan, we have grave reservations as to the need for the requested
changes.

To date, we have provided you with three work plans (April 3, 1990, April 30,
1990, and August 20, 1990), all of which are technically and professionally sound, yet
upon submitting each work plan you have responded by requiring progressively more
onerous and unnecessary restrictions on each of the abovementioned Plans. As we have
communicated to you numerous times to date, Ultramar Inc. and Delta Environmental
Consultants have conducted hundreds of site investigations under the direction of
local, county, and state regulators. We assure you that all field protocol and
materials used are deemed acceptable to the agencies. If you want to continue
commenting on "deficiencies" in our work plans and requesting addendums, that is your
prerogative, but if you are seriously interested in having an investigation conducted
at this site, then we suggest that our most recent work plan be approved so that we
may proceed.

We fail to understand why you consistently request information that is considered
routine procedures for this type of an investigation. If it is because you are
unfamiliar with the practical application of this type of investigation then we are
more than willing to provide clarification. With this in mind, the following
information is provided:

BEAC::

#1 lit d Service
A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies Quality an
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1.  The soil samples collected from the borings drilled at the site will be
analyzed for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, total xylenes (BTEX), and total
petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) and diesel (TPHd).

2. Asthe borings are advanced, soil samples will be collected at significant
lithologic changes, but at a minimum of 5-foot intervals.

3. As tygical of this type of investigation, a truck-mounted drill rig equipped
with hollow-stem auger will be used for advancing the borings.

4,  All developed and purged water from the monitoring wells will be stored in a
55-gallon DOT approved drums. All soil cuttings generated from the borings
will be placed on and covered with plastic sheeting, It is established that
the volume of soil generated will be less than 3 cubic yards. A composite
soil sample, of four discrete sampling tubes, will be submitted for
laboratory analysis of BTEX an({J TPH gas and diesel.

5. As the wells are developed, the produced water will be checked for
stabilization of pH, temperature, and conductivity, and the wells will be
allowed to recover a minimum of 80% prior to sampling. Sample collection
will take place a minimum of 24 hours after development, This will provide
sufficient time for well recovery.

6. A submersible pump will be used for well development, and disposable teflon
bailers will be used for well sampling.

7. Equipment blanks will be collected to assure that the equipment has been
properly decontaminated.

8.  Since the analysis will include BTEX and TPHg, two 40ml VOA vials per well
will be used to contain the samples. One-liter amber bottles will be used
for the diesel samples. As standard for this type of analysis, the septum in
each vial will be teflon.

Again, we want to stress that the proposal we submitted is based on our
considerable experience in environmental assessment and remediation issues, and is
submitted in accordance with the consensus reached at our July 27, 1990 meeting. We
must reiterate that we believe that we have acted in good faith and have been
extremely cooperative in our efforts to develop an environmentally sound preliminary
site assessment plan. We consequently request that you promptly approve the plan as
submitted so that we can undertake the assessment in question.

T,

Alan R. Waskin
Corporate Counsel

o

Randall K Stephefison
Environmental Specialist I
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cc: Rafat A, Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County Environmental Health
Department

Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gill Jensen, Alameda Coung District Attorney's Office
Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWOCB
Howard Hatayama, DHS
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr, & Regalia
Dianne Lundquist, Shell OQil Company
Dale A. van Dam, Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc,
Paul A. Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland
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(209) 582-C241

MTr. Scott Seery

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Re: Preliminary Site Assessment
22315 Redwood Drive
Castro Valley, California

Dear Mr. Seery:

We are writing in response to your letter dated September 19, 1990 concerning this
company's proposed preliminary site assessment work plan ("Plan"), which once again
was submitted to you for your department's approval on August 24, 1990.

For the record, it was our understanding that our meeting with you and the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board on July 27, 1990 produced a formal
consensus of what was to be included in our Plan. The Plan as submitted to you is in
total conformance with the material points agreed to at that meeting. For those
issues which require simple clarification of the information provided to you in the
Plan, we have no qualm with your request. However, where the issues concern further
n'lllodification to the Plan, we have grave reservations as to the need for the requested
changes.

To date, we have provided you with three work plans (April 3, 1990, April 30,
1990, and August 20, 1990), all of which are technically and professionally sound, yet
upon submitting each work plan you have responded by requiring progressively more
onerous and unnecessary restrictions on each of the abovementioned Plans. As we have
communicated to you numerous times to date, Ultramar Inc. and Delta Environmental
Consultants have conducted hundreds of site investigations under the direction of
local, county, and state regulators. We assure you that all field protocol and
materials used are deemed acceptable to the agencies. If you want to continue
commenting on "deficiencies” in our work plans and requesting addendums, that is your
prerogative, but if you are seriously interested in having an investigation conducted
at this site, then we suggest that our most recent work plan be approved so that we
may proceed.

We fail to understand why you consistently request information that is considered
routine procedures for this type of an investigation. If it is because you are
unfamiliar with the practical application of this type of investigation then we are
more than willing to provide clarification. With this in mind, the following
information is provided:

LA
BEAC::
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1.  The soil sam%les collected from the borings drilled at the site will be
analyzed for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, total xylenes (BTEX), and total
petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) and diesel (TPHd).

2. As the borings are advanced, soil samples will be collected at significant
lithologic changes, but at a minimum of 5-foot intervals.

3. As typical of this type of investigation, a truck-mounted drill rig equipped
with hollow-stem auger will be used for advancing the borings.

4.  All developed and purged water from the monitoring wells will be stored in a
SS-Fallon DOT approved drums. All soil cuttings generated from the borings
will be placed on and covered with plastic sheeting. It is established that
the volume of soil generated will be less than 3 cubic yards. A composite
soil sample, of four discrete sam lin%tubcs, will be submitted for
laboratory analysis of BTEX amr TPH gas and diesel.

5. As the wells are developed, the produced water will be checked for
stabilization of pH, temperature, and conductivity, and the wells will be
allowed to recover a minimum of 80% prior to sampling. Sample collection
will take place a minimum of 24 hours after development. This will provide
sufficient time for well recovery.

6. A submersible pump will be used for well development, and disposable teflon
bailers will be used for well sampling.

7. Equipment blanks will be collected to assure that the equipment has been
properly decontaminated. '

8.  Since the analysis will include BTEX and TPHg, two 40ml VOA vials per well
will be used to contain the samples, One-liter amber bottles will be used
for the diesel samples. As standard for this type of analysis, the septum in
each vial will be teflon.

Again, we want to stress that the proposal we submitted is based on our
considerable experience in environmental assessment and remediation issues, and is
submitted in accordance with the consensus reached at our July 27, 1990 meeting. We
must reiterate that we believe that we have acted in good faith and have been
extremely cooperative in our efforts to develop an environmentally sound preliminary
site assessment plan. We consequently request that you promptly approve the plan as
submitted so that we can undertake the assessment in question.

Sincere/]y% //(/ i’
ﬁlf!i R. Waskin
Corporate Counsel

Randall K. Stephefison
Environmental Specialist I
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cc: RafatD A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County Environmental Health
epartment

Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gill Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Aftorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Howard Hatayama, DHS
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr, & Regalia
Dianne Lundquist, Shell Oil Company
Dale A. van Dam, Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Paul A. Wilson
Frederick W. Reyland




ALAMEDA COUNTY ' .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

Qakland, CA 94621

(415)

October 25, 1990

S OK93232-0466

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY,
ATAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

As we discussed by phone on October 24, the due date for submittal of
an addendum to the August 20, 1990 Delta Environmental Consultants
work plan for the investigation of the referenced site has been
extended to November 9, 1990. The original date for submittal of
this addendum was October 19, 1990.

Should you have any questions, please call me at 415/271-4320.

Sincer;}&?

ce: Rafat A, Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Environmental Health
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
Howard Hatayama, DHS
G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department
Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department
Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr, & Regalia
Richard S. Usher, Ulramar _
Dianne ILundquist, Shell 0il Company
Dale A. van.Dam, Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Paul A. Wilson
Fredrick W. Reyland
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“ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Director

Telephone Number: (415)
"Certified Mailer #P 062 128 095

DEPARTMENT Or ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
September 19, 1990 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISON
B0 SWAN WAY, SUITE 200
OAKLAND, CA 94521

Mr. Randall Stevenson 430 - 4530

Ultramar, Inc.

P.O. Box 466

525 West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93232-0466

RE: PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT WORK PLAN PROPOSAL: FORMER BEACON
STATION #574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY, ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

Thank you for your recent submittal of the August 20, 1990 Delta
Environmental Consultants, Inc. Preliminary Hydrological Assessment
Work Plan, as submitted under Ultramar, Inc. cover dated August 24,
1990. The noted work plan, outlining proposed actions to assess the
extent of contamination and subsurface conditions at the referenced
site, has been reviewed by this Department in conjunction with the
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).

This work plan may be approved for this stage of the site
investigation provided the following issues are clarified to the
satisfaction of this Department:

1) Soil and ground water samples are to be analyzed for total
petroleum hydrocarbons both as gasoline and diesel
(TPH-G/D), as well as for benzene, toluene, xylene, and
ethylbenzene (BTXE). The current proposal indicates that
samples will only be analyzed for TPH-G and BTXE;

2) During boring advancement, soil samples are also to be
collected at any significant change in lithology and areas
of obvious contamination. The current proposal indicates
that samples will collected at 5-foot intervals, only;

3) Please indicate the type of drilling equipment planned for
use (e.g., air rotary, hollow-stem auger, etc.):

4) Presently, several retail shops are leocated at this site.
The site is situated at a very busy intersection in terms of
both vehicular and foot traffic. As a result, drill
cuttings and development/purge water must be stored in a
secure fashion. Therefore, we regquest that not only
development/purge water, but also soil cuttings, be stored
within appropriately-labelled, DOT-approved drums, and that
these drums are stored in a secured area. Please describe
your plans to secure drill cuttings and development/purge
water;




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: 22315 Redwcod Road, Castro Valley
September 19, 1990

Page 2 of 3

5)

6)

7)

8)

2)

The adequacy of well development should be confirmed by
checking for temperature, pH, and conductivity
stabilization. Further, please allow a minimum well volume
recovery of 80%, and stabilization of the previously noted
parameters, before the collection of samples for chemical
analysis following well purging;

Certain plastics may contaminate samples with phthalate
esters which interfere with many gas chromatography
analyses. Therefore, bailers used for sample collection
should be made of nonreactive material, such as Teflon FEP,
stainless steel, and linear polyethylene (LPE). Of these,
Teflon and stainless steel are the preferred materials.
Bailers used for subjective analyses (sheen, "floaters",
odor) should be thoroughly decontaminated before being used
again to collect samples for analysis, or discarded and a
new one used, if of the disposable type:;

It is recommended that the QA/QC sampling protocol also
include equipment blanks to check the adequacy of sampler
decontamination;

Please indicate the number and volume of water samples to be
collected, and the type, size, composition, and septum
material for each sample container, for the specific
chemical analysis performed. For example, analysis for BTXE
requires the collection of two (2) 40ml VOA vials secured
with plastic caps and Teflon septums;

Please be certain that the Site Safety Plan adheres to
guidelines specified under Part 1910.120 (i) (2) of 29CFR.

