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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Sent:  Thursday, August 30, 2007 9:26 AM

To: 'frank goldman'

Subject: RE: Sampling for inorganics and other water quality parameters

Frank: | have reviewed the 8/15/07 Groundwater Monitoring Report for the Chun property and your request to run
additional laboratory methods to determine if natural attenuation is occurring at the site and aiso to determine
water quality. The latter information will be used to propose cleanup standards for groundwater. Your proposal is
approved on a one time basis. PS, as mentioned previously, 1 will no longer be the case worker for the site and it
has yet to be reassigned. Future questions should be directed to Donna Drogos, LOP Supervisor, at 510-567-
6721.

Sincerely

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Envircnmental Health
510-567-6765

From: frank goldman [mailto:figoldmanchg@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2007 11:42 AM

To: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Subject: Sampling for inorganics and other water quality parameters

Bammey;

background water quality and natural attenuation processes.
Please see my latest groundwater monitoring report in Geotracker and let me know if you concur.

Thanks, Frank

Park yourself in front of a world of choices in alternative vehicles.
Visit the Yahoo! Auto Green Center.

8/30/2007
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Wayne Chun b,

Attorney in Fact

Bill Chun Service Station
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Remediation of Bill Chun Service Statiqn

Dear Mr. Chun:

Thank you for your recent call. It is good to know the actual clean-up is soon to begin.
Please continue to keep me posted on progress and let me know if I can help you in any
way. We all look forward to the day the property is remediated and available for use.

One point T do want to emphasize again and one we have discussed is the historic value
of the building. Because of its status as a historic structure, it is protected and nothing can
be done (alteration, moving, etc.) without CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act)
review and hearing by the local Alameda Historical Advisory Board (HAB). Alameda
Planning & Building Director Cathy Woodbury recently stated the following regarding
the service station:

“Please be advised that any alteration, including removal of canopy piers, deconstruction or
relocation of the building is subject to CEQA review, as well as HAB approval because of the
building's status as a contributing structure to the Park Street Historic Commercial District.
While an EIR would certainly be required for demolition, an analysis of the impacts of other
options and potential mitigations would be necessary to determine the leve]l of CEQA review
required. Per CEQA Guidelines, "A substantial adverse change in the significance of an
historical resource is defined as physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of the resource would be
materially impaired.

There are penalties associated with altering historic properties in Alameda without going
through the formal process. Often, the property will have a “no-development” status
attached to it for several years, a situation I know you do not want. You will likely want
to reemphasize this with your consultants. I have taken the liberty of cc’ing them on this
letter to reinforce the point.

Development Services Deparement

950 West Mall Square

Alameda, California 94501-7552

510.749.5800 » Fax 510.749.5808 « TDD 510.522.7538
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Wayne Chun . ' . October 3, 2006
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Again, thank you for your efforts on this property. It will be a great service to both the
community of Alameda and your family when the property is remediated.

Sincerely, =
A

.\\ *

Sue' G. Russell
Economic Development Coordinator

SGR:rv
cC:

Mark Lofton
Lofton Associates
1990 Bradshire Dr.
Mobile, AL 36695

Frank Goldman
P O Box 59
Sonoma, CA 95476

Carolyn Fong
711 East Hermosa Dr.
San Gabriel, CA 91775

\/ Barney Chan
Alameda County .
Department of Environmental Health
" 1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy
Alameda, CA 94502

Cathy Woodbury, Director '

City of Alameda Planning & Building Department

2263 Santa Clara Ave., Room 120 .

Alameda, CA 94501 ' )

Andrew Thomas, Planning Services Manager
City of Alameda Planning Department

2263 Santa Clara Ave., Room 120

Alameda, CA 94501

GABUSASSOCABIl Chun Service Station'10-3-00 letter.doc
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" David Brandt, Assistant City Manager
City of Alameda

2263 Santa Clara Ave., Room 320
Alameda, CA 94501

GABUSASSOC\BIN Chun Service Station\10-3-06 letter.doc




JUN-27-2006 TUE 08:50 AM CIKOF ALAMEDA DSD FAX NG, 51069 6808 P

CITY OF ALAMEDA

Business Development Division

950 West Mall Square, Room 215
Alameda, CA 94501
(510) 749-5800
Fax: (510) 740-5808

Fax Transmission Cover Sheet

Date: 6/27/06
To: Barney Chan
Fax: 510 337-9335
Re: Bill Chun Service Station

Sender: Sue G. Russsll Telephone: 510 748-5834

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 3 PAGES(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU
DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL (510) 749-5800.

NOTICE: This massage is intended only for the use of tha individual or entity to which it is addresaed
and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use,
disgemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. | you have
received this eornmunication in error, please notify us immadiately.

COMMENTS: . |
Barney — please listen to my related voice mail

and call me when you have an opportunity. Thanks.

S\Forme\Faxforn 'b; ;__ l oF ‘Sq

01




JUN-27-2006 TUE 08:50 AM CI&OF ALAMEDA DSD FAX NO. 510 39 6808 P, 02

’

Franklin J. Goldman, CHG
Environmental and Hydrogeological Consuiting
PO Box 59, Sonoma, CA 95476

Phonae: (707) 235-9979
figoldmanchg@yahoe.com

May 06, 2006

Dorene Soto Telephone: (510) 749-5820
Manager, Business Development Division FAX. (510) 749-5808
Development Services Department dsoto@ci.alameda.ca.us
950 West Mall Square

Alameda, CA 94501-7552

T
Subject: Remedial Action or Gasoline Contamination in the Vicinity of the Kiosk
@ 2301 SANTA CLARA AVENUE, ALAMERA, CA 84501

Dear Ms, Soto:

| appreciated your input during our recent meeting at your offices regarding the '
former Chun Service Station remediation. As discussed, the estimated costs for the
shallow soil vapor extraction phase of the project were notincluded in the remediation
costs presented during our meeting. Although soil vapor extracticn is included in the
County approved Remedial Action Plan (RAP), it was not inciuded in this initial phase
of remediation. Before initiation of the vapor exiraction activities, we plan to
determine what fevel of progress we can attain with groundwater extraction and
periodic vapar extraction through the six (6) existing dual-phase extraction wells at the
site. Successful remediation efforts using these existing wells will help establish the
number, construction, and location of the additional vapor extraction wells which will
be required across the site to capture contaminants that have moved laterally away
from the tank excavation area. Therefore, the vapor extraction will be conducted in
two phases.

Initially, the six (6) existing dual phase groundwater/vapor extraction wells will be
used for vapor extraction after a short duration of groundwater extraction and
treatment. These well locations were chosen due to their proximity to the highest
concentrations of contaminants of concern (COCs) identified in soil and
groundwater at the site. After we receive some feedback, in the field, from the
vapor extraction of these six wells, the information obtained will help us identify
the best locations to install a limited number of additional vapor wells in the few
isolated locations where high concentrations will likely still exist in shallow soiis.
Some of these additional vapor extraction wells are expected to be located in, and
around, the existing Kiosk and attached awning. Based upon the recent subsurface
investigations perfermed on the Towata Flowers site, it is abundantly clear that
subsurface soils beneath and around these old building structures are underlain by
loose fill soils and rubble which have a tendency to harbor high concentrations of
hydrocarbon contaminants. Given this scenario, and the fact that vapor extraction
pilot testing has demonstrated that the radius of influence of vapor extraction wells
onsite will have only a fifteen (15) foot diameter (e.g. this is only an estimate due to
the heterogeneous soils identified onsite), vapor extraction wells will have to be
placed in, and around, the location of the existing kiosk and attached awning.

05-06-2006 Remedial Action at Existing Kiosk & Awning for Chun Fage 1 of 2
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05-06-2006 Indoor Air Vapor and Soil Gas Sampling for Chun Page 2 of 2

The costs for the initiation of the vapor extraction from the six {B6) existing vapor
wells as well as the installation of an additional eight {8) shallow vapor extraction
wells (i.e. believed to be the minimum, yet most likely number of new wells
necessary to attain the goals of the project) will be provided along with the
additional tosts associated with removal of the kiesk and awning structures,

It is imperative that the secondary contamination that exists beneath these existing
structures be remediated.

It is my belief that a human health risk assessment for the workers in the adjacent
flower shop and/or the residents of the second floor, will indicate an unacceptable
health risk due to exposure to carcinogenic contaminants. In addition, such
contaminant concentrations beneath these structures will need to be verified after
remediatioh to confirm that the risk has been reduced to acceptable values.

Use of remote access drilling rigs to install vapor extraction wells and post cleanup
investigatory soil borings would likely physically damage the existing structure due to
its unique design and layout. For instance, the door to the kiosk is very narrow and
there is virtually no room in which to maneuver heavy equipment inside. Furthermore,
the mere logistics of moving remediation equipment on the limited plot space
available at this site also places the existing structure in jeopardy of being damaged
inadvertently.

Finally, it is my opinion that it would be inappropriate to sacrifice the health of
workers and residents for a historical monument.

If anyone is honestly concerned about this historical structure, they will make sure
that it is properly dismantled and removed from the site altogether to protect it
from further deterioration.

If you have any questions, please call me.

Sincerely,

L™ g
Franklin J. Goldman
Certified Hydrogeologist No. 466

05-06-2006 Remedial Action at Existing Kiosk & Awning for Chun Page 2 of 2
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April 26, 2006 &,

Mr. Barney Chan, Hazardous Materials Specialist o ;.
Alameda County Health Agency h L
Division of Environmental Protection, Dept. of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2* Fl,, T
Alameda, CA 94502 T

Dear Mt. Chan:
W .

We thank you and Ariu Levi for meeting with us, along with Sue Russell, Dorene Soto, Mr.
& Mrs. Fong and our consultant, Frank Goldman at the Alameda City Development
Services Department conference room on Tuesday, April 18, 2006 to discuss the issues
regarding the clean-up of the property at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA. As we
stated at the meeting, my mother and I are committed to continue the process of
environmental cleanup to completion. As we have in the past 15 years, we will continue to
commit our resources and all reimbursements from the State to proceed with each phase of
the clean up and to comply with the requirements and requests by the Alameda County
Environmental Health Services (ACEHS),

We also take direction for the clean-up activities through the contracted Consultants, which
are the environmental clean up experts, to help us determine the correct course of action
that complies with the ACEHS and the Alameda City government. Other vendors may be
used to assist in the clean up activities for drilling, wastewater removal and other non-
technical tasks.

We are currently taking steps to rectify the out-of-compliance issues that were stated in the
Feb. 2, 2006 letter from the Department of Environmental of Alameda County. The
remittance to Clean 20 service in the amount of $43,131.55 was sent on April 25, 2005.
Plcase send all future mailings to Wayne Chun, 265 Heron Drive, Pittsburg, CA 94565.
Sincerely,

Lily Chun, Property O\%r

Wayne Chun, Attorney in Fact

Ce: Sue Russell, Alameda Development Services Dept.
Carolyn Fong, daughter of Lily Chun
Frank Goldman, Consultant




Date; ] Statement Q/%
Tuesday 18" April 2006 Number: | 060418/151
Bill to: Lily Chun Remit to: Clean H20 Services, Inc.
c/fo Wayne Chun 15906 Heatherdale.
265 Heron Drive Houston, TX 77059
Pittsburg, CA 94565
Attn: W. Chun
Your ' Return Fax:
P.O. No. | LNA - 02001 281-480-3087
Terms: | Net 30 Days Return emaily ctyrie@houston.rr.com
To
Invoice # Date Transaction Amount Balance
0506614/101 | 6/22/05 | 50% of Contract Price 1 $41,370.00. 0.00
0506614/102 | 11/8/05 | 35% of Contract Price $28,740.00. $28.740.00.
0506614/102 | 1/8/06 1 2% Interest for late Payment $431.10. $29,171.10.
0506614/102 | 2/8/06 | 1 1% Interest for late Payment $437.57. $29,608.66.
0506614/102 | 3/8/06 1 %% Interest for late Payment $444.13. $30,050.79.
0506614/102 | 4/8/06 | 1 A% Interest for late Payment $450.76. $30,501.55. *
0506614/103 | 4/18/06 | Final 15% due scheduled delivery plus | $12,630.00. ** | $43,131.55.
30days on site has been exceeded.

» *Invoice 0506614/102 plus late payments ($30,501.55) due on receipt of this statement.
e **Invoice 0506614/103 due 30days from date of invoice.

Original Contract terms from Clean H20 Services were:

50% of Contract Price payable on receipt of Instructions to Proceed.
35% of Contract price to be paid on Notification that equipment was ready for delivery to site.
15% of Contract Price to be paid on completion of installation of trailer at site.

Sincerely

ce-"’w

Colin C. Tyrie

Clean H20 Services Inc.

Office Phone: 281-480-3087 = Shop Phone: 281-333-6000 e Fax: 281-480-3087

15906 Heatherdale Drive e Houston, Texas 77059

www.cleanh2oservices.com
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Wayne Chun
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Payment Summary

Page 1 of 2

aaim No:

1147
Request No: 13

Claimant: LILY CHUN
Reviewer: Abdul Karim Yusufzai

Region: 2 Date: 03/29/2006
invoice invaice Amount Eligible Foot
No. Date Requested Eligible Third Party Pending ineligibie | Notes

1 12117104 8,088.00 8,088.00 0.00 Pursuant to a letter dated February 2, 2008, we have received
from the Departmeant of Environmental of Alameda County, the
site is out of compiiance and its non-compliance case has been
referrad to the County District Attorney for possible enforcement
actior. Please contact the Counly and resolve the outstanding
issues with County. Therefore, review of this claim is held pending
receipt of a compliance letter from the County.

2 01/30/03 4,800.00 4,800.00 0.00

3 12/18/02 2.043.37 2,043.37 0.00

4 1112103 2,241.00 2,241.00 0.00

5 08/05/04 3,440.00 3,440.00 0.00

B 07117104 4,755.00 4,755.00 0.00

7 1014104 3.421.00 3,421.00 0.00

8 1215104 3,440.00 3,440.00 0.00

g9 12117104 4,755.00 4,755.00 0.00

10 02/15/05 1,500.00 1,500.00 0.00

11 02/23/05 29,645.00 29,645.00 0.00

12 03/20/05 3,859.00 3,859.00 0.00

13 04/21/05 4,719.00 4,719.00 0.00

14 05/11/05 4,860.00 4.860.00 0.00

15 06/30/05 800.00 600.00 0.00

Sect. 1/2 Subtotals: 82,166.37 82,166.37 ¢.00
Section 2812.1.(b) requires three hids for any work after December 2nd, 1991, or cost eligibility may be comprbmlsed.

Page 1 of 2
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Payment Summary

Claim No: 7147
Request Na: 13

Page 2of2

Reviewer: Abdul Karim Yusufzai

Region: 2 Date: 03/29/2006
Invoice | Invoice Amount Eligible Foot
No, Date Requested Eligible | Third Party Pending Ineligible | HNotes Comments
1 Q50814/101 (7/22/05 41,370.00 41,370.00 0.00
2 07/14/05 4,884.00 4,8684.00 0.00
3 05188-E 08/25/05 11178 1,101.78 0.00
4 A-0022060Q 08/30/05 2,310.00 231009 3.00
5 Q7M18ICh 14,822.00 14,822.00 0.00
G 09/03/05 185.00 185.00 0.00
7 12/06/05 3.662.00 3,662.00 0.00
8 2024 | 10/14/05 3,200.00 3,200.00 0.00
9 10/28/09 4,690.00 4,690.00 Q.00
10 5L01010 12/02/05 2,772.00 2,772.00 0.00
11 12/28/05 20,000.00 20,000.00 0.00
12 12/05/05 4,396.00 4,396.00 0.00
13 6A31001 | 01/31/08 1625.00 1.625.00 a.00
14 GO130E | 01/26/06 3,510.00 3,510.00 0.00
15 01/31/06 23,450.00 23,450.00 .00
Sect. 272 Subtotals: 214,144.15 214,144.15 0.00
_ Eligible
Eligible Third Party
Previous Reimbursement Totals: 320,988.43 0.00
Current Reimbursement:
B New Reimbursement Totals:  320,988.43 0.00 | &— E::'m“;::f?e:f:s"‘:f rward to the 2 Zﬁ?{’,ﬁ:,d;:;?;;l::f columne.
FOOTNQTES

Section 2812.1.(b) requires thr

¢@ bids for any work after December 2nd, 1991, or cost eligibility may be compromised.

Page 2 of 2
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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Page 1 of 1

From: Chan, Barney, Env, Health

Sent:  Thursday, January 12, 2006 10:11 AM

To: Sue Russell; 'dsoto@ci.alameda.ca.us’

Cc: Drogos, Donna, Env. Health; Levi, Ariu, Env. Health
Subject: Bill Chun site, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda

It was nice to mest you this moming. | have provided you the contact info for Mr. Mark Lofton, the remediation
expert for the Bill Chun site. He will be able to give you an estimate for remediation costs. Mr. Frank Goldman
will be able to give you an estimate of the the investigation costs/groundwater monitoring and reporting.

Mark Lofton,

Lofton Associates

1990 Bradshire Dr.

Mobile, AL 3665

(251) 634-1960

e mail : mloftin@comcast.net

Frank Goldman

P.O. Box 59

Sonoma, CA 95476
figoldmanchg@yahoo.com

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
510-567-6765

1/12/2006




¢4 ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Aiameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
August 12, 2005 FAX {510) 337-9335

Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun
740 Canterbury Ave.
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Alameda County Environmental staff has reviewed the case file for the subject site including the
July 10, 2005 subsurface investigation report by Mr. Frank Goldman. The investigation was
performed to determine the extent of soil and groundwater contamination emanating from the
subject site. We concur with the report, that is, it appears that fuel contaminants have migrated
off-site by either groundwater gradient flow and/or by preferential pathways. We request that you
address the following technical comments, perform the proposed work, and send us the technical
reports requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. The installation of six boreholes and seven monitoring wells is consistent with your proposed
work plan and the County’s 4/19/05 work plan approval letter. It-appears that wells installed
were justified in order to determine the extent of the petroleum plume and their construction
consistent with the hydropunch and boring log results.

2. The off-site wells should be included in the current semi-annual monitoring well program. It
is important that a baseline monitoring event occur prior to initiating remediation to verify
existing conditions and to clarify the groundwater flow regime, on and off-site. Please
provide your monitoring report according to the schedule below. After remediation is started -
at the site, we request that you submit quarterly groundwater monitoring reports and include
an update as to the progress and data achieved during the past quarter.

3. As previously requested, please provide a work plan for soil vapor sampling, now that the
extent of the plume and the areas impacted have been determined. Please submit your
work plan as requested below. '

4. Geotracker EDF Submittals - A review of the case file and the State Water Resources
Control Board's (SWRCB) Geotracker website indicate that electronic copies of analytical
data have not been submitted for your site. Pursuant to CCR Sections 2729 and 2729.1,
beginning September 1, 2001, all analytical data, including monitoring well samples,
submitted in a report to a regulatory agency as part of the LUFT program, must be
transmitted electronically to the SWRCB Geofracker website via the internet. Additionally,
beginning January 1, 2002, all permanent monitoring points utilized to collect groundwater
samples (i.e. monitoring wells) and submitted in a report to a regulatory agency, must be
surveyed (top of casing) to mean sea level and latitude and longitude accurate to within 1-
meter accuracy, using NAD 83, and iransmitted electronically to the SWRCB Geotracker



Mr. Wayne and Ms. Lily Chun
August 12, 2005, Page 2

website. Beginning July 1, 2005, electronic submittal of a complete copy of all reports is
required in Geotracker (in PDF format). In order to remain in regulatory compliance, please
upload all analytical data (collected on or after September 1, 2001), to the SWRCPB's
Geotracker database website in accordance with the above-cited regulation. Please perform
the electronic submittals for applicable data and submit verification to this Agency by
September 13, 2005.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

Please submit technical reports to Alameda County Environmental Health according to the
following schedule:

+ September 13, 2005 — Groundwater Monitoring report and work plan for soil vapor
sampling.

These reports are being requested pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section
25296.10. 23 CCR Sections 2652 through 2654, and 2721 through 2728 outline the
responsibilities of a responsible party in response to an unauthorized release from a petroleum
UST system, and require your compliance with this request.

ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL OF REPORTS

ACEH's Environmental Cleanup Oversight Programs (LOP and SLIC) now request submission of
reports in electronic form. The electronic copy is intended to replace the need for a paper copy
and is expected to 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 Instructions.” 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. 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
monitoring wells, and other data to the Geotracker database over the Intemnet.  Please visit the
State Water Resources Control Board for more information on these requirements

(http://www .swrgb.ca.gov/ust/cleanup/electronic_reporting).

PERJURY STATEMENT

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



Mr. Wayne and Ms. Lily Chun
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PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONSIRECOMMm)ATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that
work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or engineering
evaluations and/or judgments be perfermed under the direction of an appropriately registered or
certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a valid technical report, you are to
present site specific data, data interpretations, and recommendations prepared by an
appropriately licensed professional and include the professional registration stamp, signature,
and statement of professional certification. Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted
for this fuel leak case meet this requirement.

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

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

AGENCY OVERSIGHT

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

If you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure: ACEH Elecfronic Report Upload (ftp) Instructions

cc; files, D. Drogos
Mr. F. Goldman, P.O. Box 59, Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. M. Loftin, Loftin & Associates, 1990 Bradshire Drive, Mobile, AL 36695
Ms. S. Knieriem, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 | St., Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Ms. 8. Torrence, Alameda County DA Office
Ms. Leslie Little, Development Services Dept., 950 West Mall Square, Alameda, CA 94501

8 10_05 2301 Santa Clara
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HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

April 19, 2005 : 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suile 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

0} 567-6700
Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun E:TX)(SS; 27307_9335

740 Canterbury Ave,
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:

Subject: Fuel Leak Ca 01 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Alameda County Environmental staif has reviewed the case file for the subject site including the
March 31, 2005 Workplan for the Installation of Three (3) Groundwater Monitoring Wells and
Excavation of Six (6) Soil Borings from Frank Goldman: As you are aware, the work plan
responds to the agency’s February 15, 2005 letter. Our office acknowledges that the lack of
information regarding subsurface conduits (which may or may not intercept the hydrocarbon
plume) and off-site welis should not delay the plume definition investigation. We agree that a
work plan addendum should be provided if additional relevant information is obtained. We
request that you address the following technical comments when performing the proposed work
at your site and submit the technicat report requested below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. While drilling the six (6) boreholes proposed to define the extent of the petroleum plume,
we recommend that the observations from your continuous log of the borehole be used to
sample at least two depth discrete groundwater samples. Areas of potential sampling
would be those with noticeable hydrocarbon impact or where a second water- bearing
zone is observed. Therefore, a minimum of two soil and two water samples should be
coliected from each of the six boreholes for chemical analysis. As it appears that the
release did not contain MTBE, soil and water samples should be run for TPHg, BTEX and
the lead scavengers, EDB and EDC.

2. The information from the above investigation should be used to determine the location
and construction of the proposed monitoring wells. Please confirm the locations and
construction of monitoring wells (preferably by e mail} prior to their installation. If
necessary, a mobile laboratory or expedited laboratory analysis may be used to avoid a
second field mobilization.

3. Woe concur that the location(s) of scil vapor sampling should be determlned after the
completion of the above investigation. Please provide your sampling plan as requested
below.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST
Please submit the following technical report according to the fol'lowing schedule:

» June 20, 2005- Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report and work plan for soil vapor
sampling.




April 19, 2005
Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun
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AGENCY OVERSIGHT

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

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

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

PERJURY STATEMENT AND PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to this office must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the following:

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

This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized representative of your company.
Please include a cover letter satisfying these requirements with all future reports and technical
documents submitted for this fuel leak case. :

If you have any questions, please contact me at (510) 567-6765.