Please respond in writing to the previous list of items within 30

days, or

by October 19, 19%0. Your response should be in the form of

an addendum to the August 20 work plan. Please also feel free to

contact me at
the content

Sincerely,/ .

/271-4320 should you have any questions regarding
this letter.

e

Seer

/*/
" M%—_\
Scgkt/ 0. Se
zar@ous Materials Specialist




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE:

22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley

September 19, 1990
Page 3 of 3

cc:

Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County
Environmental Health Department

Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office

Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney's Office

Lester Feldman, RWQCB

Howard Hatayama, DHS

G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department

Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department

Leslie Johnson, Esqg., Miller, Starr, & Regalia

Richard S. Usher, Ultramar

Dianne Iundquist, Shell 0il Company

Dale A. van Dam, Delta Environmental Consultants, Inc.

Paul A. Wilson

Frederick W. Reylan

files .
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Ultramar Inc. Telecopy: 209-584-56113 Gredit & Whalesale
P.O. Box 466 209-583-3330 Administrative

525 W. Third Street 209-583-3302 Information Servicas
Hanford, CA 93232-0466 209-583-3358 Accaunting

(209) 5820241

August 24, 1990

Mr. Scott Seery

Alameda County

Environmental Health Department
80 Swain Way

Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

SUBJECT: FORMER BEACON STATION 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD,
CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seery:

As per your vrequest, I have enclosed for your review a work plan to
conduct a preliminary assessment of the possible presence of hydrocarbon
constituents beneath the above-referenced site. Upon your approval of the
work plan, Delta Environmental Consultants will begin the investigation.

Please continue to address all correspondence related to this project site
to Ultramar.

If you have any guestions regarding the enclosed work plan or the project,
please contact me.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

/

(A 17 A A
Randall K. Stephénson
Environmental Specialist I

RKS/cvn
Enciosure: Delta Project No. 40-90-818 Work Plan

cc w/enc.: Mr. Steven Luguire
CRWQCB
San Francisco Bay Region
1800 Harrison Street : ;
Suite 700 |
Oakland, CA 94612 '

A
BEAC::
. 1 1i d Servi
A Member of the Liltramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service
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- Alameda County
District Attorney's Office

John J. Meahan. District Allorney

July 5, 1990

Richard S. Usher

Vice-President and General Counsel
Ultramar Inc.

P. 0. Box 93102

401 E. Ocean Blvd.

Long Beach, CA 90809-3102

Re: 22315 Redwood Drive, Castro Valley, CA
Dear Mr. Usher:

Thank you for sending me a copy of your June 8, 1990 letter to
Hazardous Materials Specialist Scott Seery.

Before Mr. Seery sent you his May 21, 1990 letter, Mr. Seery and I
reviewed ite content in detail. Mr. Seery also reviewed the
content with Steve Luquire of the california Regional Water Quality
Control Board-San Francisco Bay Region. As you know, through a
memorandum of understanding between the Regional Board and Alameda
County Health, Health acts as implementing agency for oversight of
remediation of contaminated sites in this county. Both Mr. Luquire
and I concurred with Mr. Seery's evaluation of the matter.

This case results because Applied Geo System's report of June 25,
1987 detailed volatile hydrocarbons in excess of 3000 ppm at the
site. Unfortunately, an adequate preliminary site assessment
including the installation of a suitable number of monitoring wells
was not performed when the contamination was discovered.

Mr. Stephenson's current proposal does not exceed the Tri-Regional
Recommendations. The Recommendations require the initial
installation of three wells when site specific groundwater gradient
information is unknown. At least one, and preferably two, of these
wells must be located in the inferred down-gradient position from
the tank pit. The current proposal proposes one well, up-gradient.
This is not adequate.

our insistence that the work plan be submitted under the authority
of a registered geologist or engineer is a reasonable one.
Enclosed please find Appendix A of the Tri-Redgjonal
Recommendations. Paragraph two states: "a statement of
‘qualifications and registration number for the California

Consumer & Environmaerital Protection Divislon 24405 Amador Street, Hayward, CA 94544 (415) 670-5150




Loa ® ®

Letter to Mr. Richard Usher
July 2, 1990
Page two

registered engineer and/or registered geclogist responsible for the
project will need to be included with the submitted workplan and
reports."

Mr. Seery's request for QA/QC is consietent with Appendix A of the

Txi-Regional Recommendations, the LUFT Manual and accepted
gscientific practice. I fail to see how a brief statement in the

proposal regarding QA/QC would eliminate flexibility, options and
competitive bidding.

I share your desire to focus resources on action. However, the
action taken must be adequate to address the problem.

I think your request for a meeting is a good idea. Mr. Seery, Mr.
Luquire and I are availakle to meet and confer on July 27 at-9:00
a.m. My office is 1located about 10 miles from Oakland
International. Please advise me at (415) 670-5150 whether this
date and time is a convenient one.

Very truly yours,

JOHN J. MEEHAN
DISTRICT ATTORNEY P Ob2 126 095

RECEI®T FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

' NE INSURANGE COVERAGE PROVIDED
M 7{ / NOT FOR NTEANAT IDNAL MATL
iSee erse
By: k : —Mr. Randatl-Stevenson

Mark N. Thomson bw‘oUltramar, Inc.
} Deputy District Attorney CheetaiNo S (s 7%:de:

|-.

__E.QL_BQ .
cc: Scott Seery Fo. s 7 Code
Steve Luquire - Hanford CA 93232 P46¢
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Ultramar
Ultramar In¢. Telecopy: 213-491-1263 Marketing & Administration
P.Q. Box 93102 213-436-0312 Marketing & Administration
401 E. Ocean Bivg. 213-495-5222 information Services
Long Beach, CA 90809-3102
(213} 495-5300 Teiex: 910-6341-6833
June 8§, 1990
Mr. Scott Seery
Alameda County
Department of Environmental Health
B0 Swan Way, Room 200
Oakland, California 94621
Reference: Preliminary Site Assessment
22315 Redwood Drive
Castro Valley, California
Dear Mr. Seery:
I received your letters of May 21, 1990 regarding the
above site. It is not clear why you forwarded me a copy
of your letter to Mr. Stephenson as I have total
confidence in his handling of this matter. Nevertheless, .
yocur letter prompted me to look into this matter and the et
results have compelled me to respond to you directly. fThﬁ mef§1k
g ’
The positions and attitudes expressed ig;your letters are .50 .
greatly disturbing and disappointing:~;~ have not only eyt
been cooperative, but~"have { volunfarily~’ proposed an ,
~assessment plan whiq?rnzzfeeds@fEHQM;"équirements of the
Tri-Regional Guideli —— - Regioial Board staff

P {
s Recommendations _for Initial Evaluation and Investigation
of Underground_Tanks, Despite the obvious existence of
“other potentially responsible parties, we have tried to i e Lse
focus resources on action, not wasteful disagreement. &f#7™ "70
- These efforts "havée 'been frustrated by your refusal t@ﬁ\gmﬂf“gﬁlg;
‘..approve the proposal« " "Your focus is on the format Vou fh =Se=c"70°
wish f6t the proposal, not of working with a cooperative subsfe-furd nhn
party to address an issue. Moreover, I found your letter
to be antagonistic, formalistic and unreasonable. I
would think that your objective should be to assess the
property, not to insure that the proposal meets your

concept of the appropriate style.

L

r

A
BEAC::
A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies #1 Quality and Service
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Mr. Scott Seery
June 8, 1990
Page 2

The current request for assessment is a result of facts

reported @ver three years ago when the tanks were removed

by Beacon, not because of any current problem. At that

time, soil was excavated to 22 feet, aerated for over a

month, sampled and analyzed for confirmation of e
remediation and returned to the excavation area. The Lo e
i only unresolved issue of potential contamination were a =~ -
| Tewresidual het Spots which were detected at a depth of bQE43?*‘

20 feet up gradient of the tank pit. This area was . bﬁﬂféy e
. excavated an additional 2 feet and aerated for over a “: -~ . .
‘month, rendering it likely that little contamination -f(.c @ .0 13505 -

‘remained. While we agree that documentation of this e e i~
‘result was not made, there is no indication that a peade L;'_* .
‘current threat exists from these locations. T S L SRR
“Nevertheless, we submitted a proposal to confirm this TN

The proposal we submitted is based on our considerable
experience in underground storage tank environmental
issues. Because of our experience and our excellent
working relationships with many supervising agencies, we
were surprised and disappointed at your response. Our
intent is to spend money to solve problems, not to
purdhase useléss or unnecessary work from consultants.
The proposal we submitted is consistent with practices
which have been approved by other agencies and have been
utilized successfully throughout the state. Your
response, and particularly the tone of your letters and
your characterization of a difference of cpinion as
"deficiencies", is unfortunate and inflammatory. We do
not find your opinion persuasive and believe your
approach is unnecessary and wasteful. Some examples are:

c Your insistence that a registered geclogist submit
the proposal. As the proposal does not require
geologic or engineering evaluations, we do not
believe this is necessary. Your suggestion will \
simply raise the costs of the proposal. Certainly ‘
any work or report will be supervised and signed by a
certified or registered geologist, but a proposal
should not require such expense.
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Mr. Scott Seery A
June 8, 1990
Page 3
la] The extensive QA/QC and procedures you want in the

proposal is also unnecessary and wasteful. Those

items should determine if the report itself is

acceptable and not be a focus for the proposal. We

bid out proposed work and different consultants may

prefer different precedures. By casting the

procedures in the proposal, you would eliminate

flexibility, options and competitive bidding. _The, . i S0
work we propose yill meet all laws and regg;g;*gps, | B
but  the proposal itself does not need to be so ; .arﬁvﬁxafbﬂa
detailed. 7f4 3;¥ fze
m" i é:i:r‘ :-;r i
o Your demand for a groundwater well down gradient of €% ° ' 'ﬂ ;
the tank pit ignores the fact that considerable i*?” e
information is Xknown about this site. The residual

contamination was not in the tank pit, but up

Sl el

gradient from the pit and possibly from a product fﬁﬂﬁ‘ ?ff,,.
line release. Moreover, thgwdatamdeesunnxm;ndlgaze-’=aaﬁ*‘f5“
lateral mltlgatlon. 7 Your request for 3 wells i eyt
unjusflflea' g;ﬁEﬁ"the ‘current facts.  “Further, | - =, octle o
planning “wells ~without ‘evaluating ~~any impact from| | “”94“\
known floating product contamination immediately up e O