Sincerely,

oy e

Barney M. Ghan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos
Mr. F. Goldman, P.O. Box 59, Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. M. Loftin, Loftin & Associates, 1990 Bradshire Drive, Mobile, AL 36695
Ms. S. Knieriem, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 | St., Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Ms. 8. Torrence, Alameda County DA Office
Ms. Leslie Little, Development Services Dept., 950 West Mall Square, Alameda, CA 94501
418_05 2301 Santa Clara Ave
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LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, INC. PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE MARCH 25, 2005
FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., ALAMEDA, CA.
2004 [ 2605
1a-Lec | 18-Dec | 20-Dec | 25-Dec | 27-Cec| 1-Jan | 3-Jan [8-Jan| 10-Jan | 15-Jan { 17-Jan 22-Jan | 24-Jan | 28-Jan | 31-Jan | 5-Feb | 7-Feb | t2-Feb] 14-Feb

Task Descrigiion

East Bay MUD Waslewaier Discharge Permit Process

Prepare GW Pumping and Trealing System Cost Estimate

Prepare GWET Elacirical Systam Plan Check Drawings
Purchase GW Pumping and Treating System Equipment

Cily of Atameda Fire and Electrical Plan Check Permit Process

Comsiruct GW Pumping and Treating System

Conlractor Demtition and Trenching Job Walk

Award Demg/Trenching Contract

Site Demolition / Well Piping Installation

GWPT insiallation, connactions and pre-start-up chacks

GWPT S$tart-up and Operation Testing

Mormgl GWPT System Operation

Minor GWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

[Major GWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Vapor Exiraction Systern Testing/Operalion {Portabie System)

NOTES:




LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, INC. PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE MARCH 25, 2005

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE,, ALAMEDA, CA,

Task Description T9-Fob | 21-Fab | 26-Feb | 26-reb] 5-Mar T-AGr | 4-ADr | G-Apr | 11-Apr | 16-Apr | 1B-Apr | Z3-Apr

East Bay MUD Wastewater Discharge Pemmit Process

Prepare GW Pumping and Treating Syslem Cost Estimate

Prepare GWPT Electrical Systern Plan Check Drawings
Purchase Gw Pumping and Treating System Equipment

City of Alameda Fire and Elgctrical Pian Check Permit Process
Conatruct GW Pumping and Treating System
Contractar Demplition and Trenching Job Walk

Award Demo/Trenching Contract

Site Demglition / Well Piping nstallation
GWPT instalfation, canneclions and pre-start-up chegks.

GWPT Start-up and Operation Testing

Normal GWPT System Operation

Minor GWPT Sysiem Shutdown Maitenance Checking
[Major GWPT Systern Shutdown Maintenance Checking

| Vapor Extraction System Testing/Cparalion {Portable Systern}

NOTES!




LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, INC,

PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., ALAMEDA, CA.

MARCH 25, 2005

Task Dascription

Z-S-Apr

30-Apr

2-May | 7-May [ 9-May | 14-May | 16-May| 21-May | 23-May

T5Nay

30-May

4-Jun

8-Jun

11-Jun

13- Jun

18-Jun

20-Jun

25-Jun

27-Jun

|East Bay MUD ¥ Discharge Permit Pracess

Prepare GW Pumping and Trealing Systern Cost Estimate

Prepare GWPT Etectrical System Plan Check Orawings

Purchase GW Pumping and Treating System Equipment
City of Alameda Fire and Elecirical Plan Check Permit Process

Consiruct GW Purmping and Trealing Systen

Coniractor Demolition and Treaching Job Walk . b

Award Demo/Trenching Contract

Site Demlition / Wedl Piping Ir ion

GWPT installation, connections and pre-start-up checks

GWPT Siart-up and Operation Testing

Narmal GWPT Systam Qperatian

Minor GWPT Sysiem Shuldown Maintenance Checking

|Major GWPT Systern Shutdown Maintenance Checking
[vapor Extraction System Testing/Operation {Porlable Systern)

NOTES:




LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, ING. PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE MARCH 25, 2005

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., ALAMEDA, CA.

Task Description 2-Jul 4-Jul G-Jul | 11-Jul { i6-Jui | 18-Jul | 23-Jul | 25-Jul | 30-Jul | 1-Aug | &-Aug | B-Aug { 13-Aug | 15-Aug | 20-Aug | 22-Aug | 27-Aug | 28-Aug 3-5ep

East Bay MUD W, Bischarge Permit Process

Prepare GW Pumping and Treating Systern Cost Estimate
Fropare GWET Etectrical Systam Plan Check Drawings

Purchase GW Pumping and Treating System Equipment
City of Alameda Fire and Electrical Plan Check Permit Process

Construcl GW Pumping and Treating Sysiem

Contractor Demalition and Trenching Job Walk

Award Demo/Trenching Contract

Site Dernolition / Well Piping Installation

GWPFTY inslallation, connactions and pre-start-up chacks
GWPT Start-up and Operation Testing

Nermal GWPT System Operatien

|Minor GWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Major SWFT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Vapor Exfraction System Tesling/Operation [Porable System)

NOTES:




LOFTIN ASSQCIATES, INC.

PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., ALAMEDA, CA.

MARCH 25, 2005

Task Description

T0.-Gep | 12-9ep | 17-5ep ]| 19-58p | 245ep | 26-oep | t-Oct

3-Oct

10-0ct

15-Oct

17-Oct

22-Oct

24-0ct

29-0ct

Easl Bay MUD Wastewaler Bischarge Permit Process

Prepare GW Pumping and Treating System Cost Estimate

Prepare GWPT Elecirical System Pian Check Drawings

Purchase GW Pumping and Trealing System Equipment

ity of Alamada Fire and Electrical Plan Check Permit Pracess

Canstruct GW Pumping and Treating System

Contractor Demelition ang Trenching Job Walk

Award Demo/Tranching Confract

Site Demplition / Well Piping Instaliation
GWPT installation, connections and pra-stan-up checks

GWPT Start-up and Operation Testin

Normal GWPT Systermn Cperation

Minor GWET System Shuldawn Mairitenance Checking

|Major GWPT System Shutdown Mainienance Checking

r Extraction System Testing/Operation (Portatle Systam}

NOTES:




LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, INC. PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE MARCH 25, 2005

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., AL AMEDA, CA. .

Task Description 31-Oct 5-Nav 7-Nov 12-Nov | 14-Nov | 19-Nov | 21-Mov ]| 26-Nov | 2B-Nav 3-Dec 5-Dec 10-Dec | 12-Dec | 17-Dec { 19-Dec | 24-Dac

Easi Bay MUD Wastewater Discharge Permil Process
Prepare GW Pumping and Treating Systern Cost Estimate

Prepare GWPT Electrical System Plan Check Drawings
Purchase GW Pumping and Trealing Sysiem Equipment

City of Alameda Fire gnd Electrical Plan Check Permit Process

Construcl GW Pumping and Treating System

Contractor Damalition and Tranching Job Walk

Award Demo/Trenching Contract

Site Bemelition / Well Piping Instaliation

GWPT installation, connections and pre-stant-up checks

GWPT Start-up and Operation Testin,

Narrmal GWPT Systern Operation

Minor SWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Major GWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Vapor Exiraction System Testing/Operation (Portable Systern)

NOTES:




LOFTIN ASSOCIATES, ING.

PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE

FORMER BILL CHUN SERVICE STATION
SANTA CLARA AVE., ALAMEDA, CA.

Task Description

26-Dec

31-Dec

|Easi Bay MUD Wastewater Discharge Permit Process

Prepare GW Purnping and Trealing System Cost Estimate

Prapare GWPT Electrical System Plan Check Drawings

Purchase SwW Pumping and Treating Systern Equipment

City of Alameda Fire and Electrical Plan Check Permit Process

Construct GW Pumping and Treating System

Cantractor Demolition and Trenching Job Walk

Award Demo/Tranching Contract

Sile Demeiition / Well Piping Installation

GWPT instaliation, connections and pre-starn-up checks

taliation, cor
GWPT Start-up and Qperaiion Testim

MNormal GWPT System Operation

Minor GWPT System Shutdown Maintenance Checking

Major SWPT Syslem Shutdown Mainienance Checking

| vapor Extraction System Testing/Operation (Portable System}

NOTES:

MARCH 25, 2005




STATE OF CALIFORNIA -THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

CENTRAL DISTRICT NORTHERN DISTRICT SAN JOAQUIN DISTRICT SOUTHERN DISTRICT
3251 § Street 2440 Main Street 3374 East Shields Avenue 770 Fairmont Avenue
SccromenTO,CA 258718  Red Bluff,CA 96080 Fresno,CA 23726 Glendale,CA 21203
(916]227-7632 (530)529-7300 {559]230-3300 (818)543-4600

WELL COMPLETION REPORT RELEASE AGREEMENT--AGENCY FAX 1‘0 Anne ROTh
(Government and Regulatory Agencies and their Authorized @ (916)2 27-7600

Project/Contract No.  Fommer Bill Chun's Service Station, Alameda County

Townshio.Range,and Section 125 R3W, Section 7 /2 Mie Radius

(Must include entire study area and @ map that shows the area of interest]

Under California Water Code Section 13752,the agency named below requests permission from
Department of Water Resources to inspect or copy.or for our authorized agent named below 10
inspect or copy,Well Completion Reports filed pursuant to Section 13751 to (check one):

Make a study,or,

X Perform an environmental cleanup sTley associated with an unauthorized telease of @
contaminant within a distance of 2 miles.

In accordance with Section 13752.information obtained from these reports shall be kept
confidential and shall not ke dissemincted,published,or made availakle for inspection by the public
without wiitten authorization from the owner(s)of the weli(s].The information shall be used only for

the purpose of conducting the study.Copies obtained shall be stamped CONFIDENTIAL and shall
be kept in a restricted fiie accessibie only to agency staff or the authorized agent,

Frank Goldman

Bamey Chan

Authorized Agent
PO. Box 59

Govemment or Regulatory Agency

1131 harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Address

Sonoma, CA 95476

Address

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

City,State,and Zip Code

Bogdh e

e T e

Signature =< 7
—_—— g

Title Hydrogeologist

City,State,and Zip Code

Signature 6‘W? W

Title Hazardous Materials Specialist

Telepnong 707 235-9979

Telephone 510 567-6765

Fax 949 606-8711

cqx 510337-9335

Date 03-24-05

Date 03-24-05

E-mail  Bamey.chan@uacgov.org

E-mail  Figolkdmanchg@yahoo.com




TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPURT

TIME : B3/29/28@5 14:14
HaME ¢ ALAMEDA COUNTY DEH
Fax ¢ 5183379335

TEL : B1A56767E8

SER. # : BROK4J137311

DATE, TIME B3/29 14:13
Fax NO. /NAME 19182277680
DURATION Ba: Be: 37
PAGE (53 Al
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA -THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER,Govarnor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

CENTRAL DISTRICT NORTHERN DISTRICT AN JOAGUIN DISTRICT SOUTHERN DISTRICT
3251 § Sfreet 2440 Main Street 3374 Eost Shislds Avenue 770 Egirmont Avenua
Sacrumanm,cg 95814  RedBIUf,CA 94080 Fresno,CA 93724 Glendals,CA 91203
(914)227-7632 © (530)529-7300 {55%)230-3300 - (818)543-4600

WELL COMPLETION REPORT RELEASE AGREEMENT-AGENCY  TAX 10 Anne Roth
(Govemment and Regulatory Agencies and their Authorized @ (9] 6]22 7-7600

Project/Contract NS, Former Bill Chun's Service Station, Alameda*Counw

Township,Range,.and Section 725 RIW, Section 7 V2 Mile Reilus

(Must Includs entire study area and a map that shows the ared of intarest)

Under Califomia Water Code Section 13752,the agancy named below requests permission from
Department of Water Resources 1o inspect or copy.or for our authorized agent named below to
Inspect or copyWell Completion Reports flled pursliant 1o Section 13751 1o [check one):

Make a study,or,

X Perform an envionmental cleanup s’rl.'ur:iv associated with an unouthorized relecse of ¢
- contarminant within a distonce of 2 mikes,

In accordance with Saction 13762,information obtained from these reports shall be kep!
confidential and shall not be dissernincted, published,or made availiable for Inspection by the public
without wittten authorization from the ownear(sjof the weli(s).The Information shall ba used only for

the purpose of conducting the study.Copigs obiained shall he stamped CONFIDENTIAL cnd shall
e kept in & restricted file accessible cniy to agency staff of the guthorized agent.

Frank Goldman Bamay Chan
Authorzed Agent Govemrment or Regulatory Agency

Dy hf‘w Xe] TT2T by Dane Drlacmn s ok AEN




Page 1 of |

Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: wchunea [wchunea@sbhcglobal.net]
Sent:  Monday, February 28, 2005 5:23 PM
To: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Subject: Letter Update

Barney,

Last week and today, | have talked with Mark Loftin, one of our contract and site consultants, he informed me of
ihe letter that you sent out last week. Also today, | received his contract / proposal for the installation of a
extraction and pumping system. 1 have signed and mailed the contract back to him with a-50% payment of his
estimated contract fee. | understand that planning and site coordination of work and the implementation of the
design and setup of the extraction system will begin immediately. | expect that Mark will be sending you a timeline
for work that is to be done.

My mother received your letter on Friday which she called me today about. Can you please CC or email me
copies of any future letters ?

Feel free to email me if you need additional information or have any concerns.

Thank-you,
Wayne Chun

265 Heron Drive
Pittshurg, CA 94565

510-610-4889 cell
925-439-2302 fax/office phone

3/1/2005




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director
February 22, 2005 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mr_ Wayne Chun and MS‘ L“y Chun 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
740 Canterbury Ave. (510) 567-6700
leermore, CA 94550 - FAX (510) 337-9335

Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:

Subject: Fuel Leak Case RO0000382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 894501

Alameda County Environmental staff has reviewed the case file for the subject site and
determined that additional information is needed at your site to progress toward case closure.
We are concerned that you have failed to make significant steps towards initiating interim
remediation at your site as requested in our March 24, 2004 letter. It was expected that you
would have made progress with the installation and operation of the approved groundwater/soil
vapor extraction system. In addition, your monitoring reports lack explanation for delays, nor
have they provided a schedule for remediation, as requested.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

Current Site Conditions

« Elevated TPHg and BTEX in groundwater is present both on and off-site. Up to 43,000 ppb
TPHg, 8,000, 14,000, 2500, 10,600 ppb BTEX, respectively, was reported in EW-14 during the
November 2004 monitoring event.

Plume Characterization

« The lateral and vertical extent of the TPH plume has not been defined and the release has
migrated offsite and impacted groundwater beneath neighboring properties. Recent monitoring
indicate a southerly gradient, however variable gradients to the north have also been observed in
the past and the contamination detected in MW-11 can only be accounted for by an easterly
gradient or a preferential pathway. Therefore, it appears that additional delineation is necessary.
We request that you provide a summary of analytical data and a sampling map along with a work
plan to perform additional offsite investigation. We request that you utilize depth discrete
sampling techniques on borings installed along transect(s) to define and quantify the extent of
dissolved contamination.

We request that you immediately pursue any off-site access agreements that you may need {o
complete your investigation activities in accordance with the schedule shown below. ACEH will
send the access request letier (see Attachment 1) to owners of the neighboring properties where
you propose to perform investigation activities. Please provide us with the name and address of
the appropriate contacis for your off-site boring locations as requested below.

Indoor Air Sampling :

« The impact to indoor air must be evaluated again given the continued migration of the
unabated plume and its potential impact to neighboring properties and new standards for this
evaluation. The past vapor sampling was done within the neighboring flower shop. We request
that you review current soil vapor sampling methodology, the location of neighboring properties
and receptors and determine if additional vapor sampling is warranted. Provide your comments
and proposal as requested below.



February 22, 2005 . .

Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms, Lily Chun
Page 2

Preferential Pathway Study

s Although sampling has been done previousty adjacent to utilities and a production well has
been referenced, we request that you provide a map showing the location and depth of all utility
lines near the plume and a survey of all wells within & 2,000 foot radius of the site. Discuss your
analysis and interpretation of the results of the preferential pathway study (including the well
survey and utility survey) and report your results in the SW| Report requested below. Include an
evaluation of the probability of the dissolved phase and NAPL plumes for all constituents of
concern encountering preferential pathways and conduits that could spread the contamination.
The results of your study shall contain all information required by 23 CCR, Section 2654(b).

interim Cleanup

. ACEH has previously approved the interim cleanup of your site using soil vapor and
groundwater extraction as described in the September 1, 2003 Remedial Action Plan Report
prepared by Loftin & Associates. The specifics of the steps required for implementation are in
this report. Since this time, our office has received only intermittent verbal reports on the status
of the cleanup. From these reports, it appears that the delays have not been reasonable or
justified. We request that you provide a written time schedule for all major steps of the
remediation and provide updates and justification for delays in your groundwater monitoring
reports.

Groundwater Monitaring
» We request that you continue to monitor the existing wells according to the June 2004
madified semi-annual schedule until further notice.

Agency Co-operation

» Our office has been notified of the concern expressed by the City of Alameda
Development Services Department regarding the state of the site remediation. They will be
seeking enforcement in their Municipal Code governing vacant parcels. Our office concurs that
ample time has been given to you to remedy this site, especially with your eligibility for the UST
Cleanup funds. We shall be working with the City of Alameda and are prepared to take
enforcement steps as necessary to achieve our common goal. .

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

. March 28, 2005- Technical reports including data table, site map, work plan for plume
delineation, indoor air evaluation, list off-site contacts and time schedule for remediation

. April 18, 2005- Preferential Pathway Study

AGENCY CVERSIGHT

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

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

Please note that delays in investigation, late reports, or enforcement actions may result in your
becoming ineligible to receive grant money from the state’s Underground Storage Tank Cleanup
Fund (Senate Biil 2004) to reimburse you for the cost of cleanup.
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Mr. Wayne Chun and-Ms. Lily Chun
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PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The California Business and Professions Code (Sections 6735, 6835, and 7835.1) requires that
work plans and technical or implementation reports containing geologic or engineering
evaluations and/or judgments be performed under the direction of an appropriately registered or
certified professional. For your submittal to be considered a valid technical report, you are to
present site specific data, data interpretations, and recommendations prepared by an
appropriately licensed professional and include the professional registration stamp, signature,
and statement of professional certification. Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted
for this fuel leak case meet this requirement.

PERJURY STATEMENT AND PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION

All work plans, technical reports, or technical documents submitted to this office must be
accompanied by a cover letter from the responsible party that states, at a minimum, the following:

"I declare, under penaity of perjury, that the inforration and/or recommendations contained
in the attached document or report is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.”

This letter must be signed by an officer or legally authorized representative of your company.
Please include a cover letter satisfying these requirements with all future reports and technical
documents submitted for this fuel leak case.

Additionally, to be considered a valid technical report you are to present site specific data, data
interpretations, and recommendations prepared by the appropriately licensed professional and
include the professional registration stamp, signature, and statement of professional certification.
Please ensure all that all technical reports submitted for this fuel leak case meet this requirement.

if you have any questions, please contact me at {510} 567-6765.

Sincerely,

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Enclosure (F. Goldman only)

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos .

Mr. F. Goldman, Environmental and Hydrogeological Consuiting, P.O. Box 59, Sonoma,
CA 95476
~ Mr. M. Lofton, Loftin & Associates, 1990 Bradshaw Drive, Mobile, AL, 36695
Ms. 8. Knieriem, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 | St., Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Ms. S. Torrence, Alamada County DA Office
Ms. Leslie Little, City of Alameda, Development Services Dept., 950 West Mall Square,
Alameda, CA 94501

RC282- 2005-0222




Date

Off-site Property Owner

Address

Subject: Property Access by the Parties Responsible for the Investigation and Cleanup of

Petroleum Hydrocarbon Case No. RO0000382, 2301 Santa Clara St., Alameda,
California, 94501

Dear Property Owner:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) is overseeing the investigation and cleanup of
gasoline and gasoline components, BTEX, released from fuel underground storage tanks at the
subject site. We are uncertain as to how far the contamination from those tanks has moved.

ACEH is requiring the property owner to investigate and clean up contaminated soil and
groundwater at the site to prevent the gasoline and BTEX contamination from spreading to other
properties or to drinking water sources, and to reduce the potential threat to human health and the
environment. To properly determine the extent of that contamination in groundwater, the property
owner must perform additional off-site investigation. Therefore, we need your help in allowing
access to your property by the property owner to properly define the extent of contamination.

If you have any questions, please contact property owner at phone number. Thank you for your
cooperation.

Sincerely,

Casewaorker
Hazardous Materials Specialist

CcC:




City of Alameda Cali¥rnia | {20 ‘g;g 2 .

February 8, 2005

Mr. Barney Chan

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy.

Alameda, CA 94502

Envirc e Health

Re: 2301 Santa Clara Avenue — Former Bill Chun Service Station

Dear Mr. Chan,

As you are well aware, the above property has been fenced off for quite a few years. In its
current state, it can only be considered a blighted property. The property sits in the center
of Alameda’s central business/civic center district and negates the investment of other
entrepreneurs and small business people in the area. In March 2005, the City will begin
construction of the Park Street Streetscape & Town Center Project. This streetscape wiil
feature vintage streetlights, new furniture, trees, plantings and curb extensions. The
project, also in close proximity to the Chun property, is being funded by the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission and the City.

As regards the Chun property, I understand that while the gas tanks were removed some
time ago, there is still significant gasoline-release contamination that has affected the
ground water. Further, this contamination has moved beyond the property to the east
beneath and beyond John Towata’s Flowers. I also understand that the Chuns have an
environmental consultant working with them and that they are eligible for assistance from
the underground clean-up fund. Utilizing these resources, I understand the property can
be fuily remediated and put back inio productive use.

Sue Russell of my staff has spoken with you several times about our growing desire to
see this property cleaned up and put back into use. We are doing our part by beginning an
enforcement action. Boarded buildings and vacant parcels are regulated under Alameda
Municipal Code § 13-11 and the Chuns have been cited under this section. I want to ask
you to join us to renew efforts to help the Chuns finish the property. Is it possible to
reprioritize the project and have it advanced on the District Attomey’s list of property
actions? We in Alameda have been extremely patient. To illustrate that point, [ am
attaching a newspaper article on the property from the Alameda Journal. Please note: the
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Barney Chan . ‘ February 8, 2005
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Department of Environmental Health

article lamenting the status of the property was written in 1994 — 11 years ago. We can
wait no longer.

Please let me hear from you at your earliest convenience as to what the next steps might
be. My staff and 1 are more than willing to continue this conversation with others in your
Department, the District Attorney’s Office, etc. We stand ready to help you get this case
moving along. Thank-you in advance for your consideration.

Slncerel)f, -
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Leshe A. Little
Development Services Director
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Cost, delays leave old ‘gas:

By Mike Fitelson

T VAL

The empty lou at the corner
F Santa Clara Avenue and Dak
Street, formerly Bill Chun's ser-
vice station, i5 8 bookmark in
time, & throwback 1o the days
when drivers eased their Fords,
Buicks and Pontiacs into neigh-
borhood stations for a fill-up, oil
check, window washing and op-
portunity to eatch up on local gos-
sip.
Many of those neighborhonod
filling stations are now chain-link
ghosts, causalities in the mod-
ernization of gas stations where
maximum “pumpability” gets the
nod over service.

While quietly lying dormant
for months or years at s time,
these lots have not been forgot-
ten; they are caught in the piece-
meal process of remediation, the

tly environmental cleanup ré-

ired before the property can
& redeveloped or sald

Lily Chun has wanted to sell
ber downtown property since her
husband, Bill, died three years
ago, but she has not been able to
because of a leaky underground

ST HE M AMESA TDLLDAL

Ao~ 5-8,

tank.

Owver the past year and s half,
tank removal and scil tests have
cost her $47,000, and the next
phase, soil remediation, will cost
at least $100,000 and could take
& number of years.

“Small businesses can't ab-
sorb all that,” said Chun, » Liver-
matre resident. “] guess the prop-
erty is worth something, but we
can't sell it, can’t do anything else
until we clean it up. If we 'don't,
they can take it away from us.”

Although the Chuns only
owned the station since 1975, she
is responsible for footing the
cleaning bill, even though the
leak could have begun anytime
since the station opened in 1926,

*¥ou think you own a prop-
erty, but you can't do anything
with it. Since we are the last own-
ers, we are responsible. We didn't
know what wa were semng mtn
then,” she said; + Ty

Followmg aimtemﬂe tmnd

" many of the smaller gas,stations

in Alameda closed because they
could no longer mmpctum_a mar-
ket where a 6-cent profitapargin,
static since thei‘i.gﬁn:,, hasibeen
offset by highm:fu tnn

AL

194~

only be covered by boosting vol-
ume,

Some stations are too small to

expand; others cannot afford in-
creased “costs of compliance,”
such as a state law taking effect

in 1298 that will require all un-

derground tanks be doubled
walled or plastic lined.