R oy B by

gradient at the Chevron site is poor practlce. -’

Q"Your p031t10n focuses on form over substance~and your
‘attitude is uncooperative and counterproductive. We are
amenable to addressing the underlying concern of

contamination, but find your requests guite
unacceptable. If you have specific concerns about our
proposal, we would be willing to meet with you and your
supervisor to resolve them. If, however, you wish to

maintain  your focus and insist on the unnecessary
expenditure of monies, we will withdraw our offer to
voluntarily conduct this assessment. Unfortunately, this
will 1lead to the involvement of more parties and a great
waste of resources determining responsibility and proper
procedure. I cannot believe that your agency finds the
best interest of the public served by your bringing
expensive and time consuming enforcement actions because

Y. . i3 YT - = o . s TR -
N A e O BN ’E’ S L5 B I ! Y 4 e ;‘_J“ LA A P B
i - ’ ) - ¥
[T oK L ! 4 RS . FATRE N T PR i
o A N N ; . [P R y B
- el S OEGECTIOY Fermn Sl A A A

T ‘_}Q, T el J[?i AR s i



Mr. Scott Seery
June 8, 19290

Page 4 ) o Pdtye
. W Rte e gt r;) e .J < r’
Sy ,.;‘.'.I'T {',\; .* - st ;;"fi?:é—"* il H{ fegk —"!'f . u‘(o'ajrtn ! ‘
BN ,J,, e
ot EE pe }&:f&cﬁ ﬁ"\
you dlsagree WLtﬁ the format of a proposal by a party ,h}x-ﬂ»ﬂi
which has‘ volunteered to perform an assessment meetlng ' '
RWQCB guidelines.. T

R b ST

and/ General Counsel
RSU:scs

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director,
Alameda County Environmental Health Department
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District
Attorney's Office
Mark Thomson, Alameda County District
Attorney's Office
Lester Feldman, California Regional Water
Quality Board
Leslie Johnson, Miller, Starr and Regalia
Attorneys at Law
Randall K. Stephenson, Ultramar Inc.




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Certifide Mailer #P 062 127 937 Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

Oakland, CA 84621

{415)

May 21, 1990

Mr. Richard 8. Usher
Ultramar, Inc.

P.0O. Box 93102

Long Beach, CA 90809-3102

RE: REVIEW OF PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PROPOSAL: FORMI
STATION #574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY, &

Dear Mr. Usher:

Attached please find a copy of a letter from this Department
addressed to Mr. Randall Stevenson of Ultramar, Inc. The noted
letter presents a 7-page list of deficiencies identified following
this Department's review of the April 30, 1990 Ultramar, Inc.
preliminary site assessment workplan proposal submitted to outline
plans for the environmental investigation of the referenced site.

Should you have any questions, please call me at 415/271-4320.

szw
A K ’)—\
ScokT/ 0. Seery

Hazardous.Materials Specialist

S508:s0s

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County
Department of Environmental Health
Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney's oOffice
Leslie Johnson, Esgq., Miller, Starr & Regalia
files




ALAMEDA COUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

1990

Effective February 1,

SCHEDULE

L T 127 937
SECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

REMOVAL/INSTALLATION/
MODIFICATION FEE
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HEALTH CARE SERVIC g
]

AGENCY
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P £
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Certified Maliler #P 062 127 934 Hazardous Materials Program
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Oakland, CA 94621

May 2%, ¥990 (“19)

Mr. Randall Stevenson
Ultramar, Inc.

52% W. Third Street
P.0O. Box 466 '
Hanford, CA 93232

RE: PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT WORK PLAN PROPOSAL: FORMER BEACON

’ - v . v

STATTON $574, 22315 RERDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALIRY, AT AmRA

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

This Department is in receipt and has completed review of the April
30, 1990 document entitled "Work Plan, Limited Subsurface
Environmental Investigation at Former Beacon Station No. 574, 22315
Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California". This document is a revised
version of the original April 3, 1990 submittal, and summarizes the
scope of work proposed by Ultramar, Inc. to assess the extent of
latent fuel hydrocarbon contamination in soils and groundwater
underlying the referenced site.

As has been previously communicated to you in correspecndence dated
October 27, 1989 and March 8, 1990, and telephone conversations of
April 11 and May 8, 1990, all proposals and reports are to bhe
submitted under seal of a California-Registered Geologist, -Certified
Engineering Geologist, or -Registered Civil Engineer. Further, a
statement of cualifications for this registered professional was to
be included with the submittal of your workplan. Neither the April 3
nor April 30, 1990 proposals have been submitted under the seal of a

registered professional appropriate to the scope of work required at

this site. puture submittals will mpt be accepied nor.remieusd .

::%ggﬂ*nnﬂﬂ$ﬁj,{ ; of al priate profeasionsl OFf professioni
+ whose direction this project is being conducted.

The current work plan is not approved. The workplan may be approved
for the initial stage of site contaminant assessment provided the
following issues are resolved to the satisfaction of this office:

S80IL VAPCR EURVEY

1) Identify the expected depths and number of soil vapor probe
sampling points;
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Mr. Randall Stevenson
RE: former Beacon Station $#574, 22315 Redwood Road

May 21,

1290

Page 2 of 7

2)

3)

4)

5)

Discuss quality assurance/quality control {QA/QC) protocol
for field soil vapor survey activities;

Discuss soil vapor sample collection and analyses methods.
How will samples be collected for analyses {(i.e., Tedlar or
Teflon bags, charcoal cartridges, GC syringes, stainless
steel canisters, etc.)? Are vapor samples to be drawn
through the probes using pumps? What type of field organic
vapor monitor (OVM) will be used (i.e., PID, FID, portable
GC, explosimeter, etc.)? Are any samples to be collected
for confirmatory laboratory analyses? If so: How will these
be selected? What analytical methods would be performed on
such samples? Will these data be used to confirm, or
replace, that obtained during the field portion of this
survey?

Discuss probe decontamination procedures. Are probes to he
cleaned between sampling points? If so, how? Or, will
fresh precleaned probes be used for each discrete sampling
point?

We recognize that collection and analyses of samples drawn
through small-volume, driven ground probes during the
performance of soil vapor surveys have been shown successful
in specific cases to detect and map contamination in both
soils and groundwater. The success of this technique is
strongly dependent upon such factors as the type and
moisture content of underlying sediments, depth of the
gsampling probe and to groundwater, thickness of the
oxidation zone, the chemical nature of the target
contaminant, and the age of the spill, among others. Such
soil vapor surveys can, and do, prove to be powerful
screening tools in determining the best locations to site
borings and groundwater monitoring wells. Understanding
this, it would seem highly desirable to conduct the proposed
soil vapor survey about the entire site, particularly
downgradient from the perceived source, and, if the results
of such a survey suggest that contaminants have continued to
migrate beyond the limits of the property, off-site as well.




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road
May 21, 1990

Page 3 of 7

As currently proposed, the soil vapor study area has been
1imited to the eastern portion of the subject site,
approximately northeast of the former tank pit, an area
where the highest levels of soil contamination are expected
to remain. The proposal indicates that the results of the
soil vapor survey will be plotted on a site map to determine
the areas of highest total volatile hydrocarbon (TVH)
concentration. Those areas identified as exhibiting the
highest TVH concentrations v, ..will then be used to locate
the scoil borings", strongly suggesting that the location of
the borings will be solely within the proposed study area.
One (1) of the borings is planned to be completed as a
groundwater monitoring well. Based upon the best
potentiometric data currently available for another site
approximately 200-feet northeast of the subject site, the
proposed study area is located in the inferred upgradient
position from the former tank pit, drastically limiting the
usefulness of the single groundwater monitoring well
proposed for this site. [See: GeoStrategies, Inc. Report
No. 7170-2, Proposed Workplan, April 4, 1990; Former Chevron
Service Station No. 2960, 2416 Grove Way, Castro Valley]

It is strongly suggested that the soil vapor survey proposal
be modified to incorporate the entire site as the study area
if, in fact, such a survey will be used as a tool to
adequately site groundwater monitoring wells and borings.

GROUNDWATER WELLS / BORINGS

1)

The current rationale for placement of groundwater wells
does not reflect the requirement for the initial placement
of a minimum of cne (1) well within 10-feet of, and in the
verified downgradient position from, the former tank pit.
Verifying site-specific groundwater gradient conditions of a
site requires the initial installation of no fewer than
three (3) wells and, depending on the complexity of the
aquifer or aquifers which underlie a site, perhaps as many
as four or nore.




Mr. Randall Stevenscon

RE: former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road
May 21, 1990

Page 4 of 7

As noted in item 5 above, the best potentiometric data
currently available strongly suggests that groundwater in
the vicinity of this site has a hydraulic gradient of
approximately 0.005 towards the southwest. The proposed
jnstallation of one (1) groundwater monitoring well in the
area northeast of the former tank pit, inferred as being
upgradient from the tank pit, is fine provided a minimum of
two (2) additional wells are also installed at this time: at
least one in the inferred downgradient position, southwest
of the former tank pit; and, one elsewhere on the site such
that good triangulation is achieved between the well
locations. It is preferable that this third well also be
located downgradient from the tank pit. Of course the
actual placement of wells is limited by the location of
structures and other improvements on the site. Once
surveyed, these three wells will then provide a basis for
the solution to a three-point problem verifying the
site-specific potentiometric conditions;

2) Indicate the diameter of the well casings. The minimum well
casing diameter which will be accepted is 2";

3) Slot and filter pack sizing must be based upon results of
particle analyses (ASTM D-422) from the stratigraphic unit
to be monitored as determined from at least one boring at
the site:

4) Provide a schematic well construction diagram;

5) Discuss the storage and disposal of formation water
generated as a result of well development and purging.
Also, discuss the storage, characterization, and disposal of
drill cuttings:;

6) Describe soil boring abandonment procedures;

7) During advancement of all borings, scil samples should ke
collected at S-foot intervals beginning at the depth
coincident with the former tank backfill/native soil
interface, at any change in lithology, and areas of obvious
contamination (i.e., odors, discoloration, "hits" on the
field OVM , etc.), down to the water table.




Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road
May 21, 19%0

Page 5 of 7

All soil samples are to be handled as though they will be
analyzed (i.e., ends covered with Teflon/foil sheets,
capped, taped, labelled, iced, and chain-of-custody). Soil
samples are to be analyzed separately. The sample from the
uppermost zone of each boring is to be analyzed first.
Succeeding samples must be analyzed if any sample above is
determined to be contaminated (i.e., any detectable level of
target compounds) or if there is field evidence of

contamination at any depth;

8) Provide assurance that wells will be surveyed vertically to
mean sea level (MSL) and horizontally to an established
benchmark to the accuracy of 0.01 foot;

9) Discuss water level measurement procedures and methods. In
the Ground-Water Sampling section of the FIELD PROTOCOLS
Appendix, mention is made of performing water level
measurements but a brief discussion as to the technique(s)
used to accomplish this task is not provided;

10) Groundwater sampling must occur a minimum of 24-hours after
well development. However, it is strongly recommended that
a period of 72~-hours pass between development and sampling
so that any low-density, immiscible organics present can
stabilize, facilitating the identification of any floating
product. The thicknesses of such nfloaters" should be
measured and recorded before purging the wells prior to the
collection of water samples;

11) Discuss decontamination procedures for bailers between
sampling points;

12) Discuss groundwater sampling QA/QC protocol. At a minimum,
trip and field blanks should be incorporated as a part of
each water sampling episode. These "blanks" should be
analyzed for the sane constituents as those collected from
the on-site wells, and the results provided with your
report.

GENERAL

1) The Site Map should also identify the location of any
structures and other above- or below-ground improvements
which may influence the siting of soil vapor probe sample
points, borings and wells;
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Mr. Randall Stevenson

RE: former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road
May 21, 1990

Page 6 of 7

2) Submit a Site Safety Plan. The April 30 proposal references
the need to prepare such a plan but none is actually
provided with this or the prior (April 3) submittal. Please
be certain that the proposed Site Safety Plan adheres to
guidelines specified under Part 1910.120(1) (2) of 29 CFR.

3) As indicated previously in paragraph 2 of page 1 of this
letter, all reports and proposals are to be submitted under
seal of a California-Registered Geologist, -Certified
Engineering Geologist, or -Registered Civil Engineer.
Include a statement of qualifications for the appropriate
professional or professionals under whose direction this

project is being conducted.

Please submit a response to the above list of deficiencies within
15-days of the date of this letter, or by June 7, 1990. Field work
associated with this project shall be initiated no later than June
22, 1990. This letter shall serve as approval to postpone the

commencement of field work associated with this project, as requested
in your correspondence dated May 9, 1990.

Please be advised that the continued failure to submit workplans of
sufficient technical scope or which are submitted late, or the future
postponement of field work as a result of such late or inadequate
submittals, is a violation of California Water Code Section 13267.
Such violations will result in the referral of this case to the RWQCB
and the Alameda County District Attorney's office for enforcement
action, possibly subjecting the responsible party to civil

penalties. Any extensions of stated deadlines must be confirmed in
writing by either this Department of the RWQCEH.

Should you have any questions, please call me at 415/271-4320.

Sincereiigjjéi//,fj

% ¢=;E:__h_h__~ﬁﬁ_
Scot{P0. Seery

Ha dous Materials Specialist

S05:so0s
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RE:

May

Randall Stevenson
former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road
21, 1990 :

Page 7 of 7

cc:

Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County
Environmental Health Department

Edgar Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney's office

Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney's Office

Lester Feldman, RWQCB

Howard Hatayama, DHS

Mike Hood, Alameda County Building Inspection Department

G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Department

Bcb Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department

Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr & Regalia

Richard S. Usher, Ultramar

Dianne Lundquist, Shell 0il Company

Paul A. Wilson

Frederick W. Reyland

files

P Ok2 127 934
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(See Reverse)
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uUitramar Inc.

525 W. Third Street

P.O. Box 466

Hanford, California 93232
{209) 582-0241

May 9, 1990

Mr. Scott Seery

Department of Environmental Health
Alameda County

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, California 94621

SUBJECT:  LIMITED SUBSURFACE ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION AT FORMER BEACON
SITE NO. 574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD, CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Seery:

As per our telephone conversation of May 8, 1990, Ultramar requests an
extension of the start-up date for the field work related to the above
referenced site. The extension is requested pending review of your
comments regarding our work plan for this investigation. Your comments
will be appropriately addressed, upon receipt of your letter.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding
this information.

Sincerely,

Tt

Randall K. Stephenson
Environmental Specialist

0509ssee

BEAC:<:N

. -

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies i )
#1 Quality and Service
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LAW OFFICES

MI1LLER, STARR & REGATIA

A PARTHMERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

|51 UNION STREET ONE KAISER PLAZA 101 YGMACHD VALLEY ROAD
ICE HOUSE TWO ORDWAY BUILRING, SUITE 1800 SUITE 401
SUITE 300 WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94556
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111 OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 848612 FACSIMILE [415) 933 -4126
TELEPHONE [415) 982-3828 FACSIMILE (415) 465-1202 TELEPHONE (415} 935-9400

TELEPHONE (415) 4&6%-3800

LESLIE A, JOHNSON

A PAOFESSIONAL CORPORATION

April 24, 1990

Mr. Scott Seery

Alameda County Environmental
Health Services Dept.

Hazardous Materials Division

80 Swan Way

Room 200

Cakland, CA 94621

Dear Scott:

Enclosed for your information please find a copy of a
letter which I have written to Richard S. Usher.

Very truly yours,

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

U

R G

LESLIE A. JOHNSON

LAJ:vse
Enclosure
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LAwW OFFICES

MITI1ER, STARR & REGALIA

A PARTRERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

151 UNION STREET ONE KAISER PLAZA 101 YGNACIO VALLEY AOAD
T 800 SUITE 401
= H‘?rUE:O';WQ ORDWAY BUILDING, SUITE | WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA D456
SUITeE CAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94812 FACSIMILE {4/5) 933-4126
SAH FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA Sl s _TACSIMILE (415) 933128
TELEPHONE {(415) 882-3838 FACSIMILE {415) 465-1202 (415)

TELEPHONE {415)465-3800

LESLIE A. JOHNSON
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION Aprll 24 , 1990

Richard S. Usher

ULTARMAR, INC.

P.O. Box 93102

Long Beach, CA 90809-3102

Re: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California

Dear Mr. Usher:

This letter follows my recent telephone conversation
with Scott Seery of the Alameda County Environmental Health
Services Department.

-~ Mr, Seery informed me that Beacon's proposed initial
assass‘t pPlan is completely unacceptable and that he has
communi@ted the same to Randy Stephenson. Among some of the
deficiencies mentioned by Mr. Seery where Beacon's failure to
employ a registered professional, to include ground water wells,
and to submit required fees. Mr. Stephenson can provide you with
Mr. Seery's letter setting forth a complete list of deficiencies.

I trust Beacon's submittal of such a grossly inadequate
initial assessment plan was due to some general misunderstanding
and not a deliberate attempt to avoid its obligations.
Nonetheless, I expect that, consistent with the spirit of
cooperation you originally communicated in the agreement,
immediate steps will be taken toward an expeditious submittal of
an acceptable initial assessment plan. If this is not the case,
please contact me immediately.

Very truly yours,
MILLER, STARR & REGALTA

! LESLIE A. JOHNSON_~
s

LHA:t1lg




March 16, 1990

Mr. Randy Stephenson
Ultramar Inc.

525 West Third St.
Hanford, CA 93230

Re: Castro Valley site assessments

Dear Randy:

Enclosed are copies of the site assessment reports that have been
generated on the 2416 Grove Way property in Castro Valley. Also
enclosed is a copy of a draft site plan showing where we intend to
locate additional wells in Redwood Road. In our phone conversation
I indicated that we were planning to install a well diagonally
across the intersection in front of the property you are involved
with. As you can see by the diagram, the well will not be located
as far downgradient as I thought.

I would appreciate continued sharing of information in the future.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at
(415) 842-9625.

Very truly yours,

C. G. Trimbach

By’ s
John Randall

JMR/imr
Enclosure

CC: Scott Seery u/9 cnciosues
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905 Yale Avenue
Modesto, CA 95350-5356
12 March 1930

Mr. Scott 0. Seery

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
80 Swan Way, Room 200

ODakland, CA S4621

Dear IMr. Seery: Re; Former Beacon Station #574
22315 Redwood Road
Castro Valley

Thank you for the copy of your letter to Mr. Randall
Stephenson dated March 8, 1990.

In order that I may keep informed concerning the problem to
which your letter relates, it will be greatly appreciated if vou
will send me copies of any further communications regarding it.

Thanks again for your courtesy.

Very truly yours,

Fresessic 0. gl s

Frederick W. Revland, Jr.
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. . MAMEDA COUNTY g
‘'  HEALTH CARE SERV!

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Director
Certilfied vailer #F 0oZ 127 9Z9Y

Telephone Number: (415)
March 8, 1920

Mr. Randall Stephenson
Ultramar. Inc.

525 West Third Street
P.0O. Box 466

Hanford, CA 93232

RE: REQUEST FOR PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENT PROPOSAL; FORMER BEACON
STATION #574, 22315 REDWCOD RCAD, CASTRO VALLEY, ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Stephenson:

This letter confirms our telephone conversation of March 7, 19%90.
This conversation followed the receipt in this office of a copy of
the February 2, 1990 correspondence addressed to Ms. Leslie Jchnson,
attorney representing the owner of the referenced real property, Mr.
Paul Wilson, from Mr. Richard S. Usher, Vice President and General
Council of Ultramar, Inc. The February 2 correspondence indicates
that, without waiving any rights as a conseguence of such action,
Beacon will prepare a preliminary assessment to submit to the local
enforcement agency for review and, upon approval of sald plan,
implement it.

. As was previously discussed in the October 27, 1989 correspondence
from this office, the referenced site has experienced a vconfirmed
release” pursuant to the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) fuel leak criteria. As such, additional
investigative work is required to further define the extent of both
vertical and lateral impact upon groundwater and soils resulting from
the contamination discovered during closure of the underground
storage tanks during May 1987. Your attention is directed to the
June 25, 1987 Applied GeoSystems document, entitled Report:
Environmental Investigation Related to Underground Tank Removal at
Former Beacon Station #574, 22315 Redwood Road, Castro valley,
California, for specific information regarding the noted tank
closures.