“It's not & corner business like
it used 1o be, when I was & kid,”
said Bill Garvine, executive di-
rector of the Alameda Chamber
of Commerce. “There used to be
a gas station on ‘every corner,
now that's not a t‘mnncml]y vi.lhie
situation.”

The Unocal ?ﬁ station at rha
corner of Lincoln Avenue and
Oak Street is one of Alameda's
few remaining service-oriented

stations. Tts future is uncertain

because it only-sells about 40,000

gallons of gasoline a month, about
half the necessary volume, said
its operator, Dick King; who also
runs the Webster Sireet Unocal
station, -

"We have never pushed \I't}]
ume, we really push service and
that's always paid off,” said King.
“But Unocal kas made indications

see GAS STATIONS, puge §

fstatlons lyi

The former Bill Chun service station at the corner otl.

been vacant for three years. R
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Gas stations
?l:onidmmd_ﬁ*nlﬁ page 1
that if the volume doesn't come

Lp, they won't renew the lease
in February.”

M Mopey-draining tanks

=: Like Chun's station, many
ve been in operation for de-

cades and their underground

{anks are not considered envi-
mentally by current in-
stry standards.

A 1960 Environmental Protec-
tion Agency repart estimated 25
percent of upnderground tanks
leaked, 8 number that has in-

creased over the past four years.

~  Sipall amounts of pollution are
usually expected at gas slations,
but the biggest environmental
Hanger is leaking underground
tanks that can taint ground water,

a constant problem in Alameda,

where tanks lie only a few feet
above the water table,

“We want to make sure the
contaminate does not move,” gaid
Chip Koch, & marketing and plan-
ning director with the
Emeryville-based consultant
Lavine-Fricke. “The ground wa-
ter is the real concern [rom &
health perspective, the possibil-

somebody is going to have con-

ct with the contaminate, ingest
it, breathe it, or eat it.,"

While the danger of contami-
nated ground water is grealer in

v} S S,
s g MR Loy ’
£ F R, e T, e e e = Ty
communities that rely nﬁweu&* ally;racked down in bankrupte
for drinking water, the threat r&- “gourt. -,
mains in Alameda of polluting: " e-large financial burden
bay, creeks, or residential areas.. remediation is tempered by tl

Dnumiu:dar

! 1anks
are removed, the: deptr of.the-¢
nor-leak " by-a gas tax, geared for the sims
lfé;ﬁ'é starion operator. But receivi
< money:[rom the CTF can be

‘Jeak is determined: a min
. can dissipate relatively,cheaply,
and guickly by ae ‘thefsul-
lied soil; & slightly heavier one

requires hauling the AWaY-: ...
If the water table m&n'ﬂ- :

fected, the costs become astro-. |
nomical, as wells are dug 1o suck;"' W
or otherwise separate the &

pollutants from the ?itﬂ'-':-l.nd

l;nini.-ll?r'ick; i:hnli:g;us _he-.'.
tween $5,000 and $10,000 for tank-
removal,

another $10,000 for soil
testing; and, while the amount of
work needed for soil purification
varies, at least $250,000 to
cleanse ground water.

Operators of small stations
may have trouble securing large
sums of money because most
banks will not issue a loan on pol-
luted property in fear the owner
will default or disappear and
stick the lender with the burden
of cleanup.

Few property owners aban-
don their property, said Will Bru-
hns, senior engineer at the Re-
gional Water Quality Control
Hoard, and moat who do are usu-

California Tank Fund (CTF), 4
$80. million resource generat

glow and agonizing a3 the clea
up process itself — Lily Chun h
only been reimbursed £13,000.

& naw lifs
- Omce a_closure permit is.(
talned, signed by the county &

. water board, there is no resir
" tion on a property. Sites of ferm

service stadons in Alameda he
been redeveloped into the Lyo!
Restaurant on Shore Line Drl
gnd Park Street and numert
auto mechanic shops.

King said that if Unocal di
close the Lincaln Avenue stati

~he will consider buying it &

opening an auto ghop, after U
cal cleans the site.

*There's a few garages (in
ameds) and all the ones I gc
are always full,” King said,
plaining the need for another
rage. “The number of carsin
ameda is not dwindling.”

Two Alameda sites are aliw
ready for redevelopment.

The former gas atation at

i

sorner of Webster Street and Pa-
cific Avenue, closed since 1985,
will belput on the market soon,
-said Jeff Larkin, the property

owner.. ..
£ 'l be lu

y,if we come out

- he2sald;jhaving spent.
Cre
5 bl g&ﬁﬂfﬂ amily
ot AGCH ding to Bruce Knopf, the
-.‘E%M development di-

“Tector, Walgreens Drug Stores
\Big;expressed interest in the
wqqqplgﬁﬁwhi:h falls in the city's
 redévelopment Zone.
+ “Nearing permii closure is the
former Chevron Station at the
corner, of Westline -and Otis
drives, which closed in March
1993, and is now pwned by Har-
sch Investment Corporation. Cur-
renily, they have no plans for the
Usite St
Alihough she his Been given
no indication of how long the next
phase ol remediation work may
take, Lily Chun said, and Knopf
confirmed, the city had at one
time considered purchasing the
zite to expand the civic center
Redevelopment possibilities
are uncertain, however, for two
regsons: SLrUctures on the prop-
erty, the former gas station's of-
fice and the canopy, are listed
on the city's historical buildings
list: the area has been rezoned .

for commercisl use that discour-
ages service stations.

) Essentially, Chun owns an of-
fice for a gas station that cannot
be torn down on property that
cannot be used as a gas station.

. "It iz not a historicdl site,she
said, “it is a hysterical site. Hope-!
fully they'll be done y next
year and I'll be rid of this head-
ache.” k &




Franklin J. Geldman

Environmental and Hydrogeological Consulting
PO Box725, Sebastopol, CA 95473

Phone: (707) 235-9979
figoldman@sbcglobal.net

June 10, 2004 (o 38
Barney M. Chan Telephone: {510) 567-6765
Hazardous Materials Specialist FAX: (510) 337-9335

Alameda County Environmental Health

4131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-9335
e

Subject: Revision to Groundwater Monitoring of Hydrocarbons related to the
Former Underground Storage Tanks at the FORMER BiLL CHUN SERVICE
StarioN @ 2301 Santa Ciara AVENUE, ALAMEDA, CA 94501

Dear Barney:

This correspondence is a follow up to our conversation this morning regarding the
differentiation between the groundwater monitoring schedule proposed in the latest
groundwater monitoring report and the sampling which must be performed during
the nextround of sampling. Since groundwater extraction will not commence before
the next sampling event, the following schedule is proposed to provide the most
complete lateral coverage of dissolved contaminants before we begin groundwater
extraction. As agreed, SV-1 will no longer be sampled as it has not yielded a
significant amount of water to be considered to provide valid jab results. Up gradient
wells MW-8, MW-9, and MW-10, which have always yielded non-detectable lab resuits
will not be sampled during this round as part of the new semi-annual sampling
schedule. We intend, however, {0 sample these wells after the groundwater
extraction has begun. Since extraction well EW-13 is in such close proximity to MW-
7, and the hydrocarbon concentrations relative to each other have been relatively
consistent with one another, we will not sample this well during this next round of
sampling. Since wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, and MW-6 provide sufficient laterat
coverage for dissolved contaminants in the vicinity of EW-12, EW-12 willl not be
sampled during this next round of sampling. Although extractions wells EW-14, EW-
15, and EW-16 have a limited history of hydrocarbon trends through time, they will
provide good lateral coverage of dissolved contaminants along the down gradient
edge of the property line adjacent to the flower shop. In addition, EW-17 will also be
sampled during this next round to provide good lateral coverage as there are no
other wells in that location. If you have any questions, please call me.

Sincerely,

bl ) Yeth

Franklin J. Goldnt4n
Registered Geologlst No. 5557
Certified Hydrogeologist No. 466

06-10-2004 Revised Groundwater Monitoring for Chun Page 1 of 1
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Chan, Barney,. Env. Heal. o . ijf‘@ (10 {04

To: Franklin Goldman 6/04 (E-mail}
Subject: Monitoring at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, RO382

Frank: This a followup to my previous June 7, 2004 email regarding the groundwater sampling at the
referenced site. After recent discussion with you, | concur with your latest monitoring plan ie

1. SV-1 no longer requires sampling because it doesn't generate enough groundwater and is close to other
wells being sampled

2. MW-8 through MW-10 may be omitted from the new semi annual schedule, since they have been ND
for a significant period. They will be monitored after the remediation starts

3. EW-13 will not be sampled in the next sampling event since MW-7 is located near this well. Future
sampling will be done to monitor the effect of the remediation.

4. EW-12 similarly will not be sampled in the next sampling event since other wells are near this well.
Future sampling will be done after remediation is started.

5. Extraction wells EW14 through EW16 will be sampled because they are on the property boundary with
the neighboring site and give an indication of the potential contaminant concentrations migrating
beneath the adjacent commercial building.

6. EW-17 will be sampled regularly, since there are no other wells in its vicinity.

call me if you have any questions.
Sincerely, '

Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
510-567-6765



® = 9o

Chan, Barney, Env. Health

To: franklin goldman
Subject: RE: Chun Monitoring Plan

Frank: I wanted to confirm that I received and printed out your May 30, 2004 menitoring
report. Imn regards to your recommendations, I concur with no longer sampling the
extraction wells on a gquarterly bkasis, rather just monitoring them to observe the effect
of the remediation. Wells MW8-10 can be reduced to semi annual monitoring due to histaric
low to ND levels. If SV-1 doesn't produce enough water to sample, it can be removed from
the sampling program also. Let me know if you need a letter confirming these points.

Sincerely,

Barney Chan
ACEH

————— Original Message-----

From: franklin goidman [mailto:franklingoldmanl@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 03, 2004 12:29 PM

To: barney.chan@acgov.org

Subject: Chun Monitoring Plan

Barney;

Before I send you the latest monitoring report, T
would like to propose that we nc longer purge and
develop the six extraction wells. Since they will not
provide long term and consistant monitoring trends,
coentinued monitoring would serve no purpose. I would
like to, however, sample them as grab samples after
groundwater extraction and treatment begins to verify
the effectiveness of treatment.

I also feel the MW-8 % and 10 should be reduced to
gemi annual sampling after extraction begins in order
te verify that no fugitive contaminants migrate
upgradient as a result of the initiation of the dual
phase system.

SV-1 does not have enough fines or water to support
redevelopment. I don't think it is a probklem,
however,it just doesn't provide reliable and
consistant data.

I will FAX you the menitoring report this weekend.
Most of the concentration increased relative to the
last few guarters. Nothing new was found during this
sampling event except for benzene and TPHg hits in
MW-4.

Please let me know what you think.

Frank

Do you Yahoo!?
Friends. Fun. Try the all-new Yahco! Messenger.
http://messenger.yahoo.com/



¢ 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
March 24, 2004 FAX (510) 337-9336
Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun
740 Canterbury Ave.
Livermore, CA 94550

Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:
Subject: Fuel Leak Case No, RO0G00382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Alameda County Environmental Health staff has received and reviewed the February 9, 2004
Installation of Three Additional Groundwater Extraction Wells and One Exploratory Soil
Boring...@2301 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, CA 94501 submitted by Mr. Frank Goldman. As
you are aware, this report details two activities required to complete the soil vapor/groundwater
extraction tests. The three wells were installed to complete the array of remediation wells and the
exploratory boring was installed to confirm the thickness of the confined aquifer and locate the
confining layer. Your consultant states that the presence of the confining layer confirms the
estimate of the capture zone of the extraction wells ie the design of these wells is appropriate.
Since this work has been completed, we request that you initiate remediation from the
groundwater/soil vapor extraction wells immediately.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS

1. Inresponse to your consultant’s request to decommission well SV-1, it appears this
recommendation is based upon the well inability to generate enough water to purge prior
to sampling. Therefore, the quality of the sample is in question. Prior to approving
closure of this well please review past sampling results to confinn this problem. Then,
please attempt to redevelop this well during the next sampling event.

2. During the remediation process, you may have your consultant consider implementing a
revised groundwater monitoring program. Since some of the extraction wells are located
near (within the area of influence) of existing wells, some wells monitoring results may
be similar if not duplicative of that from the extraction wells. Other wells, which have
not detected pefroleum contamination in the past, may be considered for less frequent
sarnpling. Please have your consultant propose an alternative sampling plan. In addition,
groundwater gradient will be significantly distorted during remediation and may not be
meaningful. Quarterly monitoring reports shall also include a status report on the soil
gas/groundwater remediation process.

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

¢ July 26, 2004- Groundwater Monitoring Report with approved new monitoring program
and remediation progress report.




Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun
RO0O000382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

March 24, 2004
Page 2 of 2

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Mmééh

Barney M. Chan
Hazprdous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, D. Drogos
Mr. F. Goldman, P.O. Box 725, Sebastopol, CA 95473
Ms. S. Knieriem, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 I 8t., Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

2301 SantaClara3_24_04
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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Franklin Goldman [figoldman@sbcglobal.net]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 03, 2003 8:09 PM
To: ‘Chan, Barney, Env. Health'

Subject: RE: Chun Workplan Attachment

Barney,
Thanks for getting back to me so soon.

Yes, it is true that we do not have any vertical profiling for the water column, however, we do know something
about the vertical distribution of hydrocarbons in soil, from which the dissolved contaminants are derived.
ENSR did not collect and analyze soil samples from below the water table except for MW-7 which shows low
benzene in soil (See Fig 1 for ENSR X section). Later, we further defined the vertical extent of hydrocarbons in
soil below the water table when we installed the three extraction wells (See Fig 2 for table of lab results). Note
that the concentrations drop off considerably below a depth of 15 feet bgs. A compilation of benzene in soil
data {i.e. data derived from past consuiltants} was developed into a concentration gradient map for the RBCA
developed for this site (See Fig 3 for map). it is now rather clear that most of the hydrocarbon contamination in
soil is located between 9 and 11 feet bgs and is likely a continuous source for groundwater contamination.
Since oxygenates are such a minor issue at this site, we can safely surmise that most of the dissolved plume is
floating at or just below the shallow water levels identified during numerous groundwater monitoring events.

Since most of the hydrocarbon contaminants in soil appear to be in the upper 25 feet it is prudent to extract soil
and groundwater contaminants with dual phase extraction where the main problem exists. Since this is an
interim remediation measure, it would probably not be reasonable to address the very low fugitive
concentrations which may exist in the outer perimeter of the investigation area at this time.

The need to know the thickness of the confined aquifer is not for the purpose of protecting a deeper
groundwater zone. Since the contaminants have already been identified within the confined aquifer, we only
intend to establish the bottom confining layer so that the aquifer thickness can be plugged into our pumping
well capture zone calculations. An attempt was made to determine the depth and thickness of the upper
confining layer based upan a very generalized cross section derived from data obtained by past consultants
warking at this site (See Fig 4 for very generalized X section). As addressed, in the August 11, 2003 Aquifer
Testing Report, past work conducted by ENSR in 1998 demonstrated that the upper confining layer appeared
to be present as a finer grained soil between 7 and 8 feet bgs based upon their soil borings and specifically
between 4.5 and 8 feet bgs in MW-4. In addition, finer grained soils which could be considered a hottorm
confining layer was identified between 23 and 25 feet bgs in MW-6. The extractions wells installed to 25 feet
did not validate this assertion. A confined sandy aquifer zone located generally between 13 and 23 feet bgs has
been identified in past consuitants’ reports and during the installation of the three extraction wells.

A soil boring well drillers log was found for a site a few blocks away (See Fig 5 for Well log). Note that a black
clay was identified between 30 and 36 feet bgs beneath a sandy aquifer. This is a significantly thick bottom
confining layer and could be laterally continuous for a great distance from the well where it was first logged. It
also appears to look similar to the vertical soil distribution at the site from 0 to 25 feet bgs.

So, in summary, a soil boring to 40 feet will not significantly cross contaminate a deeper aquifer since the
contamination identified to date is located in the confined aquifer itself. Continuous coring in three foot long
intervals will assure that key hydrogeological horizons are identified prior to excavating deeper. Once the fine
grained bottom confining layer is identified in the continuous soil core, the open borehole will be praperly
grouted through the hollow stem immediately to prevent any cross contamination that could occur. It is my
opinion that this method will be more than sufficient to prevent the vertical migration of contaminants given the
short duration that the excavation will be open. If this were a well 1o be installed in a deeper aquifer zone, as
could exist as shown in the driller log, a conductor casing installed through upper contaminated zone would be
imperative. This is not the case.

Contact me if you have any questions.

Thanks;

12/5/2003
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Frank

From: Chan, Barney, Env. Health [mailto:barney.chan@acgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2003 4:25 PM

To: 'Franklin Goldman'

Subject: RE: Chun Workplan Attachment

Frank: { have a couple of questions. What is the vertical distribution of contaminants since we don't
have discrete depth water samples and don't know the thickness of the aquifer. Should the depths of
the extraction wells be determined after the thickness of the aquifer (40' boring) is determined? The
40" boring should not cause vertical migration through the confining layer.

Thanks,
Barney

----- QOriginal Message-----

From: Franklin Goldman [mailto:figoldman@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2003 10:01 PM

To: bamey.chan@acgov.org

Subject: Chun Workplan Attachment

Barney,

As we discussed today, the workplan attachment | sent you yesterday was not electronically
secured.

Please download this aitachment and delete the one | sent you yesterday.
Thanks;

Frank

12/5/2003
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Hydrocarbons in Soil in ppm for Samples collected for Chun

Sample Date TPH(g}* Benzene Toluene ble-::':gel;le Xylenes
FW-125-51% 10-24-02 0.06 ND ND ND 0.009
EW-12 10 - 10 'z 10-24-02 0.616 ND 0.05 ND 0.10
EW-12 15 - 15 12 10-24-02 ND ND ND ND ND
EW-12 20 - 20 % 10-24-02 0.05 ND ND ND ND
FW-12 24, - 25 10-24-02 0.05 ND ND ND 0.009

Sample Date TPH{g)' Benzene Toluene b:.:galr;e Xylenes
FW-13 4% -5 10-24-02 8.7 ND 0.065 0.178 0.994
FW-13 10 - 10 V2 10-24-02 2,760 45.9 271 72.3 375
EW-13 15 - 15 10-24-02 11.4 0.047 0.248 0.053 0.029
EW-13 19 2 - 20 10-24-02 0.065 0.02 0.06 0.015 0.094
EW-13 24%: - 25 10-24-02 0.10 ND .01 ND 0.016

Sample Date TPH(g)" Benzene Toluene b::g:;e Xylenes
FW-14 4 2 - 5 1D-24-02 0.09 ND 0.008 ND D.017
FW-149-9% 10-24-02 7.19 0.045 0.245 0.053 0.284
EW-14 14 2 - 15 10-24-02 ¢.16 0.007 0.012 ND 0.017
EW-1419-19 % 10-24-02 ND ND ND ND 0.007
EW-14 24% - 25 10-24-02 ND ND ND ND ND

ﬁb 2
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Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Chu, Eva, Env. Health

Sent; Thursday, October 24, 2002 3:36 PM
To: Frank Geldman (E-mail)

Cc: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Subject: 2301 Santa Clara, Alameda, CA

Hi Frank,

This is just to memorialize what was discussed in the field today. There has been a misinterpretation of which wells were
sampled in July 2002 and in September 2000. Please provide amended groundwater monitoring reports with the accurate
information. Include revised potentiometric and isoconcentration maps. Also provide a rose diagram for groundwater
gradient and flow direction from January 1983 to present.

The location of two extraction wells were re-located. Extraction well EW-3 will be located approximately 10 feet from well
MW-7, and EW-2 will be located adjacent to the former UST excavation. Lastly, a grab groundwater sample will be
collected today from well MW-11, located behind Towata's Flower shop.

eva chu

Hazardous Materials Specialist

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

(510) 567-6762
(510) 337-9335 (fax)
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@ State Vﬂater Resourcés Contrbl.Board

Division of Clean Water Programs
. - 1001 1 Street « Sacrarnento, Califomia 95814
Winston H. Hickox P.O. Box 944212 » Sacramento, California - 94244-2120

Secretary for (916) 341-5757 + FAX (916) 341-3806 + www.swrcb.ca gov/cwphome/ustcf Gray Davis
Environmental ) Governar
Protection The energy challenge fucing California is real. Every Californian needs io take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.

" For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our website at www.swreb.ca.gov.

October 10, 2002 | Alamedq County
Lily Chun - - 0CT 29
Wayne Chun Enwron

740 Canterbury Ave Meniq Heaith

Livermore, CA 94550

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,
CLAIM NO. 007147, PA # 3
SITE ADDRESS: 2301 SANTA CLARA AVE, ALAMEDA, CA 94501

I have reviewed your request, received on September 16, 2002, for pre-approval of corrective
action costs. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-Approval Request™ form; please use this
form in the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective action costs. '

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the May 8, 2002, Frank J. Goldman workplan approved by the Alameda County
EHD (County) in their June 14, 2002 letter, is $ 13,770; see the table below for a breakdown of
costs. (The total amount that has been reimbursed and approved for payment up to this point is
$185,382.)

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: necessary (as
determined by the Fund) corrective action costs for action work directed and approved by the
County will be eligible for reimbursement at costs consistent with those pre-approved in this
letter. However, depending on what happens in the field, some costs may not actually be
necessary.

In an effort to expedite future reimbursement requests associated with the implementation of the
corrective action tasks pre-approved in this letter, we ask that the attached 'Pre-Approval Specific
Reimbursement Request Form' be completed, updated and submitted with each reimbursement
request. All relevant supporting documentation must also be included with each reimbursement

request.

In order for future costs for corrective action to be part of the expedited reimbursement
process, they must be pre-approved in writing by Fund staff.

All costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of Article 11, Chapter 16,
Underground Storage Tank Regulations in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

California Environmenial Protection Agency

o
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Lily Chun -2- ' ~ Qctober 10, 2002
Claim No. 007147, PA #3 '

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Task* Amount Pre-Approved Comments
This cost includes all time and

e . materials associated with this task.
1 | Permitting for Well Installation $268 Copies of all permits must be

submitted to the Fund.

This cost includes all time,
materials and markups associated

2 | Install 3~25"4" Extraction Wells $9,278 with this task. Copies of all sub-
invoices must be submitted to the
Fund.

3 | Well Development, Survey and - $3,266 See comment above.

Analytical, Waste Disposal
' Copies of all reports must be
Report $958 submitted to the Fund.

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $13.770
* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in Frank J. Goldman’s September 1, 2002 cost estimate.

e Only the tasks/costs reflected on the above table are pre-approved at this time. The Fund will
review any tasks/costs that go beyond the pre-approved amount to be determined if the
additional tasks and costs are necessary and reasonable. However, if costs exceed the above
pre-approved amounts, the Fund will be unable to expedite your Reimbursement Request.

o The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

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

» Although I have referred to the Frank J. Goldman proposal in my pre-approval above, please
be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot
compel you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in
the proposal dated September 1, 2002 by Frank J. Goldman for conducting the work
approved by the County.

T also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids,
or a bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary future corrective action

~ work. If you need assistance in procuring contractor and consultant services, don’t hesitate to
call me.

California Envirenmental Protection Agency
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| Alameda County
Lily Chun -3- October 10, 2002

Claim No. 007147, PA #3 0CT 2 4 7007
Environmentat Heatth

Piease remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in
the Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-
approval before you will be reimbursed. Please insure that your consultant prepares their
invoices to include the required breakdown of costs on a time and materials basis, that
invoiced tasks are consistent with the original proposal, and that reasonable explanations are
provided for any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the
invoices are submitted you must include copies of all.

e subcontractor invoices, _
» technical reports, when available, and
o applicable correspondence from the County.

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 341-5757.

Sincerely,

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

Enclosure
cc: Ms. Donna Drogos
Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd F1.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Profection Agency
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
/
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
, AGENCY
%\G\m’ Augipa¥IBOP2KEARS, Agency Director
Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
740 Canterbury Ave. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Livermore, CA 94550 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
' Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700
Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun: FAX (510) 337-9335

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (L.OP), has recently reviewed the case
file for the referenced site including the August 5, 2002 fax copy of your July 2002 groundwater sampling
report. We have determined that additional work is needed to maintain regulatory compliance, maintain
Cleanup Fund eligibility and exclude the need of enforcement by the Alameda County District Attorney’s
Office. As you are aware, our office was recently contacted by the local newspaper, Alameda Journal.
They chronicled your site’s history in an August 2, 2002 news article. Our office informed the Journal of
the status of requested technical documents and planned on-site work. Clearly, the cleanup of your site isa
concern not only to the Health Department but to local businesses and neighbors as well. Our office has
allowed you great flexibility in dealing with this site and the result is several years of inactivity. However,
we must now set a stricter time schedule. ' :

-

Please adhere to the following Technical Report Request :

o  The groundwater monitoring report requested by April 16, 2002, was submitted by fax on August
5, 2002. Please submit your hard copy as soon as possible. All future reports should include a
cumulative analytical data table, including calculated gradient. Please include a rose diagram of
gradients in your next report. The next monitoring reports should be received by November 5,
2002, February 5, 2003, May 5, 2003 and August §, 2095"5The sampling dates should be
approximately one month prior to the due date. After the last monitoring report date, the
schedule may be reviewed.

¢ Though the August 2002 monitoring results report lower concentrations than the last October
2000 report, the time lapse between these two samplings provides a significant variable when
comparing the results. Nevertheless, the reported concentrations still represent levels, which
require remediation. Your prior work plan for Pumping and Vapor Extraction Tests was .
approved in our June 14, 2002 letter. Three new extraction wells were proposed in this work
plan. The well installation report was requested by July 31, 2002. Your consultant states that a

~ work plan for well installation will be sent to our office this week. Please be advised, the work
plan will be approved and the installations should be schedpled immediately. Please complete
your well installations by September 6, 2002.

s Please complete your pumping and vapor extraction test by November 6, 2002 and submit
your test report by December 6, 2002. Any delays to the referenced dates should be confirmed
with our office. Failure to submit the requested Teports will cause the reference of your site to the
District Attorney’s Office for enforcement. You may contact me at {510) 567-6765 if you have
any questions.

Barney M. Chan :
Hazardous Materials Specialist

Sincerely,

: B. Chan, files
- Mr. F. Goldman, P.O. Box 2217, Guerneviile,CA 95446
Ms. S. Torrence, Alameda County District Attorney Office

Sched2301 SantaClaraAve
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“Every day, there's one (pro-
ject) like that, it seems,” he said.

A design review board was In
place here until about 20 years
ago, when the City Council dis-
solved it because the board was
spending more and more time on
small projects, Altshuler said.

But during Wednesday's work-
shop, some said a new board could
be told to review just large pro-
jects, or handle appeals of design
decisions by the city’s staff,

Areas of consensus that
seemed to emerge during the
meeting included;

B Applying the same basic level
of design = for residences
throughout the city, with a higher
level for specific style homes, such
as Victarians.

B Including a combination of
explicit, mandated standards and
general guidelines within the De-
sign Manual,

W Treating similar buildings at

on

bor groups, ap-
e, accepting a
derstanding of
5, ligbilities and

e tax collection
he county are
ard, according
im chief finan-
ahadevan. The
llecting the tax
ceipis.

ymmended, and

Al n anllantiae

Disabled veterans are eligible
for a reduction on taxes based
property value but the loophole

not apply to a parcel tax, said
assistant county counsel Brian
Washington, who advised the
board

Public speakers at the meeting
encourgged the board to be cog-
nizant of the widespread hardship
that the tax causes and reduce the
tax as soon as possible,

W Voted that district trustees
will serve without compensation.

|hﬁvﬂllluihuru?m|

different locations the same when
reviewing proposed design
changes. For example, a Victorian
home located between a service
station and a modemn apartment
building, and a Victorian located
on a block of similar homes,

Maot everyone was comfortable
with the idea of city officials or a
board reviewing construction at
their residence, especially for a rel-
atively minor project such as re-
placing the style of a window.

“It's private property and 1 be-
Iiel::gPe effect on neighbors with
a these types of things would
be minimal, to say the least," said
resident Marc Rutter,

One man called the Planning
Department “Big Brother"

Jim Sweeney, a community ac-
tivist who lives in the West End,
noted that the city’s General Plan
calls for both maintaining and en-
hancing neighborhoods, which is
in keeping with having clear de-

ign standards

Contractors, real estate agents,
architects and preservationists
were among those who received
mailed datices about the work-
shop. Residents learned about it
through a story in the Journal.

Empty

FROM PAGE Al

ronmental stuff,” he said. “It just
seems like everyone's picking on

us.

Chun said the family has
spent “well over a couple hun-
dred thousand” dollars on the
clean-up.

“A lot of the time, what holds
the individual up is that they
have to spend some money, doc-
ument their expenses and get re-
imbursed,” the county's Chan
said. The station is eligible for
state reimbursement for clean-
up expenses.

Other former gas station sites
have been cleaned and have
other uses, including Park Street
and Shoreline Drive and Webster
Street and Pacific Avenue.

A real estate agent has a
prospective buyer for the prop-
erty, Chun said.

Elsewhere in the city, there
are other ideds about what to do
with the property.

An improved civic center was
one of the ideas to come out of

the Downtown Vision that hun-
dreds of Alameds residents con-
tributed to in 2000. The city's De-
velopment Services Department
has a couple of sketches on file,
showing a distinctively paved
plaza from City Hall to the pro-
posed new library at Lincoln Av-
enue and Qak Street, including
the old gas station property. Oak
Street would be open to traffic,
but it could be closed for special
events, One drawing includes the
City Hall parking lot in the open
space,

The sketches are very pre-
liminary and have had no public
review, said Sue Russell of De-
velopment Services.

“We haven't made any over-
tures to the owner,” she said.

Work on the civic center area
was deferred while city staff and
downtown activists concentrated

on winning a Metropolitan Trans-

portation Commission grant for
Park Street improvements, Rus-
sell said.

Chun said he talked to the city
manager a few years ago about
selling to the city.

“What they offered was pen-
nies,” he said,

"“What would be great is to
take down the fence and keep
the gas station, giving it a fresh
coat of paint and taking the
smudges off the floor, keeping it
as a monument to a bygone era,”
said Councilman Tony Daysog.

He acknowledged that conta-
mination could be a roadblock to
his vislon of a museum piece and
public outdoor area,

The site is listed as a “con-
tributing structure” to the 72-
building Park Street Historiec
Commercial Distriet in the city's
1994 study of Alameda's histaric
resources, The commercial dis-
trict is one of 24 listed historic
monuments.

Reach Susan Fuller at 748-1659
or sfuller@cctimes.com.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 0
AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director '

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
: Alameda, CA 94502-6577
June 14, 2002 . (510) 567-6700

. FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun

740 Canterbury Ave.
Livermore, CA 94550

Re: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000382, 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501
Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:

Alameda County Environmental Health, LOP, has received and reviewed the May 8, 2002 Workplan for
Pumping and Vapor Extraction Test for the referenced site, prepared by GeoSolv, your consultant. These
tests are needed to properly design the extraction systems assumed to be appropriate remediation
approaches for this gite. To do this, three additional four-inch diameter extraction wells are necessary and
will be placed on-site within the gasoline plume. Soil samples and groundwater samples will be collected
from these wells to augment existing data and yield current information. A rose diagram for historic
gradient is recommended and approved for your monitoring report. This pump test and vapor extraction
test work plan is approved.

Our office provides the following technical comments:
s My April 1, 2002 letter requested you submit a groundwater monitoring report by April 16, 2002.
To date we have not received this report.
- o Your well installation report should be submitted within 45 days or no later than July 31, 2002.
*  Your pumping and vapor extraction test report should be submitted by September 30, 2002.

Because you have not provided the groundwater monitoring report as requested, our office is
recommending your eligibility to the Cleanup Fund be denied. In addition we will be contacting the
Alameda County District Attorney’s office to proceed with enforcement actions.

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely, _
Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, files
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv LLC, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
Ms. S, Knieriem, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 I St., Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Ms. 8. Torrence, Alameda County District Attorney Office

‘Wpapenf23d1SantaClara







Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Franklin J Goldman [franksdialup@earthlink.net] .

Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2002 9:45 AM ol
To: Chan, Barmey, Env. Health

Ca: George Paviov

Suhbject: RE: 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda 94501 Work Plan (2nd Response)
Barney;

I left a message for Wayne Chun the middle of last week about deing the
groundwater monitoring. I have not heard back yet. I will call him again
this evening. In answer to your guestion regarding the depth of the water
table extraction wells, they will be constructed to 25 feet deep and the
screen will be 5 feet shorter than what is shown on the well construction
detail.

Thanks;

Frank

————— Criginal Message-----

From: Chan, Barney, Env. Health [mailto:BChanlco.alameda.ca.us]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2002 2:49 PM

To: 'franksdialup@earthlink.net'
Subject: 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda 94501 Work Plan

Frank:

I received the work plan for pumping and vapor extraction tests for the Chun
site. I have the feollowing guestions:

* the three proposed water takle wells are sald to be 25' in length
but the construction figure indicates 30

* is there a need to analyze all five scil samples from each borehole
or cnly those which indicate contaminatiocn

* when will the other wells, on and off-site, be monitored per my
reguest

Please reply to these items so I can approve the work plan

Barney Chan
Alameda County Env Health &) }gv

2154392307
o Sfe 6(0 “45’5’?




Chan, Barney, Env. Health

From: Franklin J Goldman [franksdialup@earthlink.net]

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2002 4:57 PM

To: Chan, Barney, Env. Health

Cc: George Paviov

Subject: RE: 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda 94501 Work Plan
Barney;

Sorry about the error, I will leocok it over again and decide 25 or 30. 1
don't think there is a need to run any unless they are contaminated,
however, this is the realistic number that will probably be contaminated and
will thus be run anyway. I figured that it was best to guesstimate this for
budget purposes. I also think that since it has been many years since soil
samples have been collected and analyzed, a sufficient number of soil sample
lab results may reveal that the site is not a great a threat as we have
determined based upon old data. Perhaps a little extra up front for soll
samples may indicate a less extensive cleanup for soil vapor extraction. If
the numbers are different with new field data, 1 will re-evaluate the risk
assessment scenario. Mr. Chun received my proposal to perform the
groundwater monitoring a couple of weeks ago. I will call him this weekend
and prod him.

Frank

----- Original Message—————

From: Chan, Barney, Env. Health [mailtc:BChanfco.alameda.ca.us]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2002 2:49 PM

To: 'franksdialup@earthlink.net'

Subject: 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda 94501 Work Plan

Frank:

I received the work plan for pumping and vapor extraction tests for the Chun
site. I have the following questions:

* the three proposed water table wells are sald te be 25' in length
but the construction figure indicates 30°

* is there a need to analyze all five soil samples from each borehole
or only those which indicate contaminaticen

* when will the other wells, cn and off-site, be monitored per my
request

Please reply to these items so I can approve the work plan

Barney Chan
Alameda County Env Health




7 ALAMEDA COUNTY ® ¢
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

‘ i ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
April 1, 2002 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 260
RO0000382 : Alameda, CA 94502-6577 '

{510) 567-6700

Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun FAX(510) 337-9335 -

740 Canterbury Ave.
Livermore, CA 94550

Re: Fuel Leak Case at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Dear Mr. and Ms. Chun:

Alameda County Environmental Health, Local Oversight Program (LOP), has recently
reviewed the case file for the subject site and determined that additional work 1s needed
to progress this site towards closure. Based upon the significant release of TPHg
(gasoline) and BTEX at this site and the potential threat to human health, our office has
requested remedial action be initiated immediately and groundwater sampling performed
regularly to monitor your site’s progress. Since 2000, our office has written the
following correspondences to you:

¢ March 1, 2000 letter requesting a monitoring event by April 3, 2000, performing a
Tier 1 Risk Based Corrective Action (RBCA) and the performance of a groundwater
and vapor extraction test

e September 7, 2000 Notice of Violation letter

» October 16, 2000 letter acknowledging receipt of your October 12, 2000 monitoring
report and request (again) for your RBCA and

e December 11, 2000 letter acknowledging receipt and review of your RBCA and
request (agam) for your groundwater and soil-vapor extraction test work plans.

No activity, known to our office, has occurred since this time.

We request that you address the following technical comments:

1. Groundwater Monitoring- Please perform a groundwater monitoring ¢vent on all
existing site wells. Groundwater samples should be analyzed for the following
compounds, TPHg, and by EPA Method 8260 for BTEX, MTBE, TAME, ETBE,
DIPE, TBA, EDB and EDC.

2. Provide a work plan for your groundwater and soil-vapor extractlon tests in addition
to a schedule for the performance of these tests.




® ¢

Mr. Wayne Chun and Ms. Lily Chun

Apnl 1, 2002

2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501
RO0000382

Page 2

Technical Report Request:
Please submit the following technical reports according the following schedule:

* April 16, 2002- work plan for groundwater and soil-vapor extraction tests and
schedule for their performance.
e May 1, 2002 — groundwater monitoring report.

These reports are requested pursuant to the Regional Water Quality Control Board’s
authority under Section 13267 of the California Water Code.

It appears that there has been significant delay in performing requested actions at this
site. We will consider referring your case to the Regional Board or other appropriate
agency, including the County District Attorney Office, for possible enforcement follow
up. Enforcement follow up may include administrative action or monetary penalties up
to $10,000 per day per each day of violation of the California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.75. '

In addition, upon further delay, our office will deem your site non-compliant resulting in
ineligibility to funds from the state’s Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (Senate
Bill 2004).

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

MWC@E

Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist
‘-flb: B. Chan, files
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv LLC, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. S. Ramdass, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 I St.; Sacramento, CA 94244-2120
Ms. 8. Torrence, Alameda County District Attorney Office
Mr. C. Headlee, SFRWQCB

Reprg2301Santa Clara Ave.
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740 Canterbury Ave  Re—PRS5~4¢2F=21 G <

Livermore, CA 94550

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS,

CLAIM NO. 007147, PA#2
SITE ADDRESS: 2301 SANTA CLARA AVE, ALAMEDA, CA 94501

I have reviewed your request, received on August 16, 2001, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs. I have included a copy of the “Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; please use this form in
the future for requesting pre-approval of corrective action costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the January 18, 2000, GeoSolves, LLC. Workplan/proposal requested by the
Alameda County EHD (County) in their December 11, 2000 letter, is $ 1,466; see the table below
for a breakdown of costs.

Be aware that this pre-approval does not constitute a decision on reimbursement: necessary (as
determined by the Fund) corrective action costs for action work directed and approved by the
Couaty will be eligible for reimbursement at costs consistent with those pre-approved in this
letter. However, depending on what happens in the field, some costs may not actually be
necessary. ‘

In an effort to expedite future reimbursement requests associated with the implementation of the
corrective action tasks pre-approved in this letter, we ask that the attached 'Pre-Approval Specific
Reimbursement Request Form' be completed, updated and submitted with each reimbursement
request. All relevant supporting documentation must also be included with each reimbursement

request.

In order for fuiure costs for corrective action to be part of the expedited reimbursement
process, they must be pre-approved in writing by Fund staff.

All costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of Article 11, Chapter 16,
Underground Storage Tank Regulations in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

California Epvironmental Protection Agency

9o
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Lily Chun -2-- August 16, 2001
Claim No. 007147, PA # 2

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

# Task* Amount Pre-Approved Comments

1 Workplan for an Aquifer Test to
Workplan $1,466 support Remedial Action Plan.
TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $ 1466

* Task descriptions are the same as those identified in GeoSolves, LLC.’s January 18, 2000 cost estimate.

* Only the tasks/costs reflected on the above table are pre-approved at this time. The Fund will
review any tasks/costs that go beyond the pre-approved amount to be determined if the
additional tasks and costs are necessary and reasonable. However, if costs exceed the above
pre-approved amounts, the Fund will be unable to expedite your Reimbursement Request.

» The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

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

» Although [ have referred to the GeoSolves, LLC. proposal in my pre-approval above, please
be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot
compel you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented in
the proposal dated January 18, 2000 by GeoSolves, LLC. for conducting the work requested
by the County.

I also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids,
or a bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary future corrective action
work. If you need assistance in procuring contractor and consultant services, don’t hesitate to
call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual costs of the work as explained in
the Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-
approval before you will be reimbursed.

California Environmental Protection Agency

.~
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Lily Chun -3- August 16, 2001
Claim No. 007147, PA # 2

Please insure that your consultant prepares their invoices to include the required breakdown
of costs on a time and materials basis, that invoiced tasks are consistent with the original
proposal, and that reasonable explanations are provided for any changes made in the scope of
work or increases in the costs. When the invoices are submitted you must include copies of all:

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

Please call if you have any questions; I can be reached at (916) 341-5757.
Sincerely,

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

Enclosure
cc: Bamey M. Chan
Alameda County EHD

1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd F1.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Californiz Environmental Protection Agency

o
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*Vedne®day, August 15, 2001 12:12 PM Afholderbach / Chun (925) 439-2302 p.o1

Attention; Barney Chan Date:  g/15/01

Company: Alameda County Health Care Number of Pages: 2

Fax Number: 15103379335

Voice Number: 15105676765

From: Afholderbach / Chun

Company: A & C Associates ﬁ% T2 Y67 201 )

Fax Number: (925) 439-2302

Voice Number:

Subject: Approval letter from lead agency

Comments:

Barney:

To follow Is the letter from SWRCB request your approval of the
plan before preapproval of costs can be issued.

Wayné Chun
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For r fist gf simpls wayn you can radice demand and eut your cHErgy cosls, ses our website ol www.svrcb.oa.gov.

May 15, 2001

Wayne Chun

Lily Chun

740 Canterbury Ave
Livermore, CA 94550

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR PRE-APPROVAL OF
CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, CLAIM NO. 007147, PA # 2
SITE ADDRESS: 2301 SANTA CLARA AVE, ALAMEDA, CA 94501

I have reviewed your request, received on April 27, 2001, for pre-approval of cosrective action
costs.

Your pre-approval request submittal is incomplete snd cannot be processed at this time. The
following marked itemns were not included in your submittal and must be submitied before Fund
staff can review and determine the reasonableness and necessity of the costs. I will place these
documents in your claim file for future reference. -

1 A minimum of ihree competitive bids is required for the proposed scope of work. T he
proposed corrective action activity in your Pre-Approval Request requires a minimum of
three competitive bids, If the prime consultant or the prime contractor identified in the Pre-
Approval Request has not been selected utilizing 2 competitive bid process, then a minimurn
of three bids must be received for their services. Three bids are required for all corrective
aotion work. However, we typically only require the project to demonstrate compliance at
the soil and groundwater investigation phase and the remediation phase. At least one
competitive bid process must cccur at each of these two phases.

O A completed “Cost Pre-Approval Request” form; signed by the claimant or an
authorized representative. I have enclosed with this letter a copy of the “Cost Pre-
Approval Request” form; please use this form in the future to request pre-approval of
corrective action costs. If an authorized representative signs the pre-approval request form,
then an authorized representative form must be on filc for this claim or submitted with your
request.

Qa complete and signed copy of the proposed investigative work plan, corrective action
plan, or uther work plan, including copies of all work plan addenda.

A signed copy of the appropriate lead regulatory oversight agency approval letter for
the proposed plan and all addenda.

California Environmental Profection Agency

& Recyrhod Paper
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HEALTH SERVICES

December 11, 2000
StiD # 3838

Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Subsurface Investigation at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501
Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the Risk-Based Corrective Action (RBCA) evaluation for
the above referenced site prepared by GeoSolv, LLC, your consultant. This evaluation was
performed to evaluate current conservative potential risk to human health, justifying the need for
active remediation at your site.

The conservative soil and groundwater concentrations used were the highest historical benzene
concentration in soil (250 ppm) and the highest recent benzene concentration found in
groundwater (21,000 ppb). Because a domestic water well was reported to be at the nearby
Alameda High School (within 1000 feet), the drinking water exposure pathway was evaluate as
was volatilization from a shower scenario. Soil vapor intrusion into a building for a commercial
worker was evaluated using the highest soil concentration. These exposure pathways mdicate
that human hedlth risk greatly exceeding the normally acceptable risk of one in a million,
therefore, active remediation is necessary,

As was previously approved by our office, please submit a brief work plan and a schedule for the
pending groundwater and soil-vapor extraction tests.

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Bamey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

.A: B. Chan, files
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv LLC, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. M. Owens, SWRCB Cleamip Fund, 1001 I St,, 17" F1., Sacramento CA 95814

RBCAsvgw2301
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4 ALAMEDA COUNTY. '

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

L

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suile 250
October 16, 2000 Alameda. CA 94502-6577

StID # 3838 (510) 567-6700
| FAX 1510} 337-9335
Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Groundwater Monitoring Report for 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501
Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the October 12, 2000 GeoSolv groundwater monitoring
report for the above site. As you will recall, this report was requested to be submitted to our
office by October 10, 2000 as part of my September 7, 2000 Notice of Violation. Please note
your next deliverable date is November 13, 2000 when a risk based corrective action
(RBCA) evaluation and a schedule for the previously approved groundwater and soil-vapor
extraction tests are due. ‘

The results of this monitoring event confirm the presence of ¢levated concentrations of gasoline
and BTEX (benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes) at levels that are likely a risk to human
health. The following additional observations are made from this report:

» The dissolved petroleum plume has moved towards the east and the gasoline and benzene
plume are now seen as a long ellipse moving from the center of the site towards MW-ll
Because of this off-site migration, your remediation should be expedited.

o The gradient is different from the past flow directions. Additional off-site receptors will
have to be evaluated in your upcoming RBCA.

¢ Assuming the groundwater and soil-vapor extraction tests show positive results, the final
design should be modified to account for the moving contaminant plume.

e It was noted that MTBE was not able to be quantified (ie the detection limit was raised)
because of the elevated gasoline concentration. Because of the low primary and secondary
cleanup level of MTBE, this analytical problem must be corrected in the future, after
remediation occurs.

*  Your consultant has been informed that a deep domestic well is reported to be located at
Alameda High School. Please confirm that your site does not pose a threat to this potential
conduit,

o The absence of free product does not necessarily indicate that natural bio-degradation is
occurring at the site. With the migration of the plume, the mass of petroleum may be just
being distributed over a larger lateral area. It should also be noted that the reported gasoline
concentration in several of the wells is at or exceeds the soluble concentration of gasoline in
water, therefore confirming the presence of free product.




o o TN

Mr. Wayne Chun

StID # 3838

2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501
October 16, 2000 '

Page 2

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Lavugyon Cho—

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

‘éB. Chan, files .
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv LLC, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. M. Owens, SWRCB Cleanup Fund, 1001 I St., 17" Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814

comnt2301SantaClara
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parikway, Suite 250
Alameda. CA 94502-6577
September 7, 2000 (510) 567-6700

StID # 3838 : FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Re: Request for Technical Reports for Subsurface Investigation at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, CA 94501

Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office last wrote to you in my March 1, 2000 letter. In this letter, I commented on a

_submted-Remedial Action Plan (RAP) submitted by GeoSolv, LLC and requested that you
perform groundwater monitoring at the above referenced site by no later than April 3, 2000. The
results of the monitoring were to be submitted to my office within 30 days, ie May 3, 2000. To
date, our office has not received the monitoring report.

This request was made because the last monitoring event submitted to our office was a May 1998
report. In this report, it appeared that a large portion of the site was impacted by free product

* (gasoline). This free product is located very close to the neighboring building north of your
property. Other results from temporary borings indicate the gasoline plume may be beneath the
mentioned building and pose a potential human health nisk.

Using the results of this monitoring event plus the past results, GeoSolv was requested to perform
a Risk Based Corrective Action (RBCA) evaluation. This evaluation would justify their proposed
RAP, which our office conditionally approved. Because you have not performed the requested
work, your siteis considered out of compliance with our office and you’re eligibility to the
Cleanup Fund may be reconsidered. The Fund is being notified of your non-compliance by way
of copy of this letter. Caution! You are in jeopardy of losing Cleanup Fund reimbursement.
In addition, the failure to submit the requested report as required by the California Code of
Regulations and the Water Code may subject you to civil liability.