In order to proceed with a site investigation, you should obtain
professional services from a reputable environmental/geotechnical
consulting firm. Beacon's responsibility is to have the consultant
submit for review a proposal outlining planned activities pertinent
to meeting the criteria broadly outlined in this letter. Further,
the preliminary site assessment must be conducted in accordance with
the RWQCB Staff Recommendations for the Initial Evaluation and
Investigation of Underground Tanks. The major elements of such an

investigation are summarized in the attached Appendix A.




Mr. Randall Stephenscon

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
March 8, 1990

Page 2 of 3

This preliminary site assessment proposal is due within 30 days of
the date of this letter, or by April 8, 1990. Once this propesal has
been reviewed and approved, work must commence no later than May 8,

1990.

A report must be submitted within 30 days after completion of the
jnitial phase of work at this site. Subsequent reports are to be
submitted quarterly, at a minimum, unless otherwise notified. Such
quarterly reports are due the first day of the second meonth of each
subsequent quarter (i.e., August 1, November 1, February 1, and May
1). These reports should describe the status of the investigation
and must include, among others, the following:

- Details and results of all work performed during the
designated period of time (i.e., records of field
cbservations and data, boring and well construction logs,
water level data, chain-of-custody forms, laboratory results
for all samples collected, tabulatiocons of free preduct
thicknesses and dissolved fractions, etc.)

- status of socil and groundwater contaminatioen
characterization

- Interpretation of the results (i.e., water level contour
maps showing groundwater gradient directions, free and
dissolved product plume definition maps for each analyte,

etc.)

- Recommendations for additional investigative or remediation
work

All proposals and reports must be signed by a california-Certified
Engineering Geologist, -Registered Geologist, or ~Registered Civil
Engineer. Please include a statement of gqualifications for each lead
professional involved in this project.

All proposals, reports, and analytical results pertaining to this
investigation must be sent to this office and to:

Mr. Lester Feldman .

Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region

1800 Harrison Street, Suite 700

Oakland, CA 94612 ' '
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Mr. Randall Stephenson

RE: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley
March 8, 1990

Page 3 of 3

Please be aware that this is a formal request for technical reports
pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 (b). Failure to
respond or a late response will result in the referral of this case
to the RWQCB for enforcement, possibly subjecting the responsible
party to civil liabilities up to a maximum of $1,000 per day. Any
extensions of stated deadlines must be confirmed in writing by either
this agency or the RWQCB.

RO - cover our costs for the over51ght of this Eroject and- mau%ew*uf'

; s und proposdls, ‘plaadse’ remtt d oHack, ke
lameda COunty, for $1116. Should you have any further questlons,
please call the undersigned at 415/271-4320.

¥5

Scott 0., Seery
H zardoué ‘Materials Specialist

S50S:sos

Enclosure

cc:v/ﬁgfat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health

Gil Jenson, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer and
Environmental Protecticon Division

Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer and
Environmental Protection Division

Lester Feldman, RWQCB

Howard Hatayama, DHS

Mike Hood, Alameda County Building Inspection Department

G. Robert Hale, Alameda County Public Works Agency

Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Department

Leslie Johnson, Esq., Miller, Starr & Regalia

Richard S. Usher, Ultramar, Inc.

Dianne Lundquist, Shell 0il Company

Paul A. Wilson

Frederick W. Reyland

files
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LAW OFFICES

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA
A PARTHNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

ONE KAISER PLAZA

15} UNION STREET
ICE HOUSE TwO
SUITE 300

10! YGNALIS VALLEY ROAD
OROWAY BUILDING, SUITE 1600 SUITE 40!
WALWUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA PA598
SAN FRANCIBCO, CALIFORNIA 941 OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 34612 FACSIMILE {415) §33-4126
TELEFHONE |415) D82 38386 FACSIMILE {415) 465-1202 .
TELEPHONE [4IS) 465-3800

LESLIE A, JOHNSON

TELERHONE (415} 8358400
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

February 21,

D
m 3
1990 :;‘
s I
™
2}
]
Mr. Richard S. Usher ?3;
Vice President and General Counsel -
Ultramar g.?
P. ©O. Box 93102
long Beach, California 90809-3102
Re: 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley, California
Dear Mr. Usher:

Enclosed please find a copy of your letter of February
2, 1990 which has been executed to indicate agreement that

Ultramar proceed on the basis that neither party is waiving any
rights by virtue of such action. We trust you will keep us fully
informed as to your findings and plans.

Very truly yours,

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

IE A. JOH@L\
LAJ:vse

Enclosure

Paul Wilson
Scott Seery

cc:
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Mategrials Program

80 Swan Way, Bm. 200

Oakland, CA 94621

{415}
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: Ultramar

Ultramar Inc.

P.O. Box 93102

Long Beach, Caiifornia 90808-3102
(213) 495-5300 Corporate Office
(213) 437-6795 Refinery Operations

February 2, 1990

Ms. Leslie A. Johnson
Miller, Starr & Regalia
One Kaiser Plaza

Ordway Building, Suite 1600
Oakland, California 94612

Reference: 22315 Redwood Road
Castro Valley, California

Dear Ms. Johnson:

This letter will respond further to the recent
correspondence concerning the above location. We have
reviewed the Lease and Agreement for Termination of the
Lease. We do not find in those documents the clear
understanding of obligations by Beacon to your client
which you most enthusiastically support.

It does not appear that Beacon and Mr. Wilson had a lease
agreement and the Lease provisions only apply to the
extent they are incorporated in the Termination

Agreement. In addition, the negotiations for the
Termination  Agreement resulted in the removal of
extensive language detailing  proposed remediation
obligations by Beacon. Your interpretation of the

Agreement seeks to reimpose terms clearly not agreed to
by the parties.

The specific Lease provisions to which you refer require
Beacon to remove structures and tanks, remove rubble, and
backfill and compact the soil. All this was done. The

attempt to interpret the term "clean" to mean
environmentally remediated to an unspecified level is
unwarranted. It is apparent the term "clean" refers to

the absence of debris from democlition activity and not to
all future levels of contamination which may be imposed
by an agency.

Finally, there 1is a clear question of the source of any
contamination. Beacon operated at the site between 1981

BEACSN

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies
#1 Quality and Service
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Ms. Leslie A. Johnson
February 2, 1990
Page 2

and 1987, while the location was previously operated as a |, a«%
station for many years. At the time Beacon aqgulred the “ ys?
site _.and again_ in 1986, tank tests showed the tanks_apnda ™*™

;&g§§~ﬁyere not leaklng. In addition, leak detectors were

rlaced on “the lines. The evidence indicates that the
equipment was in good repair and not 1leaking during
Beacon's tenure. As such, Beacon does not appear to be

the cause of any contamination and its obligation to
remediate contamination is not apparent.

Beacon 1is, however, willing to cooperate in an effort to
obtain further information and avoid action by the agency
which will not be beneficial to either party. Therefore,
without any acknowledgment of 1liability and without
waiving any party's rights, and specifically any rights
to seek reimbursement or recovery of expenses from the
other party, Beacon will undertake to prepare the initial
assess t an and, if that plan is approved, _implement

it. Once an assessment dellineates the situation, we
believe the parties will be better able to address the
issues.

If you and your client agree with our proposed plan of
action in the above paragraph, please indicate by signing
the enclosed copy of this letter and returning it.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Vic Pre51dent
and General Counsel

RSU:scs

AGREED:

A

/1;i24Ld4ﬁﬁa:C:;;q /590
Date







¢ @)

H - L

per

| R N e L e
IEN-18-790 14135 1D W TEL O . u==e “

LEASE

This lease, made and entered into this alﬂf day of
__@4““7:__, 1981, by and between Frederick W. Reyland, Jr., and
Miriam Rose Reyland, his wife, as LESSORS, and Beacon Qil Company, &
Nevada corporation, with its principal place of business located at

525 West Third Street, in the City of Hanford, County of Kings, State of
California, ss LESSEE,

WITNESSETH:

- That LESSORS lease unto LESSEE the following described premises
in the County of Alameda, State of Californla, more particularly dascribed

as follows:

PORTIONS of lots 1, 4 and 5 in block A, as said lots and 2
block are shown on the map of "Resubdivision of blocks A [
and B, Knox Tract, Eden Township, Alameda County,

Callfornia", flled June 5, 1902 In the office of the County i
Recorder of Alameda County, described as follows:

BEGINNING at a point in the southern line of said lot 5
distant thereon south 82° 21' 05" west 12.45 feet from the
Intersection thereof with the western line of the County
Road to Castro Velley, now known as Redwood Road, as
said County Road is shown upon the map hereinabove
referred to, and running thence along said southern line
south 82° 21' 05" west 139,50 feet to the westarn line of
sald lot 5. thence along the last named line and along the :
western line of said lots 1 and 4, north 7° 38' 55" west r
147. 34 feet to a line drawn parallel to and 10 feet |
southerly, measured at right angles, from the southern line

of Laurel Avenue, now known as Grave Way, as said Laurel

Avenue is shown upon the map hereinabove referred to;

thence along said paraliel line south 87° 15' 55" east 129.65

feet; thence tangent with the last named line along a curve

to the right with a radius of 30 feet, southeasterly,

southerly and southwesterly, an arc distance of 45.76 feet;

and thence tangent with the last described course south

0° 07* 30" west 51.26 feet to the point of beginning.

-

More commonly knowr as: 2233§ Redwood Road, Castro

Valley, Califernia - sowibivwes: corner of Redwood Road and

Grove Way.

1. TERM. The term of the lease on the demised premises shall 3
be for a period of eight (8) years, beginning September 1, 1981 and
terminating August 31, 198%.

2. RENT. Monthly rent for the first eight (8) years beginning

September 1, 1981, will Ea ss follows: ¥ e

First (1st) yeor : $1100.00 monthly :
Second (2nd) Vyear $1155.00 monthly i
Third (3rd) year $1212.7% monthly

Fourth  (4th) year $1273.39 monthly
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Fifth (5th} year $1337.06 monthly

Sixth  (6th) year $1403.91 monthly ..
Seventh (7th) year $1474.11 monthly
Eighth (8th) year $1547. 82 monthly

"Rent is due and payable in ndvance on or before the st day of
each month for the duration of said lease, and shall be remitted In the ful!

amount without demand therefor to Frederick W. Reylend, Jr. at Modesto,

California, or such _other place as he may direct, at the times herein
specifled.”