We would like to give you an opportunity to come into compliance. Please submit a
groundwater monitoring report to our office within 30 days or no later than October 10,
2000. Within 30 days of this date, November 13, 2000, please submit a RBCA evaluation
and the schedule for performing the previously proposed groundwater and soil vapor
extraction tests.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
CAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN (LOP)

March 1, 2000
h ’ 1131 Harbar Bay Parkway, Suite 250

StiD # 3838 Alameda, CA 04502-6577
(510} 567-6700

Mr. Wayne Chun ' FAX (510) 337-9335

265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Remedial Action Plan for Dual Phase Groundwater Extraction & Vapor Extraction at
2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the above referenced work plan prepared by GeoSolv, LLC
and have also discussed its contents with Mr. Frank Goldman and Mr. Mark Laughton. A
number of items were included in the Remedial Action Plan (RAP). This letter serves to
comment on those items,

Although GeoSolv hoped to reduce the amount of groundwater sampling, it is critical to obtain a
current groundwater sampling event to determine if conditions remain the same as those which
the RAP was based upon, It appears that the last monitoring event at this site was performed in
May 1998. Please perform a monitoring event within 30 days or no later than April 3, 2000.
A monitoring report should then be submitted within 30 days.

GeoSolv recommends performing new vapor extraction and groundwater extraction tests. The
original tests give an indication that these technologies would likely be effective at this site,
however, they are not comprehensive enough to design a remediation system. The vapor
extraction test proposes to be run at several vacuum pressures to optimize the radius of influence
of the wells. An actual groundwater extraction test, as opposed to the slug test previously
performed, is necessary to estimate the amount of groundwater able to be removed. This
information will be used to design the correct size of the treatment unit. The number and
locations of the extraction wells can be optimized and may be less in number than that shown in
the RAP. Our office agrees with the proposal to perform these additional tests. We would
request a modified RAP showing the actual number and locations of extraction wells along with
the results of these tests.

After performing the requested monitoring event, please perform a Risk Based Corrective Action,
(RBCA), evaluation justifying the need for the proposed remediation. You may choose to
perform a Tier 1 evaluation if this clearly indicates potential unacceptable human health risk.

In regards to the RAP, please note that the figures should be labeled appropriately. It was also
noted that the referenced calculation spread sheet for Figure 5 was missing from the report.

Our office will comment on the specifics of the remediation systems after the submittal of the
modified RAP and new extraction test results report.



ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

June 15, 1999 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

StID # 3838 Alameda, CA 94502-8577
' (510) 5687-6700
Mr. Wayne Chun (510) 337-9335 (FAX)

265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Work Plan for the Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for the Cleanup of Soil and
Groundwater at the former Bill Chun Service Station, 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda CA 94501 '

Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the work plan for the design and implementation of a
Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for the above site as prepared by GeoSolv, LLC. I have spoke with
Messrs. Frank Goldman and Mark Laughton regarding its contents, OQur office approves of this
work plan, however, we have the following comments regarding each phase:

1. Initial Risk Assessment- A site specific risk assessment will be performed to identify
receptors and generate site specific target levels (SSTL) for soil and groundwater cleanup. It
1s assumed that current conditions would fail a baseline, Tier 1, risk assessment. This is the
basis for the required remediation,

2. To support the previous feasibility study results, a justification for the proposed treatment
methodology will be given followed by the specific design of both the groundwater pump and
treat and soil vapor extraction systems. The construction of the systems will include the
installation of both groundwater extraction and soil vapor wells and individual groundwater
pump and soil vapor extraction tests. Actual tests may differ significantly from the results of
your prior consultant,

3. Post Venification Sampling- This section will propose the type of soil, groundwater and vapor
sampling to be performed to verify that the cleanup standards have been met. It is assumed
that an initial and regularly scheduled groundwater monitoring will be part of this section.
Please comply with the sampling requirements of my May 17, 1999 letter when performing
the initial monitoring. In addition, our office concurs with the approach to perform the pilot
VET and aquifer test prior to performing the RBCA and then implement the system.

You may proceed with the Remedial Action Plan. Please submit your RAP to our office within
30 days or by July 16, 1999. Please contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
5{’{ ¢ ﬂ/f @gfé/\.___
Barney M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, files £
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv, LLC, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
Mr. E. Nichols, SWRCB, Cleanup Fund Program, 2014 T St.,Suite 130, P.O. Box 944212,
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120 RAPwpap2301




Sent: Tuesday, June 08, 1999 8.44 AM
To: BChan@co.alameda.ca.us

Cc: GTp@worldnet.att.net

Subject: Response to Barney Chan's RAP Approval to do the Workplan Letter

Dear Barney;

We have reviewed your draft workplan approval correspondence and concur. We would,
however, like to perform the RBCA after a vapor extraction pilot test with associated
additional soil sampling, an aquifer test, and a round of groundwater samples Is collected
and analyzed. At this point, we don't believe we need to perform a RBCA to justify
application of a soil vapor extraction and pump and treat systems as the concentrations of
hydrocarbons are very high. It is obvious. We do agree, however, that a RBCA will be
needed to establish SSTLs,which will have a significant bearing on the duration and cost
of cleanup. If we perform the RBCA now, it will only have to be revised later to reflect the
new field data results.

We would like to prepare the RAP based upon previous concentrations of gasoline
constituents in soil and groundwater. This will generated a very conservative cleanup cost
scenario as the concentrations have probably gone down by now. The RAP design will
undoubtedly be overdesigned, initially; however, we will have a more realistic idea about
the future costs of the cleanup process. We don't want Mr. Chun to be unpleasantly
surprised by expensive change orders down the road because the initial costs were based
upon a more recent and more rosey picture. Even though Mr. Chun will eventually receive
reimbursement from the UST Cleanup Fund, continuation of the work may depend upon
Mr. Chun's ability to provide the cash flow necessary to sustain project activity. We would
like to avoid waiting for the Fund to approve change orders and having to suspend project
activity at some point critical to the project’s success. The RBCA can then be performed
based upon new field data from vapor pilot and aquifer testing. This new suite of
information will establish attenuation rates of cleanup in response to real field testing and
will define the duration of the process based upon SSTL's.

In summary, we would like to perform the pilot test and aquifer test initially; then perform
the RBCA; then install and implement the system. We would like to include all of these
activities in the RAP, now. We are concerned, that if we break up this project, “piece
meal,” by first performing the groundwater monitoring; then investigation and pilot
testing; then investigation and aquifer testing; and then finally a RBCA; we may never see
the end of this thing.

We know enough now to be able to put together a RAP and its associated costs. We also
know it will have to be revised anyway. We therefore don't see any rationale for getting
mired in providing additional justification to perform the cleanup. There is no question that
it does have to be done by VES and pump and treat given that these clean-up methods are
the industry standard for these types of site contaminants in predominantly sandy
conditions.

Please let us know if the aforementioned is amenable to you.
Frank Goldman

George Paviov




ALAMEDA COUNTY . .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
May 17, 1999 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP} '
StD # 3838 Namotn. Cx aison gery e 250

(510) 567-6700
Mr. Wayne Chun ~ FAX (510) 337-9335
265 Heron Drive

Pittsburgh, CA 94565

Re: Request for Technical Reports for 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501

Dear Mr. Chun:

In our office’s last correspondences with you, I commented and approved of the Corrective -
Action Plan (CAP) prepared by your consultant, ENSR and requested that you submit a time
schedule for the implementation of the proposed duel-phase extraction system. The last letter
was dated July 31, 1998. Since this time, our office has not received any reports from you.

On January 10, 1999, I was contacted by Mr. Frank Goldman of GeoSolv. He stated that you had
chosen GeoSolv as your new consultant and that with some minor changes, they were proposing a
similar remediation system as that proposed by ENSR. In a fax to our office, Mr. Goldman also
requested a copy of the Preliminary Site Assessment Report by ESE, dated February 19, 1993.
Having reviewed the County’s files, I find the aforementioned report is actually dated March 31,
1993. Hopefully, you have been able to provide a copy of this report for Mr, Goldman.

Please be aware that you are still required to submit groundwater monitoring reports on a
quarterly basis or at a less frequent basis as agreed upon by our office. The last groundwater
monitoring report received by our office was the Second Quarter 1998 report for the sampling
conducted on May 8, 1998. Plcase provide our office with all subsequent monitoring event
reports, Groundwater samples should be run for TPH as gasoline, BTEX and MTBE. TPH as
dicsel was eliminated and is believed not to be present, while the testing for halogenated volatile
organic compounds (HVOCs) was reduced to semi-annually. Our office recommends that either
the sample exhibiting the highest MTBE concentration or a free product sample be run for MTBE
using EPA Method 8240 or 8260 for confirmation. Please have your consultant contact me if this

~ is not your understanding of the monitoring schedule. During your monitoring, an estimate of the
thickness of any free product should be made and this information should be provided to support
GeoSolv’s proposal not to incorporate free product removal in their CAP.

Please submit your new CAP as prepared by your new consultant. The plan, as mentioned,
should include a schedule for implementation subject to receiving regulatory approval. Please be

“reminded the failure to submit the requested reports may result in civil liability and enforcement
from the Water Board and/or the District Attorney Office. In addition, it will eliminate you from
the Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund due to non-compliance. Please submit all
monitoring reports and the CAP to our office within 30 days or by June 21, 1999.

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions,




Mr, Wayne Chun

2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501
StID # 3838

May 17, 1999

Page 2.

Sincerely,

%M}'T W\ O[{aﬂ/\
Barmey M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, files
Mr. F. Goldman, GeoSolv, 643 Oregon St Sonoma, CA 95476

Reprq23or
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GeoSolv

Eﬂﬂrﬁﬂm
643 Oregoi
Phone: (707)
We Don’t Just Work

Janvary 10, 1999

Barney Chan, REHS
Alameda County H
Environmental P
Department of E
1131 Harlsor Bay Parky
Alameda, CA 94502 &

Subject:

Dear Barney:

We met with We the above sifn ne 26 |

LLC would produ 1 I vl thfeiesit s :
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the proposed system with avugmentiations such as steom injection (i.e. The most recent'and
cost effective technology) or recovery frenches (e.g. os oppesed to extraction wells in some
cases), however, we won‘t know for sure until we resolve the {ogistics and operational
requirements of the remediation design layout for the site. In addition, based vpon our

review to date, we do not recommen that free product removal be incorperated into the i
proposad design as it does not oppear that there is enough free product to warrant the -
additional cost and the proposed groundwailer exiraction and filtration system should [ H
accommodate by iree and dissolved praduct. oF
i
We have reviewed what appears to be most of the previeus technical reports (provided by
the raspomlhle purry, Wuyne Chun) ussociuied with the prnlncl however, will need o copy
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possible. '
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State Registered Geologist No. 5557 = ncipal hysleist : 7 3 &E i
State Certified Hydrogeologist No, 466 Field Supervisor i %}_

CEQ/GeoSoly, LLC




ALAMEDA COUNTY I

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION {LOP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
July 31, 1998 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
StID # 3838 {510) 5B7-8700
FAX (510) 337-3335
Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565

Re: Request for Technical Reports for 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda CA 94501

Dear Mr. Chun:

In my June 26, 1998 letter to you, I provided comments on the June 1998 ENSR report. This
report made recommendations for actions for further site investigation and proposed the
implementation of duel-phase extraction as the most applicable remediation approach for the site.
I offered a few comments and approved of this remediation approach . I then requested a
comment to my letter and a timetable schedule for the implementation of ENSR’s
recommendations. 1additionally requested copies of Figures 5 and 6 omitted in the report. 1
have received copies of these figures, however, I have not received the other requested
information.

Pursuant to the Water Code, Section 13267 (b), you are requested to submit a technical report
responding to my leticr plus a time schedule for, at a minimum, the submittal of a diagram of the
proposed remediation system and the application for the appropriate permits for the extraction
system. Each subsequent groundwater monitoring report must include the status of this work and
anticipated efforts for the next quarter. You are also reminded that substantial civil penalty exists
for the failure to submit the requested information.

Please submit this technical information within 30 days or by September 1, 1998.
You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

ey g Lo

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B.Chan, files
Mr. A. Gibbs, ENSR, 10324 Placer Lane, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95827

Rep-2301




ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Directar

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)

1131 Harhor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
June 26, 1998 Alameda, CA 94502-6577

StID # 3838 (510} 567-6700

, FAX {510) 337-9335
Mr. Wayne Chun

265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg,CA 94565

Re: Corrective Action Evaluation and Feasibility Study for 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, CA 94501

Pear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the June 1998 ENSR report referenced above for
the former Bill Chun Service Station. The report provides the history of the extensive
soil and groundwater investigation which has occurred at this site. Although potential
off-site sources of petroleum contamination may exist, it is likely that the majority, if not
all, of the groundwater contamination currently present on-site originated from the former
gasoline tanks on this site. This is especially evident due to the original conditions of the
former tanks observed during removal and the elevated gasoline and BTEX
concentrations found in the soils taken beneath the tank.

Our office has the following comments to the recommendations of ENSR:

e Please be aware that Shell Oil Products Company performed a subsurface
investigation on the former Shell site at 2300 Santa Clara Ave. on January 26, 1998.
The results of this investigation appear in Cambria Environmental’s February 26,
1998 report entitled “Subsurface Investigation”. Cambria concluded that the source
of contamination being detected in MW-8 is not from the former Shell station. Qur
office , at this time, concurs with this evaluation.

» Inregards to the well construction of MW-1 through MW-3 | please be aware that
these wells were screened from 10-25'bgs, the full extent of the well. When these
wells were installed in 1993, groundwater was encountered at 15°. Therefore, the
assumption made by ENSR is correct ie the well screen is below the current depth to
water and free product may be unable to collect and be removed from these wells.

I have enclosed copies of the boring logs for these wells.

¢ Certainly any drinking or irrigation wells in the immediate proximity of this site
should be either tested or discontinued their use given the potential of gasoline,
BTEX and MTBE contamination in groundwater.




Mr, Wayne Chun
2301 Santa Clara Ave.
StID # 3838

June 26, 1998

Page 2.

Because of the threat of the preferential groundwater migration along the mentioned
sanitary sewer in the center of Oak St. you may want to perform a search for
sensitive receptors along the utility, however, prior investigation indicates limited
migration of groundwater along Oak St.

In regards to determining cleanup standards for this site, our office recommends
running total dissolved solids on the groundwater samples to determine potability. If
the water is non-potable, concentrations exceeding MCLs may be allowed to remain.
Otherwise, cleanup levels will be risk based. At this time, with the presence of liquid
phase hydrocarbons in monitoring wells, a risk assessment is premature.

Our office concurs with the proposed remediation approach, dual-phase extraction of
both soil vapor and groundwater. Please insure that the wells which are pump tested
are properly constructed ie the screen interval for wells tested for vapor extraction
should be above groundwater.

Please provide a timetable for the implementation of the proposed recommendations after
commenting or incorporating the County concerns. In addition, please have your
consultant provide copies of Figures 5 and 6 as referenced in this report as they were
missing from the County’s copy.

You may contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

éw@méé’o_

Bamey M. Chan

Hazardous Materials Specialist |

Enclosure

C: B. Chan, files

Mr. A. Gibbs, ENSR, 10324 Placer Lane, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95827

Capfs230%




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN {LOP)

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

March 23, 1998 . (510) 567-6700
StID-# 3838 . FAX (510) 337-9335
Mr, Wayne Chun

265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565
RE: Request for Technical Reports for Former Service Station, 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, CA 94501 .

Dear Mr. Chun:

Our office has received and reviewed the recently submitted, March 17, 1998 Groundwater Monitoring
Report for the above referenced site as prepared by ENSR. The results are consistent with past results.
Significant sheen was noticed in monitoring wells MW-1, MW-2 and wells MW-4 through MW-6. 1also
noliced that the contact person from ENSR has changed once again. This lelter serves Lo request technical
reports and to get back onto the schedule previously stated in Fugro West, Inc.’s August 14, 1996 work
plan, The contents of this work plan was restated in ENSR’s September 24, 1997 Project Progress Report.

The work plan proposed the following five specific tasks :
»  Air monitoring within the Towata Flower Shop
‘¢ o Destruction of monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2
7 ¢ Installation of two on-site wells to determine the extent of floating product beneath the existing
' building
Installation of five temporary groundwater sampling probes and
Report preparation.

The work plan was Iater modified such that the destruction of MW-1 and MW-2 would be on hold until the
feasibility study was complete. In addition, instead of installing the two on-site wells, up to lhree direct
push probes would be advanced.

Our office has received a copy of the ENSR October 8, 1997 report regarding the air moniloring at the
Towata Flower shop. The results of this study indicate that vapor volatilization into the flower shop may
not be occurring.  Ina January 13, 1998 conversation with Mr, Dan Etheridge of ENSR, he stated that he
believed that the feasibility stedy had been completed, however, I have not heard from him since. It
appears that he is no longer the project manager. Therefore, our office requests the following :

» Please provide a copy of the feasibility study for this site and a time schedule for its implementation

»  Please provide a schedule for the advancement of the previously proposed direct push probes and the
temporary groundwater sampling probe

Please provide the requested information within 30 days or by April 24,1998.




Mr. Wayne Chun
March 23, 1998
StID # 3838
Page 2.

You may-contact me at (510) 567-6765 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

BLunve, i Gfp—

Barney M. Chan
Hazardous Materials Specialist

C: B. Chan, files _
Mr. Alan Gibbs, ENSR, 10324 Placer Lane, Suite 200, Sacramento CA 95827
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ENSR

Consulting » Engineering » Remediation 1420 Harbor Bay Parkway
Suite 160
Alameda, CA 94502

{510) 748-6700
FAX (510) 748-6799
http.//www.ensr.com

September 24, 1997
ENSR Project No. 8700-752

Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive ‘
Pittsburg, California 94565

Subject: Project Progress Report
Former Bill Chun Service Station
2301 Santa Clara Avenue
Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun:

This letter reports the progress of current assessment work, being performed by ENSR at
subject site. The work involves additional soil and groundwater assessment and an evaluation of
possible corrective action (feasibility study). The assessment tasks initially proposed for this
project are listed below.

Task 1 Air monitoring within the Towata Flower Shop Building, 2305 Santa Clara Avenue, Ve

Alameda dong

( &‘._
-; Task 2 Destruction of existing monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2 and Installation of MW-14 ﬂg’f"’
IM Task 3 Installation of two on-site groundwater monitoring wells proposed to assess extent of "_:t: ;-m.,!
floati duct beneath existing buildi
(e oating product beneath existing building fsa o
Task 4 Installation of five temporary groundwater sampling probes and possible installation of

ermanent downgradient monitoring well ~
pu' Huce rag}‘sr’#rwwk o—xgﬁ-v_v%é; ATPL Wv mdﬁ.afuf
Task 5 Report Preparation

These proposed tasks were discussed in our June 5, 1997 meeting with Ms. Juliet Shin of
the Alameda County Department of Environmental Health (ACEH). In that meeting, we
proposed to suspend work prescribed in Task 2 until completion of the feasibility study. Task 3
was revised: rather than install the two proposed additional groundwater monitoring wells within
the existing building, ENSR recommended advancing up to three direct push sample probes.
Soil and groundwater samples collected from these probes will assist in determining the presence
of floating hydrocarbon product. Task 3 completion is pending access to the garage.

CAPETER~-NCHUMWPCTESST.DOL




l Mr. Wayne Chun

ENQR September 24, 1997 (8700-752)

Current Status of In-Progress Assessment Work

Task 1 - Air monitoring within the Towata Flower Shop Building, 2305 Santa Clara
Avenue, Alameda ENSR completed work for Task 1 on July 9, 1997. This task was
conducted to determine whether hydrocarbon vapors, associated with free floating
gasoline previously encountered at the subject site, were accumulating beneath the
Towata Flower building. ENSR concluded that if hydrocarbon vapors are present in
the subsurface soil beneath the Towata Flowers building, accumulation of these
vapors was likely not occurring and thus do not present a health and safety concemn.
ENSR is currently preparing a letter-report of findings for monitoring work conducted
under this task and expects to complete it during the week of September 29, 1997.

Task 4 - Installation of five temporary groundwater sampling probes and possible
installation of permanent down-gradient monitoring well. ENSR completed eight soil
borings to assess the down-gradient extent of the dissolved hydrocarbon groundwater
plume. Five soil borings were placed in a down-gradient (north) direction from the
property on either sides of Qak Street. Three additiona!l soil borings were placed on
the site to obtain current soil and groundwater data. The lithology obtained from the
three on-site soil borings provided ENSR sufficient data to estimate current thickness
and extent of gasoline-impacted soil (smear zone). Soil and groundwater samples
were submitted for analysis of total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPH-g),
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX), lead, and methyl tertiary-butyl
ether (MTBE). No detectable concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons were
detected in the groundwater from down-gradient, off-site sampling locations. ENSR
is currently preparing a report of findings for investigative work conducted under this
task and expects to complete it during the week of September 29, 1997,

Completion of Corrective Action Feasibility ENSR is currently completing a

corrective action evaluation (feasibility study). The feasibility study is intended to
evaluate the overall effectiveness, timeliness and cost of alternative cleanup
technologies for use at the property. The feasibility study will evaluate the use of
technologies such as Oxygen Release Compound (ORC); bio-venting; excavation and
disposal; and soil vapor extraction. No action with quarterly groundwater monitoring
will also be considered. Depending on the results of the feasibility study, the original
scope of Task 2 may be substituted for an appropriate corrective action. The
California Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (USTCF) concurs with the
proposal to evaluate corrective action in lieu of additional assessment work. A copy
of the Corrective Action Evaluation will be submitted to the ACEH for review and
comment no later than the third week of October, 1997.

CA\PETER-NCHUNUPDTERS?.DOG 2




. l Mr. Wayne Chun
Em September 24, 1997 (8700-752)

e OQuarterly Groundwater Monitoring and Sampling ENSR will complete the third
quarter, 1997 groundwater sampling and monitoring event during the week of
September 29, 1997,

If you have any questions regarding the attached letter the schedule or require additional
information, please call me at (510) 748-6700.

Sincerely,

ring and Remediation

Project Manager

PBH:pbh

cc: Mr. Barney Chan, Alameda County Health Agency, Department of Environmental Health

CAPETER-1\CHUNWPDTESS?.DOC 3
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ENCR

Consulting « Engineering « Remediation 1420 Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 160
Alameda, CA 94502

{510) 743-6700
FAX {510} 748-6799

June 17, 1997

Project No.

8700-752-300

Ms. Juliet Shin, Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Health Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Subject:

Notes and Schedule from June 5, 1997 Meeting
Former Bill Chun Service Station
2301 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California

Dear Ms. Shin:

I am providing you this summary of our June 5, 1997 meeting with Mr. Wayne Chun. The
purpose of the meeting was to discuss the next phases of assessment and the possibility of expedited
corrective action at the above referenced site. This letter includes an estimated completion schedule
for the assessment work discussed in our meeting. The proposed assessment activities are presented
two previously approved work plans titled:

Work Plan for Further Free Product and Ground Water Assessment, Former Bill Chun
Service Station, " dated August 4, 1996.

“Work Plan Addendum - Further Free Product and Groundwater Assessment, Former Bill
Chun Service Station,” dated Qctober 2, 1996.

PRE-APPROVED ASSESSMENT TASKS

Task 1 Amr monitoring within the Towata Flower Shop Building, 2305 Santa Clara Avenue,
Alameda.

Task 2 Destruction of existing monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2 and Installation of MW-14

Task 3 Instaflation of two on-site groundwater monitoring wells proposed to assess extent of
floating product beneath existing building.

Task 4 Installation of five temporary groundwater sampling probes and possible installation of
permanent downgradient monitoring well.

Task 5 Report Preparation

CAPETER~NCHUNWTNGNTES LET
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Ms. Juliet Shin

EmR June 17, 1997 (8700-752-300)

Items Discussed

Topics and/or resolutions discussed in our June 5, 1997 meeting are listed below.

ENSR and Mr. Chun will proceed with Task 1 and Task 4. ENSR is currently preparing
the necessary encroachment permits and negotiating the access agreements required for
these two tasks. The schedule of completion is discussed later in this letter.

Completion of Task 2 will be suspended pending the completion of a corrective action
evaluation (feasibility study). The feasibility study is intended to evaluate the overall
effectiveness, timeliness and cost of alternative cleanup technologies for use at the
property. The feasibility study will evaluate the use of technologies such as Oxygen
Release Compound (ORC); bio-venting; excavation and disposal; and soil vapor
extraction. No action with quarterly groundwater monitoring will also be considered.
Depending on the results of the feasibility study, the original scope of Task 2 may be
substituted for an appropriate corrective action. As we have discussed, the California
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund (USTCF) concurs with the proposal to evaluate
corrective action in lieu of additional assessment work. The pre-approved costs for Task 2
will be directed towards the completion of the feasibility study.

Task 3 has been revised. Rather than install the two proposed additional groundwater
monitoring wells within the existing building, ENSR has recommended advancing up to
three direct push sample probes. Soil and groundwater samples collected from these
probes will assist in determining the presence of floating hydrocarbon product. ENSR will
perform this work concurrently with Task 4. The pre-approved cost for Task 3 will
contribute to the completion of the feasibility study.

The report of findings, as proposed for Task 5, will be prepared following the completion
of Task 1 and Task 4. Following the completion of air monitoring at Towata Flowers,
ENSR will prepare an interim letter-report and submit a copy to the Alameda County
Environmental Health Department (ACHD) for review and comment. These reports will
precede the completion of the feasibility study report.

Quarterly groundwater monitoring will take place during the month of June 1997. ENSR
will begin this quarter requesting the analysis of methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE) for
the groundwater samples. As of the March 1997 quarterly sampling event, the analysis of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) will be analyzed on a semi annual basis. Analysis for
VOCs in groundwater will take place again in September 1997. VOC, analysis in

monitoring wells MW-3 and MW-4 will be discontinued starting in June 1997 ;

CAPETER~NCHUNWMTNGNTES LET 2



ENCR o

Scheduling

Encroachment permits and access agreements for
completion of Task 1 and 4,

June 27, 1997

Air monitoring within Towata Flower Shop
building;

Week of June 30, 1997

‘Completion of letter-report on air monitoring at
Towata Flower Shop and submittal 1o ACHD;

Week of July 7, 1997

Drilling and sampling of temporary groundwater
sampling probes;

Week of July 7, 1997

Receipt of groundwater and soil sample results;

Week of July 21, 1997

Completion of report on soil and groundwater
sampling (Task 4) and submittal to ACHD,

Week of July 28, 1997

Completion of corrective action feasibility report
and submitta] to ACHD.

Week of August 4, 1997

This schedule is dependent on the time required to obtain access and encroachment permits,
schedule of drilling contractors, and unforeseen circumstances encountered in the field. ENSR will
notify the ACHD prior to the commencement of field activities and in the event that the schedule

requires alteration.

If you have questions or comments regarding the scope of work and schedule, please contact

Project Geologist

me at (510} 748.6700.
Sincere]yy
ENSR Cop
i
eler
PBH:pbh

tcc: Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, California

CAPETER ~T\CHUNSTHGNTES LET -3-

Ms. Juliet Shin
June 17, 1997 (8700-752-300)
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April 30, 1997

Mr. Wayne Chun

Bill Chun’s Service

265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA  94565-1916

Dear Mr. Chun:

Pete Wilson
Governor

PRE-APPROVAL OF CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS, Claim No. 7147,
2301 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, CA

I have reviewed your request, received on March 13, 1997, for pre-approval of corrective action
costs; I will place these documents in your file for future reference. I have included a copy of the
“Cost Pre-Approval Request™ form; please use this form in the future for requesting pre-approval of

corrective action costs.

With the following provisions, the total cost pre-approved as eligible for reimbursement for
completing the September 24, 1996, Fugro West, Inc. workplan, approved by the Alameda County
Health Care Services Agency (County) in their October 3, 1996 letter, is $26,829; sce the table
below for a breakdown of the costs. (The total amount eligible for reimbursement through Request
No. 6 for work at your site that has been directed and approved by the County has been $132,417.)

- Be aware that this pre-approval does nor constitute a decision on reimbursement: all reasonable

and necessary corrective action costs for work directed and approved by the County will be
eligible for reimbursement per the terms of your Letter of Commitment at costs consistént with

those pre-approved in this letter.

All future costs for corrective action must be approved in writing by Fund staff.
Future costs for corrective action must meet the requirements of
Article 11, Chapter 16, Underground Storage Tank Regulations.

COST PRE-APPROVAL BREAKDOWN

Task Amount Pre-Approved Comments
Task 1-Air Monitoring $£2,526 Air monitoring pre-approved at
: the rate of technician. Submit air

monitoring equipment invoices
with reimbursement request.

Task 2-Well Destruction (MW-1 54,915

and MW-2)/Install MW-14

Task 3-Installation of Two MWs $7,579 Deduct all costs relating to VOC
analyses.

Task 4-Installation of Five GW $9.309 Pre-approved ground water wells

Sample Probes if necessary. Deduct all VOC
analyses.

Task 5-Report Preparation £2,500

TOTAL PRE-APPROVED $26,329

Our nussion is 1o preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.



Y
- Mr. Wayne Chun 2

. The actual costs and scope of work performed must be consistent with this pre-approval for
it to remain valid. _ ,

. The work products must be acceptable to the County and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

. It is my opinion that it is unnecessary to obtain three bids for this scope of work; the Fund’s
three bid requirement is waived for this scope of work.

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

. Although 1 have referred to the Fugro West, Inc. proposal in my pre-approval above, please

7>
Q b‘ Recycled Paper

be aware that you will be entering into a private contract: the State of California cannot
compel you to sign any specific contract. This letter pre-approves the costs as presented
by Fugro West, Inc. for conducting the work approved by the County for implementing the
September 24, 1996, Fugro West, Inc. workplan.

[ also want to remind you that the Fund’s regulations require that you obtain at least three bids, or a
bid waiver from Fund staff, from qualified firms for all necessary corrective action work. The
legislation governing the Fund requires that the Fund assist you in procuring contractor and
consultant services for corrective action. If you need any assistance in contracting for corrective
action services, don’t hesitate to call me.

Please remember that it is still necessary to submit the actual cost of the work as explained in the
Reimbursement Request Instructions to confirm that the costs are consistent with this pre-approval
before you will be reimbursed. To make this easier, insure that your consultant prepares his
invoices to match the format of the original estimate, and provides reasonable explanations for
any changes made in the scope of work or increases in the costs. When the invoices are
submitted you must include copies of all:

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

Please call if you have any questions; [ can be reached at the above number.

Sincerely,

Steve Marquez, WRCE T
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program

Enclosure o

ce: Ms. Juliet Shin
Alameda County Health Care Services Agency - -
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 =
Alameda, CA 94502

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensyre their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and fisture generations.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

October 3, 1996 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LGP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Mr. Wayne Chun (510) 567-6700
Bill Chun’s Service Station FAX (510) 337-9335
265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

STID 3838

Re:  Workplan for investigations at the Former Bill Chun Service Station, located at 2301
Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California

Dear Mr, Chun,

This office has reviewed Fugro West, Inc.’s (Fugro) August 14, 1996 Workplan and Fugro’s
October 2, 1996 Addendum to the Workplan. The workplan, in combination with the addendum,
is acceptable to this office, with the following reminders:

0 Please be reminded that Zone 7 permits are required for the destruction of Wells
MW-1 and MW-2.
o It is the understanding of this office that corrective action measures will be taken

to remediate the floating product and possibly contain the plume from further
migration immediately following this next phase of work.

0 Please wait a minimum of 24 hours after installing the wells before developing
the wells, in order to prevent any potential volatilization of aromatics in the
groundwater samples.

Per the workplan, field work will begin within two weeks of this letter. A repot documenting
the work should be submitted to this office within 45 days after completing all field activities.
Immediate attempts should be made to work with Towata Flowers in obtaining access approval
for vapor investigations at that site.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510) 567-6763.




o

Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
October 3, 1996

Page 2 of 2

Sincerely,

uliet Shin
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

ce: Peter B. Hudson
Fugro West, Inc.
44 Montgomery St., Ste 1010
San Francisco, CA 94104

Acting Chief -




~

ALAMEDA COUNTY .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

April 3, 1996 Alameda County Environmental Health Div.

Environmental Protection Services

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Room 250

Mr. Wayn:a Chun _ Alameda CA 94502-6577

Bill Chun’s Service Station (510)567-6700 fax: (510)337-9335
265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916
STID 3838
Re: Investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

In response to your request on April 6, 1996, you may switch the frequency of monitoring from
quarterly to semi-annual for the following wells: 1) Wells MW-4 and MW-10 because they have
only identified very low concentrations; 2) Wells MW-1 and MW-2 because elevated
concentrations, indicative of free product, have consistently been identified in these wells and
wells with free product are generally not sampled; and 3) Well MW-8 because the contamination
identified in this well is upgradient and appears to be attributable to the former Shell Service
Station. If, at some point, significant increases in contaminant concentrations are noted in any of
these wells, you may be required to switch back to quarterly sampling for those wells.

This office is requesting that the change in monitoring frequencies be implemented after this
next sampling event. Due to the fact that groundwater samples collected from Wells MW-1 and
MW-2 in 1993 identified levels of 1,2-dichloroethane (1,2-DCE), this office is requesting that all
the eleven monitoring wells be sampled in the next monitoring event and analyzed for
halogenated volatile organic compounds (HVOCs). Depending on the concentrations identified,
you may not need to continue analysis for HVOCs in some of the wells.

Per our conversation on April 6, 1996, it appears that a potential threat to human health can be
presumed for the site without conducting a formal risk assessment, due to the extensive amounts
of free product on site. Therefore, instead of focusing your efforts on a risk assessment at this
time, your emphasis should be on implementing the following: 1) characterizing the plume
beneath the existing building on site and the adjacent Towata building; 2) proposing some sort of
source removal to eliminate the potential human health hazard and to reduce contaminant
concentrations in the groundwater; and 3) further delineate the lateral extent of the plume
downgradient of the site (to the northeast and east). A work plan addressing these concems
should be submitted to this office within 60 days of the date of this letter. The work plan should
address the feasibility of different approaches for source removal.




Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
April 3, 1996

Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact me at (510) 567-6763.

Sincerely,

X

L,

Juliet Shin
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

ce: William Bassett, Jr.
Fugro West, Inc.
44 Montgomery St., Ste 1010
San Francisco, CA 94104

 Acting Chief-File
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RAFAT A. SHAHID, DIRECTOR

DEFARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-6777

February 20, 1996

Mr. R. Jeff Granberry

Shell Oil Co.

1390 Willow Pass Road, Ste 900
Concord, CA 94520

Re:  Required investigations at the Former Shell Service Station, located at 2300 Santa Clara
Ave., Alameda, CA

Dear Mr. Granberry,

Per our conversation on February 20, 1996, Well MW-8 and boring P7 were recently installed
along the border of the above former Shell Service Station, as part of ongoing investigations at
Bill Chun’s Service Station, located at 2301 Santa Clara Avenue, which is hydraulically
downgradient of the former Shell site (please refer to attached figure showing sample locations
and results). Analysis results of groundwater samples collected from Well MW-8 and boring P7
identified up to 46,000 parts per billion (ppb) Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg)
and 260 ppb benzene. Based on the fact that these contaminant concentrations were
significantly greater than the concentrations identified immediately downgradient of the site,
across Santa Clara Avenue, it appears that the observed contamination is resulting, at least in
part, from the former Shell underground storage tanks (USTs).

Fugro West, Inc., consultants to Bill Chun’s Service Station, conducted a file search at the City
of Alameda Fire Department and discovered that four 290-gallon USTs were installed at the
former Shell Service Station in 1922 and removed in January 1939. These USTs were replaced
by five other USTs, which were subsequently removed in November 1950.

This office is requesting that Shell Oil Company conduct further assessments and investigations
to confirm whether or not the contamination observed in Well MW-8 and P7 is, in fact, resulting
from the site and to determine the extent and severity of any soil and groundwater contamination
resulting from the site. A work plan addressing this work should be submitted to this office
within 45 days of the date of this letter.

Your investigations may require that you obtain additional information regarding investigations
at Bill Chun’s Service Station. If you need any information on investigations at this site, or you
have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (510) 567-6763.



o o o

Mr. R. Jeff Granberry

Re: 2300 Santa Clara Ave.
February 20, 1996

Page 2 of 2

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

ATTACHMENT

cc: Mr. Wayne Chun
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

William Bassett, Jr.

Fugro West, Inc.

44 Montgomery St., Ste 1010
San Francisco, CA 94104

Acting Chief-File
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ) ' ®
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

o a8

Wy

RAFAT A. SHAHID, DiIRecTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

February 20, 1996 (510) 567-6777

Mr. Wayne Chun

Bill Chun’s Service Station
265 Heron Drive

Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

STID 3838

Ré: Investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has reviewed over Fugro West, Inc.’s (Fugro) January 1996 report, documenting
recent groundwater assessment results. Free product and elevated levels of soil and
groundwater contamination both on and off site continue to be identified. Due to the potential
for this contamination to pose a health threat to adjacent active businesses overlying the
contaminant plume, further investigations and assessments will be required to determine how
much of a current threat, if any, this contamination poses. This work should take first priority.

Additionally, this office concurs with Fugro’s recommendations in the report. Better delineation
of the observed free product needs to be conducted, which includes the areas beneath the on-site
building and the Towata’s Flower (Towata) building (located at 2305 Santa Clara Ave). Further
characterization of the dissolved-phase hydrocarbons and soil contamination to the
north/northeast and east towards Towata also needs to be conducted. It appears that the elevated
contaminant concentrations identified on the Towata site is resulting from your site. This office
reviewed the analytical results of soil samples collected beneath the former 500-gallon gasoline
tank at the Towata site, and little to no TPHg or BTEX was identified in soil samples collected
from beneath this tank or from the excavated material.

In response to Fugro’s January 22, 1996 letter, plume containment measures are not required at
this time. Containment measures may be required at a later date if further characterization of
the contaminant plume indicates that the plume is migrating at a substantial rate, or if a human
health or environmental threat is identified. Plume containment requirements could be addressed
with remediation systems, such as enhanced bioremediation or air sparging and vapor extraction
systems, in place of or in conjunction with the classic groundwater extraction system.

Quarterly groundwater sampling and product removal shall continue at the site. The next
groundwater sampling event at the site should be conducted in February or March 1996.



Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
February 20, 1996

Page 2 of 2

Based on the elevated concentrations of TPHg and BTEX identified in Well MW-8 and boring
P7 located upgradient from your site at the Former Shell Gas Station (2300 Santa Clara Avenue),
it appears that there has been a release from this former Shell station and that the resulting
contaminant plume may be commingling with your plume. At this time, this office will not be
requiring you to further delineate the observed contamination upgradient of your site, to the
south/southwest.

The requested human health risk assessment should be prepared and submitted to this office
within 45 days of the date of this letter. Additionally, a work plan addressing further
characterization of the free product and plume should be submitted to this office within 60 days
of the date of this letter.

If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact me at (510) 567-6763.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: William Bassett, Jr.
Fugro West, Inc.
44 Montgomery St., Ste 1010
San Francisco, CA 94104

Acting Chief-File
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0 Need to immediately address the potential human health threat for any on-site buildings
or off-site neighboring properties based on RBCA.

) On-going free-product recovery by manual bailing...Should any other efforts be made
towards free product recovery?

0 Could the PRB that fell into Well MW-7 be causing any impact to gw?

0 Although Wells MW-1 and MW-2 are not screening propetly to identify free product,
was any free product identified in these wells during their installation? Why were these wells
screened incorrectly, if you knew that water table was at approximately 9-feet bgs? What other
alternatives are there for determining the extent of free product?

0 Although there is only one drinking water well within 0.5-mile radius of the site at
Alameda High School, are there any other active wells, not necessarily drinking water wells,
located near the site? Can I get a copy of the well survey info?

4] Can fuel fingerprinting be conducted to confirm that some of the upgradient
contamination is resulting from Shell? Additionally, could some of the weathered gasoline
identified upgradient be attributable to the utility lines along Santa Clara Ave? The benzene
levels on the former Shell site appear to be higher than immediately downgradient of the site
indicating that the street could be yet another source.

0 In response to Section 5.4.2 on page 14 of the report, P4 is not located between MW-11
and on-site sources, and the lack of contaminants identified in P4 is not proof enough that the
contaminants in MW-11 are from another source. Contaminants in MW-11 could have been
deposited there years ago by the site if gradient flowed in this direction for only a short petiod of
time. This could explain the more weathered nature of this contamination. There are buildings
in the area that could have created preferential flow paths

0 Check our records for any contamination at 2305 Santa Clara Ave. (Towata Nursery)
Also check 2314 and 2318 Santa Clara, which are both upgradient of the site.

0 Building not currently being used.

0 Try and install well in building to delineate the extent of product, etc.
0 Bioremediation using ORC is an option.

o Need to write letter to Shell re 2300 Santa Clara Ave.

NOTES
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44 Montgomery Street, Suite 1010
San Francisco, CA 34104

Tetk: (415) 296-1041
January 22, 1996 Fax: (415} 296-0944

Project No. 9537-0431A

Ms. Juliet Shin

Alameda County Environmental Health Department
Environmental Protection Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Former Bill Chun Service Station
2301 Santa Clara Avenue

Alameda, California

Dear Ms. Shin,

As we discussed in a telephonc conversation on January 17, 1995, implementation of
ground water migration control measures at the former Bill Chun Service Station located at 2301
Santa Clara Avenue in Alameda, California (Subject Property) has been delayed due to site
conditions.

On the basis of the results of recently-performed subsurface assessment activities, Fugro
West, Inc., (Fugro) believes implementation of the proposed ground water extraction system may
cause migration of dissolved hydrocarbons associated with one or more offsite sources onto the
Subject Property. In addition, the horizontal extents of free product at the Subject Property are
not fully defined at this time, and may include areas within the capture zone of the proposed
ground water extraction system.

Therefore, Fugro proposes to perform additional assessment of the horizontal extents of
free product at the Subject Property, and to perform computer modeling of ground water flow at
the Subject Property to assess the effect(s) of the proposed ground water extraction system on the
dissolved hydrocarbons associated with offsite sources and the free product at the Subject
Property. If the proposed ground water migration control methed is not considered feasible,
Fugro will propose an alternate method to control migration of additional hydr?carbons off the
Subject Property. TR T an e 2Ty i Mt

. Details regarding the assessment results summarized above are included in an assessment

“report currently being prepared by Fugro. The report also contains the recommendations

described above. If the Environmental Protection Division (EPD) concurs with Fugro’s
recommendations, Fugro will submit proposals to implement the recommendations to EPD and
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Ms. Juliet Shin ' .

January 22, 1996 (9537-0431A)

Mr. Wayne Chun. Fugro will proceed with additional assessment of free product and ground
water modeling immediately upon receipt of notice to proceed from Mr. Chun. We understand
that Mr. Chun will seek pre-approval of assessment and modeling costs from the California UST
Cleanup Fund prior to issuing a notice to proceed to Fugro.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call Mr. William Bassett at (415)
296-1041.
Sincerely,

FUGRO WEST, INC.

Wi Sl

William E. Bassett, Jr.
Project Environmental Scientist

Stephen 1. Bouareau T

Regional Branch Manager
Senior Envirnomental Engineer

c: Wayne Chun
Julie Rose, Randick and O'Dea

WEB:amg
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FROM ALAMEDA OO EHS HAZ -0OFS

6.

10.

519 337 933 199S,03-17 12:E7 #7690 P,BEA1D

Contractor 51@’1’ FQCQJ éﬁ\/l' VO HMMP
Address I?q(f'lg/-”“ éﬁ@fjf] 6( )lL{-‘@' ('/
city S0 HONCASD, LA GHIOT whone (415) 8635100
License type’ A NAZ mMAT i ClYbl

“Eifactive Jarumey 1, 1992, Business and Profescions| Code Section T058.7 requitTes prime contractors to slso hold
narsrdous Maste Certification issuved by the Stete Tontractors Licerse soard. Indicate that the certificate has
been received, in addition, to holding the sppropriate contractors license type.

Censultant N ) }A‘

{

Address

City - Phone

Contact Person for Investigation '
Name gRO)(CLh e ';,DJOJ(‘ S Title ?f@é‘l d QJA+
Phone (2{ 5)K03 -K 100

Number of tanks being closed under this plan ]

Length of piping being removed under this plan Mo ﬁET"DIHﬂ b(’JHﬁ ermFCO
Total number of tanks at facllity [

State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities (see
instructions).

+* Underground tanks are hazardous waste and must be handled **
as hazardous waste

a) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter

Nane N/ﬂ ' EPA 1.D. No.
Hauler License No. Licence Exp. Date
Address

City State Zip

b) Product/Resjdual Sludge/Rinsate Disposal Site

Kane A//#} EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Zip

rev 392 -2 -
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51@ 337 93Ic 1995.93-17  10:58  H769 P.R7s19
| ¢) Tank and Piping ansporter . ;
vame Zr1ckson, Inc. EPA I.D. No. CBDO0T44(39 2
Hauler License No. _ 0] License Exp. Date M_&i
Address _ 255 Povr BII/CO
City Richms b state O zip YL

d) Tank and Piping Disposal Site
Name 200 LL 25 ﬁLl’)OVLC EPA I.D. No.

Address

City State Zip

11l. Experienced Sample Collector
vee ___Dantel_“heredae
Company 40'/9%'1“%{ (0. 5I/WU\‘("OY\W\Q}”V\/CL1 Covp
adaress [ 796 - {€th é%f‘e/eWL 6Ul'{'€. C_/
city QU’!:?VCAV\CJISCQ Stat.e_d_ﬂ zip G157 pnone (¢/5_)?4’3'¥/ij)

12. Laboratory m(}\,CQMPbE«H AVL(,L ’hcﬂ-’P

’ _—t

Name e O ',ﬂ,fve,mlc{, Leadoave lofiog
[0, SArd AV . Sew it i

Address J -

city 6273’7_7[77%%7 Pach&c,o statle QLH Z::Lp %9‘155"3

State Cert1fication No. / 6 ‘{y

13. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes [ ] Fo [¥]
I1f yes, describe.

rev 3792 -3 -
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14. Describe methods to l.used for rendering tank i'ner.

(O |bs drg [co.

Before tanks are pumped out and inerted, all associated piping
must be flushed out into the tanks. all accessible associated
piping must then be removed. Inaccessible piping must be
plugged.

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (771-6000), along with
local Fire and Building Departments, must also be contacted for tank
removal permits. Fire departments typically require the use of
explosion proof combustible gas meters to verify tank inertness. It
is the contractor's responsibility to bring a working combustible gas
meter on site to verify tank inertness.

15. Tank History and Sampling Information

Tank Material to
be sampled Location and
Capacity Use History {(tank centents, Depth of
(see instructions) s0il, ground- Samples
water, etc.) _
55 Gals. weste oVl %001 21 end Of Fank

hole MAaxX. 2' belad
bD’H’Om O-f- “Tanke

One soil sample must be collected for every 20 feet of piping that is

removed, A ground water sample must be collected should any ground water
be present in the excavation.
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!xcavated/Stockpiled Soil

Stockpiled Soil Sampling Plan
VYolume
(Estinated)
{ \{ar‘cl Y po'xn“‘ Com PO%H‘G

Btockpiled soil must be placed .on bermed plastic and must be
completely covered by plastic sheeting.

16. Chemical methods and associated detection limits to be used
for analyzing samples

The rri-neqzonal Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical gquantitation reporting limits should be followed. &S=
attached Table 2.

Contaminant EPA, DHS, or Other EPA, DHS, or Method
Sought Sample Preparation Other aAnalysis Detection
Method Number Method Number Limit
Waste oif  |Trug (5030) £PA mopikied (4015 ) 1.oer |
BTEX (5030) ¢on povitied(goz0 ) | 00051 0.5fprnp Jou /
TpH..D (ggg-,’a) .PA MODfFiC.d(‘aVN‘; ) Li/g". [PPM
Dilé Grease (5520 0%3)  |¢Pn (414.1) fo
Chionnated Hydrocarbons (5030) £.¢n (g0i0 ) 5.0
Five Wetals (;m)W rgm {wroﬁeﬂ( N, ?;/ .o_so’
& ri -l fl ot )
Per Table*2 %%wd cobo " Pd .50

JG«u‘ddww‘S Zh .25

W /M Pebp, Pcl, PHA ﬁcmmﬁ? Vi 5o _
Ha0 Sauplt
Py~ OFprp SOPP®
Brex ~ OSEpb
TP - SOfP P
To& — 5,000 ppb

17, Submit Site Health and Safety Plan {See Instructions)

rev 3/%2 -

"
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18. Submit Worker's Co‘nsation Certificate copy . :
Name of Insurer Sfafe Compersation |nsurance Cond Po{.‘cu! #1291,16-95

19. Submit Plot Plan (See Instructions)

20. Enclose Deposit (See Instructions)

21. Repert any leaks or contamination to this office within 5 days of
discovery. The report shall be made on an Underground Storage Tank
Unauthorized Leak/Contamination Site Report form. (see Instructions)

22. Submit a closure report to thie office within 60 days of the
tank removal. This report must contain all the information listed
in item 22 of the instructions. '

I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements and
information provided above are correct and true.