3. OPTION TO RENEW. LESSEE ghall have the right and option

to extend the term of thla lease for one additional term of five (5) years
from and after the date of axpiration hereof upon the following terms:

(a) LESSEE shall give notice in writing to LESSORS of the
eleclion to exercise lts said option to extend the lease for a further term of
flve (5) years, not later than ninety (90) days prior to the date of expiration
of the lease;

(b} Except for the amount of rent to be paid by LESSEE to
LESSORS, all of the terms and conditlons of this tease shall continue In
affect during such extended term of five (5) years.

(¢} LESSORS and LESSEE shall sndeavor to agree upon the
amount of rent to be pald by LESSEE durlpng such extended term. If within
thirty (30) days after the glving of notice of election to extend the lease,
the parties are unable to agree upon the amount of rent to be paid, then the
rent shall be fixed as follows: Within five (5) days after expiration of the
aforesaid thirty (30) day period, LESSORS, at thelr own cost and expense, and
LESSEE at his own cost and expense, shali each select a qualified real progert,
appraiser  and sald rpprdizers snell confer ang determine the true mariet
value of the land comprising the leased premises st the date of expiration
of the lease. i said appreisers are unesic to agree upon such market value
within fifteen (15) days after their selection, they shall select a third qualified
appraiser and tha market value of the land comprising the leased premises

shall ba determined by the agrasment of any two of said appralsers. The cost

of the third appraiser shall be shared equally by LESSORS and LESSEE. The
wmonthly rent for such extended term shall then be fixed st 1.0 per cent
)
-4 (.010}1 of the market value of the land comprising the elased premises as

a

fixed by the appraisers, but in no event shall said monthly rent be less than
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jrees 10 pay all charges for water, gas, electricity, and all

furnisned Lo the premises during the i 5 ledse

contained, the LESSORS ar thelr raprasantative or

ganter said premises and remove all persens therefrom and

By 81 (e oplion, forthwith: dsciare, after such dafauit, the said lease
verminated and ali rights of the LESSEL sha!l thareupon cease.

7. ASSIONMENT /SUBLEA AEING., The LESSEE she!l have the
right 10 assign or sublet the wincle or sany pary of the leased premises
without the monsent of the LESSORS sirch rigant to assign and/or subiet
shair ot ralinve the LESSEE f Lillty for the peyment of rent

eaAse

TLESSEE, however, shall not suffer or permil any assignment

loase . ' sratlo P levy Gr OV m

= — - i

process or proceedings of any court, or by attachment, execution, proceedings

in_Insolvency or bankruptcy either voluntary or involuntary: and in any such

event, LESSORS, at thelr optlor and witheut notice, may ierminate this lease.”

8. IMPROVEMENTS, OWNERSHIP AND REMOVAL. It is understood

and agreed that Beacon Oil Company is purchasing from Shell Oil Company

all improvements on the demired premises, Including puiiding, canopy, tanks,
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plumbing, electrical fixtures, and wiring, equipment and surfacing. Any
improvements and bullding or equipment which have been placed on the
leased premises by Shell Oll Company, or which may be placed on said
premises by LESSEE during the term of this fease or any extansion or
renewal thereof, shall be and remain the property of the LESSEE, it being
the Intent of the partles that this shal! be a ground lease. Upon the
expiration of the term of this lease or any extension or renewal thereof,

the LESSEE shall within a reasonable time thereafter, not to exceed sixty
(60) days, remove ali of the aforesald Improvements and equipment. Further
upon such removal the LESSEE shati fill, back-flll. and tamp and compact

all excavations and holes, and restore and leave the premises in substantially
the same condition as they were before such improvements were placed
thereon. It is the intention of the LESSOR and LESSEE that the condition of
the land be clean and level and that the surface of the land be capable of
supporting the foundation of a new structure without need for special
foundations, footings, or support structures.

9. WAIVER OF COVENANTS. It is agreed that the walver by the

LESS0RS of any covenant herein contained shail not defeat the same, or
prevent ihe strict enforcament of that or any other covenant. Waiver of
rights to proceed with legal action as to any breach of covenant shall be
deemed only a walver as to the single breach and shall not be deemed a
walver Bs to future breact:les thereof, |

10. INSURANCE. LESSEE shall hold LESSORS harmless for any
damages to persons or property occurring in or on the demised premises or
as shall have resulted to any damage to any persons or properties, as a
result of LESSEE'S activities or =uicd premises, and shall malntain public
Nabitlty wnd properly camasge insdranca in amounts of not less than ONE
MILLION DOLLARS ($1,000,000.00) each, and shall provide LESSORS with
certificates of Insurance.

11. PURCHASE REFUSAL. If, at any time during the term of

this lease or any extenslon or renewal thereof the LESSORS shall raceive

from a ready, willing snd sble purchaser a bora fide offer to purchase the
leased premises; or If the LESSORS should make an offer to sell the leased
premises or any part thereof to such a purchaser, LESSORS shall give the

LESSEE a written notice setting forth the name and address of the prospective

e

"
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purchaser and the price and terms of the offer. LESSEE shall then have
the prior option to purchase the leased premises, or the part thereof
covered by such an offer, at the price, and on the terms of such offer.
LESSEE may exercise such optlon by giving LESSCRS written notice within
fifteen (15) days after receint of LESSORS' notice of the offer. A sale by
the LESSORS of ali ar any portion of ths lesged pramises, oiher than o ap
to the LESSEE, shall be subject o all tarmis and conditlons of this ieage
which shall remain in fUll force and affect desoite such change of ownershia,
until the expiration or lermination therecf,

12, EMINENT DOMAIN, In the eveni any governmental agency,

inciuding Cily, County or State, takes any ot tha demisas premises for use
#s roddway or any athas purposes, thus deprivirg LESSEE yuse thereof, or
permanenily rastricls egress or ingrass, then LESSEE hereln sriall have the

Pight o reach agraement with the LESSORS to reduce (he monthly rent or 1o
terminate (ne within lease by giving LESSORS thirty 120} days' notice in
writing of ils intention 19 0 terminate. Any such nollze to terminate mus!
he given witnin Sixtly (£0) days after tha effectiva Sate of thie condemnation
Groife right W terminate seid lease shali be deemed waived.

Ary ¢ompensation pald or t¢ be paic Dy & pubilc agency for
te lawing or damaging of the land constituting the leased premises,
inciuding but not limited to any sevearance damages, shall belong to and be
retained by the LESSORS. Any such compensation paid or to be paid by a
public agency for the taking or damzginyg of bulidings or other improvements
wiich are the propsrty of the LESSEE shail belong to and be retained by the
IL.LESSEE.

13. NOTICES. All n i woiting herein proviged jo e o

or whic ay be glve W OB Py 12 e otner, shall be deemed 1o have
been fully given when deposited in the Unitad States maii, registered, with
pesioge therian prepald, addressed 1o the LESSORS at 905 Yale Avenue,
Modesto, California, 95350 and to the LESSEE at 525 West Third Street, Hanford,
California 93230. The address to which said notices shall or will be mailed as
aforesaid to elther party may be changed by written notice given by such
party to the other as hereinbefore provided. Hewever, nothing herein
provided shall preclude the giving of such notice by personal service.

14, NOTICE OF WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT. LESSEE shall give

written notice to LESSORS at ieast five (5) days before commencing any work
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of remodehing or removing any exlsting Improvements on the ipased
premises, placing or erecling any new struclures therecn, or making
changes, repairs or aiterations in the leased premiscs or impron ame
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premises at the cost or expense of the LESSORS. LESSORS are not
abligated to make any repairs whatever to the lessed premises.

18, SURRENDER OF PREMISES ON EXPIRATION OF LEASE,

On the last day of the tarm or any extension or renewal hereof, or the
sooner termination of this lease, LESSEE shall peaceably and quletly leave.
surrender and yield up to the LESSORS the leased premises in good order,
condition and repair, and with all Improvements and equipment removed as
hereinbefore provided.

19. HOLDING OVER. |If LESSEE holds possessicn of the leased

premises after the term or any extension or renewal of this lease has expired,
said LESSEE shall become a tenant from month to month upon the same terms
and at the same monthly rental as Is in effect at the dale of such expiration,
payable monthly In advance In lawful money of the Unitad States of America
ot the 1st day of each month. Should LESSOR desire to lease the premises
to anotner party, LESSEE shall have the first rignt of refusal to meet the
bora fide lease offer from the other party.

20. NON-LIABILITY OF LESSQORS. LESSORS shall not be liable

nor sccountable for any expenses or liabllitles incurred by LESSEE in the
‘eased premises, nor shall LESSORS be liable or accountabla for damage or
injuries sustained by LESSEE, or its propertly, or by third persons or their
property in or about the leased prem!ses whether occasioned by fire, water,
flood, accident, the elemenis, acts of God or any other cause or causes
whatsoever,

21. ATTORNEYS' FEES. if either the LESSORS or the LESSEE
shall be successful in enforcing agains: the other any remedy, lega! or
equitable. for the Ligach of sry of (he provisions or covenants of this leasc
Including any action brought for the coliection of unpald rent, there shall
be included in the judgment or decree of the successful party an award for

reasonable attorneys' fees and court costs to be fixed by the court.
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AGREEMENT FOR TERMINATION OF LEASE

THIS AGREEMENT FOR TERMINATION OF LEASE (the "Agreement") is
made this day of Decamber, 1986, by and between BEACON OIL
COMPANY, & Nevada corporation, with its principal place of
business located at 525 West Third Street in the City of Hanford,
County of Kings, State of California (herein "Beacon") and PAUL
A. WILSON, an individual (herein "Wilson").

RECITALS:

This Agreement is made with reference to and reliance upon
the following tacts:

A. Frederick W. Reyland, Jr, and Miriam Rose Reyland
(herein "Lessors") and Beacon, as lessee, are parties to that
certain lease dated August 31, 1981 (the "Lease") pertaining to
certain real property commonly identified at 22315 Redwood Road,
Cagtro Valley, California and more particularly described in the
Lease (the "Property"}.

B. Wilson is in the process of acquiring the Property, and
in the event Wilson does soc acquire the Property, the parties
hereto wish to terminate the Leass on the terms and conditions
set forth herein.