I understand that information in addition to that provided above may be
needed 1in order to obtain an approval from the Department of
Environmenta) Bealth and that no work is to begin on this project until
this plan is approved.

I understand that any changes in design, materials or equipment will void
this plan if prior approval is not ocbtained.

I understand that all work performed during this project will be done in
compliance with all applicable OSHA (Occupational Safety and Health
Adrministration) requirements concerning personnel health and safety. I
understand that gite and worker safety are solely the responsibiiity of
the property owner or hie agent and that this responsibility is not
shared nor assumed by the County of Alameda.

Once I have received my stamped, accepted c¢losure plan, 1 will contact

the project Hazardous Materials specialist at least three working days in
advance of site work to schedule the reguired inspsctions.

Signature of Contractor

Name (please%@ &[ﬁ-fﬂ@ 6”’4!!’}
Signature ZLs

Date /O/a%:/;{

Signature of Site Owner or Operator

Name (plaasm&m&;uz&g 0}’7(11/2 M

Signature 50/ Z/ﬂ CQ/I__@
Date /Q/algf /?52 [

w4
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State of alifornia
antractors State License Board

Pursuant to Chapter 9 of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code
and the Rules and Regulations of the Contractors State License Board,
the Registrar of Contractors does hereby issue this license to:

SUBSURFACE ENVIRONMENTAL CORP

to engage in the business or act in the capacity of a contractor
in the following classification(s):

}

i Siats of

i’ A - GENERAL ENGINEERING CONTRACTOR - g%,
| HAZ - HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES REMOVAL C

ASB - ASBESTOS

Witness my hand and seal this day,
May 4, 1995

/é?f axne MW’ - Issued May 3, 1991

Signature of Licensee

ﬂﬂ?f : CERTIFIED COPY
| X ne /W

This license is the property of the Registrar of Contractors, is not 618766

of Contractors

Signature of License Qualifier transferrable, and shall be returned to the Registrar upon demand ]
i when suspended, revoked, or invalidated for any reason. it becomes License Number
void if not renewed.

13124 REV. 481) 91 62072

ALY WO L ISTEY
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P.O. BOX 420807, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94142-0807

COMPENBATION
INSURANGE
FUND cernincare o workers: COMPENSATION INSURANGE
CUTRRER 2k, 1095 POLICYNUMBER: 1231279 -~ §T%
: GERTIFICATEEXPIAES:  3..2] - ¢
-

&

"y
L
hoed
e
e
-
i
&

{ FATERIRALE DIVIHION

13131 YHABOR WAY EBAKXWAY. BUISE AN
ALARETA  CA 502

L

This is to certify that we have igsued a vaiid Workers' Compensation insurance policy in a form approved by the California
freurance Commissioner to the empiloyer named baiow for the policy period indicated.

This policy is not subject 1o cancellation by the Fund &xCopt upon ten days' scvance written notice 1o the employer.
We will aiso give you TEN days' advance notlce should this policy be cancelled prior to s norma! expiration.

Thia certificate of insurance ks not an insurance policy and does not amend, extend or alter the coverage afforded by the
policies listed herein. Notwithstanding any requirement, term, or congition of any contract or other document with
respect to which this certficate of insurance may be issued or may pertiin, the insurance efforded by the policies

described herein is subject to ali the terms, exciusions and conditions of such policies, / :

PRESIDENT

CHELOYLR'S LAABILITY LINIT INOLURIGG DPREFESNGE LOSI8: ¢ [ UCN, 606 PER QUOURERPRCE

EMPLOYER

r

BUBSOrANCE ESVTROUHENTEY, (NC,
1706 - 1§78 STEEEP §O
SA% PLARCTINOS ¢ 22127

L -
SOIF 10262 (REY. 1294)
[<1R -¥alal-
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM A
COMPLETE THIS FORM FOR EACH FACILITY/SITE

MARKONLY [ ] 1 NEW PERMIT [] 3 RENEwat PERMIT [ ] & CHANGE OF INFORMATION M 7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED SITE
ONE ITEM [ ] 2 WNTERM FERMIT [ & amenDED PERMIT [ ] & TEMPORAAY SITE cLOSURE

l._FACILITY/SITE INFORMATION & ADDRESS - (MUST BE COMPLETED)

:??77“3%0”'5 Texaco Servics. Jci'Z//)p Chun N
CIT‘-J;;EO/ 6@77& C/a/}/d gp@hm STAT;&LR% 1??;' SITE,P) E # WiTH AREA DE
e ) ca | 50/ Wik >

m‘ﬁm;'g}m [T corroRATION Iﬂmowuxm (3 partuersHe [} IL)?S?&%%E.NCV L] COUNTYAGENGY* [ STATE-AGENCY* [ FEDERALAGENGY*
" it pwner of UST Is & public agency, complate the following: name of Superviaor of division, section, or office which operates the UST
TYPE OF BUSINESS m GAS STATION D 2 DISTRIBUTOR [::I »” IF INDIAN [# OF TANKS AT SITE EPA LD.» {optional)
Csrm [ processon [ s omen | opiechaTon ' ] CACOOIPL DY
EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSON (PRIMARY) EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSON (SECONDARY) - optional
DAYS: NAME (LAST, Fi HONE & WITH AREA ?\NAME {LAST, FIRST) ( ) NE # WITH AREA CODE
21 rs, %}’ahne (4/5) % (25100 C un, d{ém@ 510) F32 ~77‘i:§’
TS: NAME LAST, PHONE\ W(TH AREA CODE NIGHTS: NAME (LAST, FIRS PHONE # WITH AREA CODE
CrHS e (G517
Hl. PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION - (MUST BE COMPLETED)
NAME ' CARE OF ADDRESS INFORMATION
Lizewie § Lily Chun <— Same. .
MAILING OR §TREET.ADDRESS |

fIF | v boxilindicale [T woivipuAL [ LOCALAGENCY [ STATE-AGENCY
) e 0 N ‘Dp"( Ue I coRPORATION [T PARTNERSHP  [] COUNTY-AGENCY ] #EDERAL-AGENCY

Cl 'E 5 2IF CODE N TH AREA COLE
"Piteburg H diss  BoNas 104 3
ill. TANK OWNER !N‘IEJDHMATION - (MUST BE COMPLETED)

NAME OF DWNER é '_U CARE OF ADDRESS INFORMATION

MAILING OR STREET ADDRESS " box o indicate 1 nDiviouaL [ woCAL-AGENCY [ sTATE-AGENGY
(3 CORPORATION ] PARTNERSHIP [ couNTY-aGERCY [ FECERAL-AGENCY
STATE ZIP CODE - PHONE # WITH AREA CODE

CITY NAME

IV. BOARD OF EQUALIZATION UST STORAGE FEE ACCOUNT NUMBER - Call (916) 322-9669 if questions arige.

WK H [4fa-]-[ [ [ [T 1]

V. PETROLEUM UST FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY - (MUST BE COMPLETED) - IDENTIFY THE MET! HOD(S) USED

o box b idicals (7 1 SELFMSURED [ 2 cuananTee [ 3 nsurance
] 5 LETTER OF CREDIT [ & EXEMPTION 1 @ OTHER

VI. LEGAL NOTIFICATION AND BILLING AD DRESS  Legal notilication and billing will be sent to the tank owner unless box | or Il Is checked,

CHECK ONE BOX INDICATING WHICH ABOVE ADORESS SHOULD BE USED FOR LEGAL NOTIICATIONS AND BILLING: L] w3 om[]

{7 4 SURETY BOND

THIS FOR BEEN COMPLE UNQ%%ALTY OF PERIURY, AND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

TLI 2o T (g Ly Do Guoveas TS ™

COUNTY # JURISDICTION # FACILITY #
LOCATION CODE - OPTIONAL CENSUS TRACT # - OPTIONAL SUPVISOR - DISTRICT CODE - OPTIONAL

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY AT LEAST (1) OR MORE PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B, UNLESS THIS IS A CHANGE OF SITE INFORMATION ONLY.
OWNER MUST FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGULATIONS

FORM A {3/93)

FORDDIIART
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f STATE OF CALIFORNIA

‘ STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH TANK SYSTEM.

ONE ITEM [:, 2 INTERIM PERMIT [ ¢ AMENDED PERMIT [] & TEMPORARY TANK CLOSURE & TANK REMOVED

MARX ONLY [T v wew permiT [T] 3 RENEwAL PERMIT [ & CHANGE OF INFORMATION %,7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED ON SITE

DEAOR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK 1S NSTAUED: B /| Chon's Texaco 5e rvice, “tation

I. TANK DESCRIPTION  COMPLETE ALL TEMS — SPECIFY IF UNKNOWN

A. OWNER'S TANK 1.0 MO Na 8. MANUFACTURED BY: m ‘bmowm

C. DATE INSTALLED (MODAYNEAR) [ L J/) K/VIOUJ N D. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLONS; 5’5’ 2 f / 'S
I TANKCONTENTS iF a1 1S MARKED, COMPLETEITENC. ~

] 2 PeTROLEUM [ ] s ewpry [ 1+ eroouct ) thPREMIUM 4 GASAHOL
UNLEADED 5 JETFUEL
(7] 3 cHEMiCAL PRODUCT [] o5 unkNOowN 2 WASTE [ 2 Leadeo

a [] ' MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL ]« oL B c. [ "N B 3 DIESEL [ s aviamion Gas
[T] 7 meThanoL

99 OTHER (DESCRIBE IN TEM D. BELOW)

D. IF (A1) 1S NOT MARKED, ENTER NAME OF SUBSTANCE STORED V73 571‘6 0/' / C.ASH:

ll. TANK CONSTRUCTION  MaRK ONE TEM ONLY IN BOXES A, B, AND G, AND ALL THAT APPLIES IN BOX D AND E

A. TYPE OF 1 DOUBLE WALL [] 9 SINGLE WALL WITH EXTERIOR LINER 7] 95 unkvown
SYSTEM 2 SINGLE WALL [] 4 SECONDARY CONTAINMENT (VAULTED Tank) [] » omer

B. TANK
MATERIAL [ 1 5 concrere [} & POLYVINYL CHLORIDE [ ] 7 ALUMINUM [ B 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WiFRP

(Primary Tank) [] ¢ sronze [7] 10 caLvanizED STEEL 95 UNKNOWN (] » omen

I:j 1 BARE STEEL [] 2 stamLEss sTEEL [] » FiBERGLASS [ ] 4 sTEELcLAD W/ fIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC

(] 1 AUBBER LINED ] 2 arp Lnng [T] 3 EPOXY LNING [ ] 4 PHENOLK LINING
C. INTERIOR

LINING [ ] s GtAss LNING [ ] & unuwed m/“ UNKNOWN [] s omEr
IS LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 100% METHANOL 7 YES ___ NO___

D.CORROSION L] ! POLYETHYLENE wRaP [ ] 2 COATING (] 2 Wi Wwrap [ ] 4 FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
PROTECTION [} s CATHODIC PROTECTION ] o none 85 UNKNOWN [C] 99 omHeRr

E.SPILL ANDOVERFILL  SPILL CONTANMENT INSTALLED (YEAR) _A@A[g, OVERFILL PREVENTION EQUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)

IV. PIPING INFORMATION  GiAGLE A IF ABOVE GROUNDOR U & UNDERGROUND, BOTH IF APPLICABLE

A. SYSTEM TYPE AU 1 SUCTION A U 2 PRESSURE A@)a GRAVITY A U 9 OTHER

B. CONSTRUCTION A U 1 SINGLE wall A U 2 DOUBLE WALL A U 3 LINED TRENCH A@as UNKNOWN AU 9% OTHER

C. MATERIAL AKD A U 1 BARE STEEL A U 2 STANLESS STEEL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PYCIA U ¢ FIBERGLASS PIPE

PROTECTION A U 9 GALVANIZED STEEL A If 10 CATHODIC PROTECTION A 5 UNKNOWN AU 99 OTHER

CORROSION A U 5 ALUMINUM A U & CONCRETE AU 7 s‘ﬁv'wcomua AU g t00% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WiFRP
u

D. LEAK DETECTION [ ] 1 AUTOMATICLINE LEAKDETECTOR | ] 2 LINE TIGHTNESS TESTING ] ¥ Ferer Tt B omer_ A/ AIE

V. TANK LEAK DETECTION

[] 6 Tank TESTING [ 7 INTERSTITIAL MONITORING [_] o1 none

[ + visuaL cueck [ ] 2 INVENTORY RECONGILIATION [ = vapoze wonmosma [ 4 AUTOMATIC TANK GAUGING || & GROUND WATER MONITORING
&

5 UNKNOWN [] o oren

VI. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION

1. ESTIYATEQ DAJEALAST USED (MODAYIYR) ¢ f P 2. ESTIMATED QUANTITY OF 0 — 3.WAS TANKFILLEDWITH o NO
£7OCIF) 15 SUBSTANGE REMAINING GALLONS INERT MATERIAL 7 O

THIS FORM HAS BEEN COMPLETED UNDBER PENALTY OF PIBJURY, AND TO THE BEST OF 8y KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

m:r:zmgm%@w@ € LilyChun | T0/es/55

LOCAL AGENCY USE ONLY  THE STATE LD, NUMBER IS COMPOSED OF THE FOUR NUMBERS BELOW

COUNTY #  JURISDICTION # FACILITY # TANK #
STATEID# L) LTI T TT 1) CIT 11T
PERMIT NUMBER PERMIT APPROVED BY/DATE PERMIT EXPIRATION DATE

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PERMET APPLICATION . FORM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FORM A MAS BEEN FILED.

FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERG ROUND STORAGE TANK REGULATIONS
FORM B (12.91)

FORB0MB-ag




STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PROGRAMS

2014 T STREET, SUITE 130

P.O. BOX 944212

SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2120

STATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFORNIA ENVIH"L PROTECTION AGENCY . PETE WILSON, Governor

September 5, 1995

sburg, CA 94565
Re: Claim 7147 request for bid review
Dear Mr. Chun:

I received your consultant’s, Fugro West, Inc. (Fugro) proposals, dated August 29, 1995, for the property
located at 2301 Santa Clara Ave. in Alameda. The proposal’s scope of work consisted of free product
recovery, ground water assessment, and groundwater migration control services. In addition, I have
discussed the need for the immediate implementation of the ground water migration control system with
Bill Bassett of Fugro and Juliet Shin of Alameda County Department of Environmental Health.

The costs presented have been pre-approved; however, a porticn of the costs are ineligible, been reduced,
or reimbursed on a monthly basis. The costs associated with the sampling and analysis of chlorinated
hydrocarbons will be ineligible for reimbursement. Task B.4 for the ground water migration control
system operation and maintenance will be reimbursable at the rate of a Technician. Task B.3 for the
ground water migration control system purchase will be reimbursable on a monthly basis. The costs of
the equipment ($19,565.00) will be amortized over three vears, no salvage value at the end of three years,
and a 10% cost of carrying the equipment. The reimbursable monthly rate will be $630.00.

Keep in mind that pre-approved costs still require the necessary documentation required by the Fund.
This includes, all subcontractors’ invoices, narrative summary, reports and any pertinent documentation.
It is not necessary to submit time sheets for consultant personnel performing the corrective action. Daily
work activity sheets are preferable and provide better documentation on the actual daily activities
performed. This will greatly increase the reimbursement process and avoid any unnecessary
reimbursement delays.

Also, the Fund’s subcontractor markup policy is in effect. The policy states that the reimbursable
markups cannot exceed 5% of the total contract cost. If you have any questions, please contact me at
(916) 227-0746.

Sincerely,

Steve Marquez
Technical Review Unit

cc: Bill Bassett, Fugro West, Inc.
Juliet Shin, Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
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ATATE OF CALIFGANIA + SALIFOMNIA ENVIRONMEMNYAL PRCTECTION AGENCY PETE WILSON, Covernar

STATE WATER KREBOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF CLRAN WATRA PROGRAMD

2010 T STREEY, SUITE 13D

F.O BOX 044112

SACRAMENTO, CA M4344-2120

August 3, 1995

Post-it* Fax Note 7671 [P ghiofie agee® 2

To Y Frem
Wayne Chun CBgJJ.\QAN- — %L_CE«__
265 Heron Dr. mﬁ_{a@k_&%ﬁg&m 8-k Chuns _Servre
Pittsbury, CA 94565 [ S19-Re7-67 "% S1a- $32-7743

P s w10 - Y36 P oo - 3% ~2300

Re: Claim 7147 tequest for bid review -
DHBI M.I‘. Chu.ll.

I'received your consultant's, Fugro West, Inc. (Fugro), proposal on July 5, 1995 for the property
located at 2301 Santa Clars Ave. in Alameda. The scope of work consisted of & 1echnical
workpian, fres product recovery, additiona} ground water assessment, groundwater migration
cantrol and roporting.

At this time, Fugro's Tasks 2, 3 and 5 iy pre-approved; however, the costy associated with the
pre-approved tasks have comments and costs will be limited, Task 1: Technical Wok Plan has
upparently been completed and approved by the looal regulatory agency and costs have been
incurred,

Task 4: Ground Water Migration Control Is considered the remediation phase and should be
competitively bid. Alro, Task 4 includes an aquifer tesi; however, the squifer test appears to
have been completed by your previous consultant, Environmental Science & Engincoring, Inc,,
in late 1993, The duplication of correclive action costs will not be reimbursable. In addition,
Trsk 4 includes a variety of “lump sum” costs which will huve to be broken down in order to be
reimbursable. The Fuud's ¢irrept policy on the purchase of romediation equipment will be
monthly reimbursement. The monthly reimbursement will be based on the actual purchase price
of the equipment, amorlized over three years, po salvage value at the end of three years, und &
10% cost of currying the remediation equipment.

The following are comments on Tasks 2, 3 and 5:

Tagk 2:
. The removal of Iree product will be reimbursed at the reasonable labor rate of a

“Technicjan.”
’ The “PRB Rental” must be supported by subcontractor invoices, .-

. T'he “Vehicle™ daily rate is unreasonable for a 2 hours site visit and will be reimbursed on
an hourly ot half-day rute.

D i bk s im0 1
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Task 3:
. All “Subgontractor” and “Laboratory Analysis” must be supported by subcontractor

invoices,
. Chlorinated Hydrocarbon analyses are ineligible and will not be reimbursable.
. Any costs for identifying potential off-site sources will also not be cligible for

reimbursement. The Tund reimburses reasonable corrective action costs for the

unauthorized release of petroleum from the claimant’s USTs.
. All ineligible costs must be clearly detailed and deducted from the associated invoices or

the reimburacment process will be conviderably delayed.

Task 4:

. The report costs should be considetably reduced due to the additional groundwater
aysessment and not the aquifer test being solely reported.

If you have any questions, picass contuct me at (?16) 227-0746.

Sincersly,

Steve Marquez
Technical Review Unit




ALAMEDA COUNTY ;
HEALTH CARE SERV]CE@ .

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direclor

RAFAT A. SHAHID, Assistant Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
June 26, 1995 Hazardous Materials Division
M W Ch : 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
r. Wayne Chun . < Oakland, CA 94621
ouarum— il Clek gmxfwfr Srapte (510) 271-4320
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

STID 3838

Re: Work plan for investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has reviewed Fugro West'’'s work plan, dated June 21,
1995, for investigations at the above site. This work plan is
acceptable to this office. Prior to installing the proposed
hydropunch on the other side of Santa Clara Avenue, please check
the depths of the utility lines along this street to make sure
that the utility trench isn’t acting as a conduit for plume
migration. Additionally, please be reminded that quarterly
ground water monitoring and reporting should continue at the
site.

Field work shall commence within 60 days of the date of this
letter. A report documenting field activities should be
submitted within 45 days after completing field activities.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
567-6763.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin , >
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

oc: Stephen J. Boudreau
Fugro West, Inc.
44 Montgomery St., Ste 1010
San Francisco, CA 94104
Acting Chief

File




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICE

. AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. S8HAHID, Assistant Agency Director

ALAMEDA COUNTY CC 430-4510
DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Mr. Wayne, Chun _ < -~ .» RM.250
Zaﬁ’%«é W EHa ey, 1131 HARBOR BAY PEWY

265 Heron Drive ALAMEDA, CAL. 94592f6577
Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

February 28, 1995

STID 3838

Re: Investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has reviewed Fugro’s Third Quarter Ground water
Monitoring Report, dated January 1995, and Site Assessment
Report, dated February 1995. Elevated levels of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg), Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as
diesel (TPHA), and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes
{(BTEX) continue to*be identified in all seven on-site monitoring
wells. Additionally, free product has consistently been
identified in on-site wells MW-5 and MW-7. Furthermore, the
recent placement and sampling of borings HP-1 and HP-3,
immediately off site to the north and southwest, identified
elevated levels of TPHg and BTEX. This indicates that the ground
water contaminant plume may be migrating off site.

Based on the above investigation results, you are required to
further delineate the ground water contaminant plume to the
north, south, and east. The delineation work should investigate
the potential for the utility trench along Oak Street to act as a
conduit for plume migration since.the depth of this trench is
fairly commensurate to the average water level depth in the area.

All future samples shall be analyzed for TPHg, TPHd, and BTEX.
Additionally, any samples collected from the area of HP-3 shall
be analyzed for chleorinated hydrocarbons based on the 54 parts
per billion (ppb) of 1,2-dichlorcethane identified in the ground
water sample collected from HP-3.

Per Article 11, Title 23 California Code of Requlations, you are
required to continue free product recovery at the site.
Additionally, interim efforts must be made to prevent further
migration of the ground water contamination off site until the
gite is remediated.

You are required to submit a work plan addressing the concerns
expressed in this letter. The work plan shall be submitted to
this office within 60 days of the date of this letter.




® @
Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
February 28, 1995
Page 2 of 2

Please be reminded that quarterly ground water monitoring and
reporting shall continue for the site, per Article 5, Title 23
California Code of Regulationg. In the Third Quarter Ground
water Monitoring Report, dated January 1995, Well MW-2 was not
monitored. All future quarterly reports shall include monitoring
data for all the wells.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)
567-6763,

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Senior Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Cheryl Gordon
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs
Undexrground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund
P.O. Box 9544212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Edgar Howell




FUGRO WEST, INC.
R e e “ Monngnrr;élg Slreet PRI
: Tel: (415) 296-1041
Project No. 9437-7622 F:x: '({415)) 206-0044

Ms. Juliet Chin

Alameda County

Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Division

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502

Former Bill Chun Service Station
2301 Saata Clara Avenue
Alameda, California

Dear Ms. Chin,

Fugro West, Inc. (Fugro) is pleased to provide you with this correspondence concerning the Former
Bill Chun Service Station located at 2301 Santa Clara Avenue in Alameda, California. Fugro has been
retained by Ms. Lily Chun to implement the approved Work Plan for this facility. As further defined
within the Work Plan submitted to the Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Material Division, the scope of work to be performed includes:

. Preparation of a Health and Safety Plan

. Required Permitting

. Free Product Removal (weckly - 8 wecks)
. Excavation of Contaminated Soil

. Soil and Groundwater Sampling

. Vapor Well Installation

. Vapor Extraction Testing

. ‘Environmental Database Search

. Report Preparation

Please find attached, a tentative project schedule. If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact Mr. Stephen Boudreau in our San Francisco office at (415) 296-1041.

Sincerely,

FUGRO WEST, INC.