ACCORDINGLY, in consideration of the mutual covenants set
forth herein and other adequate consideration, the parties hereto
agree as follows:

1. TERMINATION OF LEASE: Beacon and Wilson hereby agree
that, subject to the terms of this Agreement, the term of the
Lease ghall terminate as of March 30, 1987 (the "Termination
Date"). Lessee shall continue to pay all rental, including
without limitation payment of monthly rent, taxes, utilities and
insurance as specified in the Lease and shall perform all
cbligations in full under the Lease to and including the
Termination Date. The monthly rent, taxes, utilities and, if
Wilson retains it, the insurance shall be prorated as of the
Termination Date,

Termination of the Lease shall not, however, release Beacon
from the obligations set forth in Paragraph 8 of the Lease nor
from any indemnities under the¢ Lease, including without
limitation, the indemnity set for:n: in Paragraph 20 of the Lease.

Beacon shali term:vnta =) suo-leasas and sub-tenarcies i
gffact as of the Termine+s!ip: » Az epacified. Beacon shall
bear all rsapongiviliny fanlllty and cost for so terminating
pun-lerczs and sub-tenancizs, imcluding all costs of evicting any

p’srtles.  Beacon ehall indemnify and agree to hold Wilson
harnmless from any claim, damage, cost, or liability resulting
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from or in any way arising out of such termination of any
sub-lease or sub-tenancy.

Upon such termination of the Lease, Beacon shall execute and
deliver to Wilson a quitclaim deed and such other documents, in
recordable form and in a form and substance acceptable to the
title company whe issued title insurance to Wilson on his
acgulsition of the Property, as may be necessary to obtain an
endorsement to or update of wWilson's title insurance peolicy
showing title to the Property free and clear of the Lease and all
interests thereunder. Wilson shall prepare and deliver any such
documents to Beacon.

2. REMOVAL OF IMPROVEMENTS: Immediately upon termination
of the Lease, Beacon shall remove all of Beacons's property and
improvements, gasoline tanks, pumps, plumbing and wiring and
leave the Property in a clean and usable condition in accordance
with the terms of Paragraph 8 of the Lease and any other
provisions of the Lease applicable thereto. All such work shall
be performed at Beacon's sole expense in accordance with the
terms of this Lease.

3, CONDITION PRECEDENT TO AGREEMENT: The effectiveness of
this Agreement is specifically conditioned upon the acquisition
by Wilgon of the Property on or before December 31, 1986, 1If a
grant deed to the Property has not been delivered to Wilsen by
recordation in the Recorder's Office of Alameda County on or
before sald date, this Agrsement ghall immediately terminate and
ke of no further force or effect batween the parties hereto.

4. WAIVER OF FIRST RIGHTS OF REFUSAL: Beacon hereby agrees
that effective upon Wilson's acquisition of the Property, the
option to renew set forth in Paragraph 3 of the Lease, the
purchase right set forth in Paragraph 11 of the Lease, and the
lease right set forth in Paragraph 19 of the lLease shall be of no
further force or effect. Beacon further waives any and all
rights it may have under any of such provisions of the Lease in
connection with Wilson's acquisition of the Property.

5. ATTORNEYS FEES: 1In the event either party hereto
commences legal action or arbitration proceedings to interpret,
enforce or obtain damages under this Agreement, the prevailing
party shall be entitled to recover reasonable attorneys' fees,
court costs, arbitration costs and discovery costs against the
cther as may be awarded by the court.

6. TIME OF THE ESSENCE: Time is of the essence in the
performance of each and evary terrm and condition of this
Agreement.

7. BINDING: Th.s Poress=nt shiall be binding upon the
parties hereto *hne!r successirs in interest, assigns, heirs and
rapresentatives.
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MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

\SI UNION STREET ONE KAISER PLAZA 90 JAH ' 8 ﬁH ,U: rggvsm\mo VALLEY ROAR
atre 300 ORDWAY BUILDING, SUITE (800 wALNUT CRE::Izi::v;nmn. 54556
auITeE 300 .
SAN FRANGISCO, CALIFORNIA 94 CAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94812 FACSIMILE {415] 533-4126
TELEPHONE [415]) 9823638 FACSIMILE (41S)485-1202 TELEPHONE (413) 8359400

TELEPHOMNE (4|8) 465-3800

LESLIE A, JOHNSON
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION January 8 . 19 9 0

Randy Stephenson

Beacon 0il Company

P. 0. Box 466

Hanford, cCalifornia 93232

~Re: 22315 Redwood Read, Castro Valley
Dear Mr. Stephenson:

This firm represents Mr. Paul Wilson, the owner of the
real property located at 22315 Redwood Road, Castro Valley,
California (the "Property"). I understand that Mr. Scott Seery
of the Alameda County Environmental Health Services Department,
Hazardous Materials Division, has recently contacted you with
regard to this Property. It is further my understanding that Mr.
Seery claimed that there is a need to remove certain toxic
substances from the Property and/or to insure that no such
substances are present, -but that Beacon 0il Company has taken the
position that it has no responsibility to take any such action.
We believe that Beacon 0il Company has a clear legal and
contractual obligation to comply with the requests of Mr. Seery
and we hereby demand that Beacon 0il Company immediately comply
with the requests of the Alameda County Environmental Health
Department.

" Our client acquired this property on or about December
11, 1986. At that time, the property was subject to a Lease
dated August 31, 1981, entered into by Frederick W. Reyland, Jr.
and Marian Rose Reyland as lessors, and Beacon 0il Company, as
lessee (the "Lease"). 1In connection with Mr. Wilson's
acquisition of the Property, the Reylands, Mr. Wilson, and Beacon
0il Company entered into an Agreement for Termination of Lease
dated December 6, 1986 (the "Termination Agreement"). I trust
you have copies of both the Lease and the Termination Agreement,
but if you do not, I will be happy to furnish those to you.

Pursuant to the terms of the Lease and the Termination
Agreement, it appears quite clear that Beacon 0il Company bears
full respon51b111ty for any and all action which is or may be
required with regard to the presence of petroleum or other
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Randy Stephenson
Beacon 0il Company
January 8, 1990
Page 2 :

contamination of the Property. 1In specific, I call your
attention to Paragraph 8, 10, 16, 17, 18 and 20 of the Lease and
Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Termination Agreement.

Under Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Termination Agreement,
Beacon 0il Company retained all obligations under, specifically,
Paragraphs 8 and 20, and otherwise pertaining to indemnity of the
landlord. Paragraph 2 of that Termination Agreement clearly
reiterates Beacon 0il Company's obligation to remove the
improvements, gasoline tanks, etc. and to leave the Property in a
clean and usable condition.

Under the relevant provisions of the Lease itself,
which as noted are fully reiterated by the Termination Agreement,
Paragraph 8 of the Lease confirms ownership of all improvements,
including the tanks, as that of Beacon 0il Company. It further
requires that upon termination of the lease Beacon 0il Company
must remove the improvements and fill and restore the land to the
same condition as existed before improvements were placed
thereon. The Lease continues to mandate a "clean" condition.
Paragraph 10 specifies that the lessee, Beacon 0il Company, will
hold the landlord harmless from any damages arising out of
lessee's activities. Paragraph 16 requires Beacon 0il Company to
maintain the land in a "clean and sanitary condition" and
prohibits waste or any use which would give rise to a nuisance or
which would be in violation of any present or future law, rule,
or regulation, etc. Paragraph 17 requires that Beacon 0il
Company keep the land and all of the improvements in good
condition and repair. Paragraph 18 requires that upon
termination of the Lease, the land will be turned over in "good
order, condition and repair, and with all improvements and
equipment removed". Paragraph 20 reiterates that the landlord
will not be liable for any expense or liability incurred by
lessee with regard to the Property. Each and every one of the
aboveidescribed Paragraphs independently places on Beacon 0il
Company the responsibility for action. Read together, the
meaning of the Lease and Termination Agreement is abundantly
clear.

Based on the above I am shocked that Beacon C¢il Company
would attempt to deny its responsibility with regard to this
Property. You might also wish to note that the Lease contains an
attorneys' fees provision so that in addition to the liability
which Beacon 0il Company has already incurred, further inaction
will increase its liability to include reimbursement of
attorneys' fees incurred by my client with regard to this matter.

Given the clear contractual obligations, not to mention
statutory liability, I trust there has been some misunderstanding
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Randy Stephenson
Beacon 0il Company

January 8, 1990
Page 3

with regard to the intended action of Beacon 0il Company. If
that is not the case, and Beacon 0il Company continues to deny
the existence of its contractual obligations, as well as its
statutorily imposed obligations, you may rest assured that our
client will pursue his rights against Beacon 0il Company for
recovery based on contract and such other recovery as may be
appropriate arising out of the inexplicable and egregious action
by Beacon 0il Company in denying its obligations. Accordingly, I
expect a guick and cooperative response from you and Beacon 0il
Company. I would also appreciate being advised as to the
identity of the parties in the Beacon 0il Company Legal
Department with whom I should be dealing.

Very truly yours,

MILLER, STARR & REGALIA

LAJ:vse
cc: Paul Wilson
Scott Seery,
Alameda County Environmental
Health Services Department
Mark Thompson,
Alameda County District Attorneys' Office
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Ultramar ey,

Uitramar Inc. 4? .

,‘ -
525 W. Third Street 10 4y
P.O. Box 466

Hanford, California 93232
(209) 582-0241

December 15, 1989

Mr. Scott Seery
Department of Environimental Health

Alameda County
80 Swan Way, Room 200
Oakland, California 94621
RE: Former Beacon Station No. 574, 22315
Reedwood Road, Castro Valley CA
Dear Mr. Seery:

A review of our file regarding the above referenced site indicates that Beacon Oil
Company (Beacon) has not at any time had an ownership interest in this property. Beacon
operated the station under a lease agreement with the previous owner until it was sold in

1987. At that time, Beacon terminated its lease and removed all of the improvements, both
stirface and subsurface, in “accordance ‘with the lease  provisions. '

e
S \ f We believe environmental investigations are the responsibility of the current and past ‘
O jowners of the property and suggest that you contact them directly concerning any matters .
3 Z\pertinent to this site, o

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me.

Sincerely,

ULTRAMAR INC.

Randall K. Stephenson
Environmental Specialist

BEAC®

#1 Quality and Service

A Member of the Ultramar Group of Companies
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October 27, 1989

Mr. Randy Stevens
Ultramar Company

525 West Third Street
Hanford, CA 93230

RE: FORMER BEACON STATION #0574, 22315 REDWOOD ROAD,
CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Stevens:

This letter follows our telephone conversations on September 238
and October 26, 1983 during which we discussed the current
status of site assessment and remediation activities at the
referenced site. As you will recall, four (4) fuel and one (1)
waste oil tanks were removed from this site on May §, 1987.

A report issued from Applied GeoSystems (AGS) dated

June 25, 198#"identifies substantial impact to soils by fuel
hydrocarbons as indicated by laboratory analyses performed upon
soil samples collected at the time of closure. Additional scils
were excavated from the most hlghly contaminated areas of the
site on May 18, 1987 to a maximum depth of approximately

20 feet at whlch point, due to mechanical limitations of the
excavator used, further excavation ceased. Latent contami-
nation, to nearly 2000 ppm as total volatile hydrocarbons,
remains at depth beneath the site.

The cited AGS report contained a recommendation that further
work be performed to assess the impact, if any, upon ground-
water through the installation and meonitoring of an
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Mr. Randy Stevens
RE: Former Beacon S5#0574
22315 Redwood Rd.
Castro Valley

October 27, 1989
Page 2 of 3

appropriate number of groundwater wells. This recommendation
reflects this site's "confirmed release" status which is based
upon the presence of soils contaminated with total petroleunm
hydrocarbons in excess of 1000 ppm, in accordance with the San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) fuel
leak criteria.

As a result of this site's "confirmed release" status,
additional investigative work was and is required to be
performed to further define the extent of both vertical and
lateral impact upon groundwater and soils resulting from the
noted contamination. The information gathered by this
investigation is used to determine an appropriate course of
action to remediate the contamination and to help assess the
risks assumed by future uses of the site,.

<At this time we are requesting a summary of all work performed
at this site since the issuance of the June 25, 1987 AGS ,
%eport. Please include copies of all reports, proposals,
laboratory results, etc. which may have been generated during
this period. These materials should be submitted within

15 days, or by November 14, 1989. We will review these
documents and assess what future action, if any, will be
required.

Please be advised, however, that a preliminary site assessment
will be required at this time if none has been performed to
date. Such an assessment must be conducted in accordance with
the RWQCB Staff Recommendations for Initial Evaluation and
Investigation of Underground Tanks. This will necessitate that
Ultramar Company contract with a reputable engineering/
geotechnical consulting firm. The responsibility of your
consultant will be to submit for review a proposal outlining
planned activities pertinent to meeting RWQCB requirements.
Once the proposal is approved and the preliminary assessnent
completed, a technical report summarizing site related
activities , conclusions and recommendations must be submitted
to this office and the RWQCB. All reports and proposals must be
submitted under seal of a California-Certified Engineering
Geologist, - Registered Geologist, or - Registered Civil
Engineer.
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Mr. Randy Stevens

RE: Former Beacon SS#0574
22315 Redwood Rd.

Castro Valley

October 27, 1989

Page 3 of 3

As was stated previously, please submit your summary report and
supporting documents by November 14, 1989. Should you have any
questions, please contact the undersigned at 415/271-4320

-

Sincefely,

ery
azardeus Materials Specialist

S0S:mam

cc: Rafat A. Shahid, Assistant Agency Director, Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health

Howard Hatayama, DHS

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer and
Environmental Protection Division

Mark Thompson, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer
and Environmental Protection Division

Mike Hood, Alameda County Building and Inspection Dept.

Lester Feldman, RWQCB

Bob Bohman, Castro Valley Fire Dept.

Files
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BEAC®
"b‘ An Ultramar Company

525 WEST THIRD STREET = HANFCRD, CA 93230 = (209} 552-0241

QOctober 5, 1987

Mr. Ted Gerow

Alameda County

Environmental Health Department
470 — 27th Street, 3rd Floor
Qakland, California 94612

RE: Former Station #574
22315 Redwood Road
Castro Valley, CA

Dear Mr. Gerow:

At the request of Bill Wagner, 1 am forwarding a copy of the "Unauthorized Release”
form (original mailed to you 8/28/87) and copies of the "Certificates of Disposal" issued
by H & H Ship Service Company, denoting the disposition of the tanks which were
removed from the site.

Please feel free to call me at 209/583-3247 if you should require anything further.
Very truly yours,

BEAC ON OIL COMPANY

Beverljir J. Long
Environmental Coordinator

BJLs1 B 69@7&/@ mz#éb&
Enclosure.é S @ﬁ/f féf W!)f
wﬁm ﬂ//
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INSTRUCTIONS

nobox titied "EMEREERCY®, indicate whether emeryency response personnel

and equimient were inovolved ai any time. [¥ so, a Hazardous Material
i*t1ﬂent HLport hoald be filed with the State 0ffice of Emergency
Services (DERY at 2800 Meadowview Road, Sacramesto, [A 95832, (Copies of
the OFES repﬂrk form may be obtatnped at your Jocal underground tank
permitting agency, Indicate whether the I8 report Ras been filed as of
tha date of this report,

In space provided, enter state tank 1D number 1F known. Stale 1D numhers
have Deen assigned o all tanks that are on file with the State Water

kasources Control Board. tnter today's date in the box titled "Report Date*.

toter local and Regiona! Hater Quality Control Board case numbers §f
krpwn, Enater the U5 EPA faciltity number if applicable,

REPURTED &Y

Inter your nane, telepbone number aod address. Indicate which party you

represent, and provide company or agency name,

RESPONSIBLE PARTY

tnter the name, telephone number, contact perscsn, and address of the
party responsibie for the leak, or mark unknawn, For tank leaks, the
rasponsible party wowld normally be the tank owner,

SITEL LOCATION

Enter information regarding the tank facility and surrcunding area. If &
known task or fecility is not invoived, enter general location of the
contanination sife as best possibie; j.e.. street, L1ty, county, zip,
tross strest, and type of area.

IMPLEMERT ING AGENCIES

nter namas of the local agency, Regiona? Board and/or Toxic Substances
Control Divisian {TSLD} regional office invelved and a contact person and
teiephons number For each.

SUBSTANCES INVOLVED

Enter the CAS number{s) {if known}, name{s), and quantities lost of ail
hazardous ssbstasces invoived. Attach an extrs sheet if more than two
suybstances are iavelved. fBe as specific as possible.

BISCOVERY/ABATEMENT

PFrovide information regarding the discovery and abatement of the
discharge, More than onre box may be checked in the sections titled "How
Piscovered” and "Method Used To Stop Discharga" if appropriate,

Indicate sourteis} of discharge. Provide details on tenk age; capactiy
gnd material i a tank is involved. Check Lox{es) indicating cause of
discharge, More than one box may be checked 1f appropriate.

S, RESOURGES AFFECTED/AT RISK

In section titled "RESOURCES AFFECTED® indicate whether any of the
respurces 1isted have bzen affected [*YES*:, will net be affected {"NG"),
or may be affected ("THREATENED®) by the release. Check "UHKNOWN" if
unsure of the status of a resource. Specify any unlisted resources which
are, or may be, invelved under “OTHER"., The same instructicns apply to
the section titied "WATER SUPPLIES AFFECTED." Give the number of water
wzlls affected or thredtened, 1¥ known, Provide the name of the ground-
witer basin underlying the site, if known, in the space provided.

10, COMMENTS
Use this space to elzhorate on any aspects of the incident, Comments on
cieahup work or planning or related investigations shouwld be reported on
4 separate Qleanup Tracking Report,

L. SIGNATURE

Sign the form in the space provided.

QISTRIBUTION

Hand deliver or mail copies of the form as follows:
1} Originat - Local Agency 3} Regional Water Quality
Cantral Board

2} State Water Resources 4} Toxic Substances Centeol
Control Board ) Hyision
MHyision-of Water Quality Underground Tank Program
Underground Tank Program 7147744 P Street
P, D. Box 100 Sacramento, CA 95814
Sacramentn, CA 95301
5)  Owner/responsible party
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= oATE = May 21, 1987
OUR INVOICE HO. 587106
OUR JOB NO. 5148
&5 CUSTOMER'S REFERENCES
i PO NOD. 64375
SHIP SERVICE COMBANY TERMS: CASH JOB NO.

w, J. HARRIS

Beacon
525 - W. 3rd Street
Hanford, California 93230

Furnished necessary labor, material and equipment to
pick up, clean and dispose of one (1) 8,000 Gals.,
one (1) 7,000 Gals., two {(2) 5,000 Gals. and cne (1)
550 Gals. Tanks as directed.

wWork started 5/5/87, Station #574, Castro valley.
Work completed 5/8/87, Richmond, California.

Transportation (12 Hours 865.00) $ 780.00
Disposal of Tanks (1-£,000 Gals. 21,000.00) 1,000.00
{1~7,000 Gals. €1,000.00) . 1,000.00

{2-5,0800 Gals. £750.00) 1,500.00

{1-550 Gals. 2500.00) 500.00

Tolls i 24.00
TOTAL, INVOICE $4,804.00

220 CHINA BASIN, P.O. BOX 77363 « SAN FHANCISCO, CA 94107 « DAY AND NIGHT: (415) 543-4835

-




H 220 CHINA BASIN, P.0. BOX 77363 - SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107 - DAY AND NIGHT: 543-4835

axIP SEAVICE COMPANY

. ¢

W. J. HAR» '

CERTIFICATE OF DISPOSAL

8 MAY 1987

H & H Ship Service Company hereby certifies to BEACON
that:

1. The storage tank(s) removed from the DEACCH STATION, 574

facility at 22315 pECWOCD ROAD

CASTRO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA
~ (address)

were transported to H & H Ship Service Company, 220 China Basin Street,
San Francisco, California 94107.

2. The following tank(s), H € H Job Number: 5198 .
have been steam cleaned, cut with approximately 2' X 2" holes, rendered

harmless and disposed of as scrap metal.

3, Disposal site:_LEVIN METALS CORPORATION, RICHMOND, CALTFORNIA

4. The foregoing method of destruction/disposal is suitable for the
materials involved, and fully camplies with all applicable regulatory
and permit requirements.

5.  Should you require further information, please call (415) 5u3-u835.

Very Truly Yours,
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April 1, 1987

Mr. Ted Gerow
Alameda County Environmental Health Department

470 - 27th Street, Room 324
Oakland, California 94612

RE: - Statien-#57%. .
. Castra Vallay, CA

Dear Mr. Gerow:

prepaecs 1o remove all of the underground storage tanks {two 5M gallon, one
™ gallon, one SMgallon and one 550 gallon) and the related piping at the above
referenced service station site.

A permit to perform the work will be obtained from the Castro Valley Fire
Department by the contractor, Dan Brenton Construction, 2634 Pacer Lane, San Jose, CA,
(408) 226-1920. Soil samples will be obtained from each tank pit and soil analyses results
will be forwarded to your office.

If you should require anything further, please contact me immediately at
209/583-3247.

Very truly yours,

BEACON OIL COMPANY

Beverly J. Long
Environmental Coordinator

BJL:slh