,/"'//n, w-ﬁ.k ) ﬁ ﬁ’“/ i/

paa s

Stephen 1 Boudreau
Regional Branch Manager
Senior Environmental Engincer

cc: Wayne Chun
Julie Rose, Randick and O'Dea

Attachment

SJB:dlb
. §.94762201 Itr A member of the Fugro group of companies with offices througheout the world




Former Bill Chun Service Station

: . 1994
Task Name Duration Start End Responsible | o0l [ 3i7Jul [07/Aug[14/Aug 21 /Aug [ 78/AUg 047Sep] 11/8ep | 18/Sap] 257
Prefield 1.80 w 29/Julja4 10/Aug/94 |Fugro-S [FresEm———
Notification to Alameda 1.004d 29/Jul/g4 28/Jul/94|[Fugro-58] 1
| HASP 1.00d 03/Aug/94 03/Aug/94 |[Fugro-5]
Permitting 1.00 w 04/Aug/94 10/Aug/94|[Fugro-5] e
Historical Review 2.00d 04/Aug/94 05/Aug/94 |Fugro-3 u
JUtility Locating 1.00d 08/Aug/24 08/Aug/94|C.U. Survey 1
Free Product Removal 35.00d 08/Aug/94 26/5ep/94 |Fugro-R/S
Week 1 - 08/Aug/24 1.00d 08/Aug/94 08/Aug/94|[Fugro-R/S]
Week 2 - 15/Aug/24 1.00d 15/A09/94 156/Aug/94; [Fugro-R/S]
Week 3 - 22/Aug/94 1.00d 22/Au9/94 22/Aug/94|[Fugro-R/S] 1
Week 4 - 29/Aug/94 1.00d 29/Aug/94 29/Aug/94 | [Fugro-R/S] 1
Week b - 06/Sep/94 1.00d 06/Sep/94 06/Sep/94 | [Fugro-R/S] 1
Week 6 - 12/Sep/94 1.00 d 12/Sep/94 12/Sep/94 | [Fugro-R/S] I
Week 7 - 19/Sep/94 1.00d 19/5ep/34 19/Sep/94 | [Fugre-R/S] 1
Week 8 - 26/Sep/94 1.00d 26/5ep/94 26/5ep/94 |[Fugro-R/S] 1
Excavation/Backfill 8.00d 15/Aug/94 2b/Aug/94| Western Inc,
Excavate (75 cy} 2.00d 15/Aug/94 16/Aug/24 | [Western Inc.)
Sample/Analysis 5.00d 17/Aug/94 23/Aug/94 ExcelChem
Backfill/Compact 2.00d 24/Aug/94 25/Aug/94 | [Western Inc.) [
Drilling 8.00d 17/Aug/94 26/Aug/94 | West Hazmat
Hydropunches 2.00d 17/Aug/94 18/Aug/94|[West Hazmat
Vapaor Extraction Well 1.00d 19/Aug/94 19/Aug/94 | [West Hazmat 1
Samnple Analyses 5.00d 22/Aug/94 26/Aug/94 ExcelChem __—
Mapor Extration Testing 8.00d 22/Aug/94 31/Aug/94 | Fugro-R [
Extraction Testing | 2.00d| 22/Aug/94| 23/Aug/94|[Fugro-R] |
Modeling/Cont. Mass 1.00d 24/Aug/94 24/Aug/94 | [Fugro-R] 1
Sample Analysis 5.00 d 2h/Aug/94 31/Aug/94|ExcelChem ——
Report 5.00d 01/Sep/94 08/5ep/84|Fugro-3 EE——

Printed: 28/Jul/94
Page 1
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June 9, 1994

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Attn: Ms, Juliet Shin, Hazardous Materials Specialist

SUBJECT: Former Bill Chun Service Station
2301 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California
ESE Project 6-93-5112

Dear Ms. Shin:

On behalf of Mr, Wayne Chun, representative for the subject site, Environmental Science
& Engineering, Inc. (ESE) presents this addendum to ESE’s Workplan for Additional Site
Assessment, dated April 28, 1994, Issues addressed herein are consistent with additional
requirements for the referemced workplan, as presented in your May 16, 1994
correspondence to Mr, Chun. Your comments are addressed below in the order they
appeared in your letter. '

1. ESE is aware that analytical results for "grab" ground water samples collected via
Hydropunch® technique are applicable only for screening purposes. Within 45 days
following completion of the proposed work, a workplan addressing approximate
locations for permanent monitoring wells used to delineate the extent of the ground
water plume will be submitted for you review. Additional wells will be proposed, as
appropriate, based on the findings of our Hydropunche screening.

2, At the present time, a limited amount of overexcavation in the tank pit remains a
part of the workplan. ESE concurs that plans for excavation beyond the proposed
limits should be preceded by feasibility analysis to ensure that such an approach is
appropriate.

3. ESE concurs that delineation of soil and ground water contamination to the east and
southeast is necessary given the concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons reported
for soil and ground water samples from well MW-7. We note, however, that
constraints in the form of adjacent structures to the south and southeast currently

preclude additional drilling in that direction.: We rcquest additional time to evaluate, =~

in conjunction with data obtained from the proposed work, mnovatwe options for
mvestlgatwn in that dhactmn

4090 Nelson Avenue, Suite | Concord, CA 94520 Phone (510) 685-4053 Fax (510) 685-5323




Ms. Shin
June 9, 1994
page 2

4, We are aware that shallow ground water (less than 10 feet) has potential impact on
a vapor extraction scenario using proposed well SV-1. Given that the primary zone
of soil contamination is approximately one foot thick at a depth of 10 feet below
grade, we have no alternative but to proceed within the stated scope and
specifications for the well. Ideally, our vapor extraction test will be performed while
ground water elevations are depressed (i.e., during summer months), at which time
ground water entering the well should not be a concern. A long term vapor
extraction scenario, if found to be feasible, will take potential ground water influx to
the well into account.

5. As you indicated during our June 7, 1994 telephone communication, the First
Quarter 1994 ground water monitoring report has been received by your office. Field
work for Second Quarter 1994 monitoring has been completed and analytical results
are pending. A report will be submitted to your office no later than June 30, 1994.

6. Naturally, an evaluation of vapor extraction as a feasible remedial technology will
take into account the potential for air flow through the former tank pit area. It is
our belief that the engineered backfill to be placed in the tank pit will not
demonstrate air flow significantly different from that for the surrounding native soils.
The report describing results of the vapor extraction test will address this issue, as
will any feasibility analysis associated with development of a long term remedial
strategy for the site.

We hope your questions/concerns have been adequately addressed. If you have further
questions or comments, please contact the undersigned at (510) 685-4053.

Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE & ENGINEERING, INC.

)/q.;uzgjgéb_‘u-__
Michael E. Quillin, R.G. 5315

Senior Hydrogeologist
Manager, Geosciences

cC: Ms. Julie Rose, Randick & O’Dea

F:\6935112\wpaddend.ltr
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LAW OFFICES

Ranpick & O'DEA

ROBERT A. RAMDICK, JR.

1800 HARRISCON, SUITE 2350 TELEPHONE
BRIAN M. O'DEA
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94612 B10) BA&-3555
SUSAN M. TEEL
BERMNARD F. ROSE, PHD
JULIE M. ROSE TELECORIER

WILLIAM . TRINKLE {S10} 8344748

June 1, 1994

Mr. Mark Chiniquy
Industrial Compliance
9719 Lincoln Village Drive

L0
Suite 310 il
Sacramento, CA 95827 = oo

T e
Mr. Stephen J. Boudreau o N
Fugro-McClelland Inc. =
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 2258 .
San Francisco, CA 94104 Do
Mr. Shri Nandan R

Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.
4080 Nelson Avenue, Suite J
Concord, CA 94520

Dear Gentlemen:

On behalf of Wayne Chun, the owner of a former service
station located at 23071 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California,
I am pleased to offer you the opportunity to provide a cost
proposal to conduct the enclosed workplan {(including ACHCSA's
additional requirements) for the above-referenced site. This
work will be awarded to the successful bidder on the basis of
contractor qualifications and experience, the proposed contract
price, and the appropriateness and comprehensiveness of the
proposal. This is an SB 2004 site.

The contract will be signed by Mr. Chun. If you wish to
visit the site, please contact Julie Rose at (510) 836-3555. The
investigation will also require off-site access.

At this time Juliet Chin of Alameda County Health Department
is requesting that work begin as quickly as possible.

Enclosed for your review are the following:
1) Workplan For Additional Site Assessment;

2) Report of Findings Addition Site Assessment, October 1,
1993;




$ . .

June 1, 1994
Page 2

3) Underground Tank Removal Soil Sampling and Analysis
Report, August 4, 1992;

4) May 16, 1994 letter from ACHCSA regarding workplan; and

5) Bid Tabulation Worksheet.

Bidding Requirements

1. The contractor shall be responsible for providing all
equipment, permits, labor and materials, except where otherwise
noted. The proposal shall provide specific details of all
products and services included within the bid proposal and shall
note items specifically excluded from the bid. The proposal
shall provide a start date and work schedule.

2. The Consultant must state the amount of its general
liability insurance and professional errors and omissions
liability insurance in the proposal.

3. The Consultant shall submit detailed monthly invoices to
the client for payment. Invoices shall specify the actual costs
incurred during the billing period. Invoices for consulting
services shall reference the specific task for which the costs
were incurred. In addition, the invoices should include what
services were performed, when the services were performed, a
breakdown for direct labor, indirect costs, travel, equipment,
material and supplies and subcontract work. As this is an SB
2004 site, the invoices must show time and materials and task
completed along with copies of all invoices of subcontractors.

4. The Consultant shall provide a copy of its standard
services agreement and schedule of charges with any bid
submitted. The schedule of charges shall include; hourly rates
for personnel classification employed by Consultant; unit charges
for common supplies and equipment used investigative work; and
any fees applied to any other direct expenses (e.g.
subcontractors).

The bid awarding authority reserves the right to accept or
reject any or all bids, including the lowest bid, at its
discretion. Aany informality, irregularity or nonconformity with
the components of this request for proposal may result in
disqualification of any proposal.

The final bid package for this project must be submitted no
later than 4:00 p.m. on June 10, 1994. Should you decline to bid
for this project, please contact Julie Rose by telephone at the
above number,
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Please send your bid package to Julie Rose at the above
address.

If you have any questions, please contact either Julie Rose
or Bernie Rose.

Very truly yours,

RANDICK & O'DEA

- 24

lie M. Rose

JMR:es

Encl.

cc: Mr. Wayne Chun
Ms. Juliet Shin
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BID TABULATION SHEET

Job Description Unit Cost Total Cost
Entire Job

1. Prefield

a. Site Safety Plan: $ N/A $
b. Permits -
QOffsite borings $ $
Excavation permit $ $
¢. Manpower to obtain $ N/A $
permits
d. Underground Utility $ N/A $

Location/Notification

Total Cost for section 1 $ N/A $

2. Task 2 - Perform Interim Removal of Free Product

a. Bail free product - 2 $ /week $
wells, once a week for
8 weeks.

b. Alternative to a., in- § N/A $

stall passive skimmers
evacuate on weekly basis,
8 weeks.

Total Cost for Section 2.

3. Task 3 - Excavation of Impacted Soil

a. Excavation of 75 cubic § N/A $
yards soil. Stock pile on
site.
b. Sidewall samples - $ /sample $
assume 4 samples.
TPHg
TPHA
BTEX
¢. Backfill and compact $ N/A $
tank pit.

Total Cost for Section 3. $ N/A $




| ' . I

4, Task 4 - Additional Drilling/Sampling

a. 3 Hydropunch $ /HP $

b. Assume 6 soil samples
TPHg $ /sample $
TPHA
BTEX
Chlorinateds

c. 3 groundwater samples $ /sample $
TPHg
TPHA
BTEX
Chlorinateds

d. 1Installation of vadose
zone well. $ N/A $
Assume 1¢ feet, 2 inch
well.

e. Soil samples from vadose
well. Assume 2 $ /sample $
TPHg
TPHA4
BTEX
Chlorinateds

Total Cost for Section 4.
5. Task 5 Vapor Extraction Testing
a. Bid as test is outlined in $
work plan. Include breakdown

of number of samples and analytical
costs and manpower for conducting test.

Total Cost for Section 5.
6. Task 6 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

a. Bid as outlined in work plan. $

Total Cost for Section 6. $




LAMEDA COUNTY . / @

HEALTH ZARE SERVICES

s AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

May 16, 1994 ‘ UST Local Gversight Pragram

B0 Swan Way, Rm 200
Mr. Wayne Chun Qakland, CA 94621
Quorum (510) 271-4530

265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916

STID 3838

Re: Work plan for investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has reviewed Environmental Science & Engineering’s
(ESE) work plan dated April 28, 1994. This work plan is
acceptable to this office with the following additional
requirements/reminders:

o] The Regional Water Quality Control Board requires that
permanent monitoring wells be installed to delineate
the extent of the ground water contaminant plume, so
that the plume can be monitored on a quarterly, or more
frequent, basis. "“Grab" ground water samples can only
be used as a screening tool to determine the
appropriate locations for the required permanent
monitoring wells. Within 45 days after completing this
phase of work, you will be required to submit a work
plan addressing the installation of permanent
monitoring wells to delineate the extent of the ground
water contaminant plume.

o It appears that overexcavation of the pit may not be
essential, if you intend on employing a vapor
extraction system at the site. However, since vapor
extraction tests have not yet been conducted at the
site to determine the effectiveness of this system in
remediating the soil contamination, it may be
beneficial to conduct a limited amount -of
overexcavation. However, if you intend on
overexcavating beyond the area outlined in Figure 2 of
the work plan, you will initially be required to
conduct vapor extraction tests out at the site and
prepare a feasibility study to choose the most
effective and practical remedial solution for the site. .
A feasibility study may also eventually be required to
determine the best available technology for remediating
the ground water contaminant plume.




My .- Wayen Chun
Re: 2301 Santa Clara

May 16, 1994
Page 2 of 3

o You are required to address the delineation of both
soil and ground water contamination to the east and
southeast. Soil samples collected from that end of the
site identified up to 13,000 ppm Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) and 250 ppm benzene.
Additionally, ground water samples collected from that
end of the site have identified up to 95,000 ppb TPHg
and 28,000 ppb benzene.

o] Although the vapor extraction well, SV-=-1, was proposed
to be screened down to 10 feet below ground surface,
the water table has been recorded to be as shallow as
8.86 feet below ground surface at the site. If this’
well is to be used permanently for vapor extraction,
could it pose a problem when the water table rises?

o Please be aware that you are behind in your quarterly
ground water sampling events. The last quarterly
ground water sampling conducted out at the site was in
September 1993.

o If, in fact, a vapor extraction system is employed at
the site, you will be required to submit information
assuring this office that the generated air flow will
not preferentially flow through the former tank pit
area.

Please submit an addendum to the work plan addressing the above
issues, within 20 days of the date of this letter.

To assist you in conducting off-site survey investigations, I
have enclosed a map showing the locations of other Local

Oversight Program sites near your site.

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

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist




Mr. Wayne Chun ' -
Re: 2301 Santa Clara

May 16, 1994

Page 3 of 3

cc: Michael Quillin
Environmental Science &
Engineering, Inc.
4090 Nelson Ave., Ste J
Concord, CA 94520

Edgar Howell~File(JS8)
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April 21, 1994

Ms. Juliet Shin

Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health

80 Bwan Way, Room 200
Oakland, CA 94621

RE: Investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
Alameda, California
Former Bill Chun Service Station

Dear Ms. Shin:

Mr. Wayne Chun hired this firm to assist him in addressing the
contamination discovered at the above~referenced property, to help
him through the process of selecting a consultant and remediation
plan and to meet the compliance requirements of the State
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund.

Mr. Chun's current consultant, Environmental Science and
Engineering is drafting a work plan for further site investigation
as requested in your October 7, 1993 letter. This work plan will
address your concerns about off-site migration, delineation of the
plume, overexcavation of the tank pit and off-site source
investigation. This work plan will be submitted to you for your
approval no later than May 2, 1994,

The Cleanup Fund requires a minimum of two sets of three
bids, one for the investigation phase and one for the remediation
phase. The ESE work plan will include both remediation efforts and
further site investigation. Because Mr., Chun has not had any bids
on the work at this site since November of 1992, we feel that it is
necessary to submit this work plan for three bids so that Mr. Chun
stays within the technical requirements of the Cleanup Fund.
Therefore, once we obtain your approval of the work plan, I will
submit the work plan to a minimum of three consulting firms for
bid. The request for bids will require that all bids be submitted
to me within two weeks of the bid request. I should be able to
review those bids within five days thereafter and select a
consultant based on the final bid price and consultant's
gualifications. Based on this time schedule, Mr. Chun should be
in a position to sign a contract to implement the work plan within
four weeks of receiving your approval of the work plan. I would




Ms. Juliet Shin
Page 2
April 21, 1994

expect the selected consultant to begin work within days of
receiving the signed contract.

If T can be of further assistance, please contact me.
Very truly yours,
RANDI & O'DEA
ie M, Rose

JMR:es
c¢: Mr., Wayne Chun
Mr. Michael Quillin



ALAMEDA COUNTY 12/29/93
HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PROGRAM

80 SWAN WAY, RM 200

OAKLAND, CA 924621

S5TID 3828

Re: Extension of time for workplan at 2301 Santa Clara
Ave., Alameda, Ca.

Dear Juliet Shin,

I am asking for an extension of time to submit the
workplan as regquested. I have two consultants that are
submitting workplans to me for my family’s review and
legal council. I feel we should be able to submit to
yvour office a work plan no later than thirty days of
this letter.

I appreciate your consideration in this matter.

Singsyely,

7.4

/
Wayne Chun
for Bill Chun’s Service

QuoruM INTERNATIONAL, LTD.

a”o o INDEPENDENT DISTRIBUTL

WAYNE CHUN

265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565-1916
(510) 432-7793




ALAMEDA COUNTY .
. HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
BAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT AL SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

October 7, 1993

Mr. Wayne Chun
Bill Chun Service Station.

- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Water Resources Control Bearrd
Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Qakland, CA 94621

(510) 271-4530

265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

STID 3838

Re: 1Investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave., Alameda, California

Dear Mr. cChun,

This office has received and reviewed ESE’s Report of Findings,
dated October 1, 1993. Contrary to ESE’s statement in the
report, this office feels that the elevated levels of Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) and benzene observed in
the wells leads us to believe that there is a great potential for
off-site migration. Due to the concern over off-site migration
and the requirement to completely delineate the extent of both
soil and ground water contamination, under S8ection 2725, Article
11, Title 23 california Code of Regulations, you are required to
install additional monitoring wells off site. A work plan
addressing this concern shall be submitted to this office within
60 days of the date of this letter.

If it is determined that the ground water contaminant plume has
migrated off site, you will be required, under Sec¢tion 2722,
Article 11, Title 23 California Code of Regulations, to conduct
interim remediation measures to contain the plume from further
migration. Additionally, you will eventually be required to
remediate the soil and ground water contamination at the site.

Per ESE’s recommendation, overexcavation of the open tank pit is
acceptable to this office. A short summary work plan must be
submitted to this office for our review prior to this excavation.
Please be reminded that a County Hazardous Materials Specialist
is required to be out at the site during confirmation sampling of
the overexcavation.

ESE discussed the possibility of an off-site source. At this
time, this office does not have enough supporting evidence to
accept this argument. It is your responsibility to conduct the
necessary investigations to adequately determine whether there is
an off-site source, before this office can get involved in this
aspect of site investigations.
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Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara
October 7, 1993

Page 2 of 2

Lastly, please have ESE include their field notes-for well
sampling in future quarterly ground water monitoring reports. If
you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (510)

271-4530.
Sincerfalyf —
2 - >

s . .
~ JdJuliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Michael E. Quillin, RG
Environmental Science
& Engineering, Inc.
4090 Nelson Avenue, Ste J
Concord, CA 94520

Edgar Howell-File(JS)
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" Dear Ms. Chun:

»

“STATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY @@ 3‘% - PETE WILSON, Gavarnor

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTJL BOARD
DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PROGRAMS :
2014 T STREET, SUITE 130

P.0. BOX 544212 24 :
SACHRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 94244-2120 b\“ Q: \9‘ 0{03
\1 |

{916} 227-4413 n{} “{N rs—E"p 30 1993 | Ol - '/

(916} 227-4530 (FAX)

Ms. Lily Chun - Site: Bill Chun’s Service

740 Canterbury Avenue . 23017 Santa Clara Avenue

Livermore, CA 84550 7 ' Livermore, CA 94501
Culamvadhs ?

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND, CLAIM NO. 7147

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) takes pleasure in issuing the attached Letter of Commitment in an amount
not to exceed $55,000. - This Letter of Cormmitrnent is based upon our review of the cerrective action costs incurred to date and
vour application received on November 30, 1992 and may be moaﬂrﬁed by the State Board in writing by an amended Letter of
Commitment.

The State Board will teke steps to withdraw this Letter of Commitment after 90 calendar days from the date of this transmrttal lattsr
unfess vou proceed with due difigence with yvour cleanup effort. This means that you must take positive, concrete steps to ensure
that corrective action is proceeding with all due speed. For example, if you have not started your cleanup effort, you must obtain
three bids and sign a contract with one of these bidders within 90 calendar days. If your cleanup effort has alfeady started and
was delayed, you must resume the expenditure of funds to ensure that your cleanup is proceeding in an expeditious manner. You
are reminded that you must comply with all regulatory agency time schedules and requirements. We constaritly review the status
of all active claims, and failure to proceed with due diligence will be grounds for withdrawal of this Letter of Commitment.

You should read the terms and conditions listed in the Letter of Commitment.

Also attached is a “Reimbursement Request” package. The package includes :
. Instructions for the completion of the "Reimbursement Request” forrm which must be followed when seeking reimbursement
for corrective action costs incurred after January 1, 1988. The instructions booklet contains: ‘
- Recommended Minimum Invoice Cost Breakdown.
- A "Certification of Non-Recovery From Other Sources” which must be returned before any rermbursements can

be made.
- A *Bid Summary Sheet” to document data on bids received.
. Three "Reimbursement Request-Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund® forms which you must use to request
© refmbursement of costs incurred.
. Twe. "Spreadsheets wh.-_ch vou must use in conjunction with your Reimbursement Request.

If you have any quest:ans regarding the Letter of Commitment or the Reimbursement Request package, please contact Blessy Torres
at (316} 227-4535. . .

_ ancerely,

/gn ?77@»/«5 A

Dave Deaner, Manager

Underground Storage Tank.
Cleanup Fund Program

Attachments

ce: Tom Peacock . Bon Dalke y
Alameda County Health Agency : ' Regional Water Quality Control Board
Division of Hazardous Materials ‘ San Francisco Bay Region
80 Swan Way, CA 94612 ' 2101 Webster Street, Suite 500

Oakland, CA 94612



LETTER O.‘OWITMENT FOR REIMBURSEM’ OF COSTS

_CLAIM’NO 007147 AMENDMENT NO: 0

CLAIMANT: L. Chun ' SR BALANCE FORWARD: $0

JOINT-CLAIMANT:

THIS AMOUNT: $55,000

CLAIMANT ADDRESS 740 Canterbury Avenue

leermore,CA 94550 ‘ - NEW BALANCE: $55,000

TAX ID / SSA NO. 573-22-4710.

Subject to availability of funds, the State Water Resources Control Board (Stal;e Board) agrees to reimburse Lily Chun (claimant)
for efigible corrective action costs at 23071 Samta Clarg Avenus, Alameda, CA 94501 fsite). The commitment reflected by this
Letter is subject to all of the following terms.and conditions:

R

Reimbursement shall not exceed $55,000 unless this amount is subsequently modified in wntmg by an amended Letter of
Commrtment

The obligation to pay any surn under this Letter of Commitment is contingent upon availability of funds. In the event that
sufficient funds are not available for reasons beyond the reasonable control of the State Board, the State Board shall not be-

- obligated to make any disbursements hereunder. If any disbursements atherwise due under this Letter of Commitment sre
' deferred because of unavailability of funds, such disbursements will promptly be made when sufficient funds do become

available. Nothing herein shalf be construed to provide the Claimant with a right of priority for disbursement over any other
claimant who has g similar Letter of Commitment.

Unless modified in wntmg by the State Board, this Letter of Camm:tment COVErS wark through Phase lf of carrecttve action
work.

All costs for which reimbursement is sought must be eligible for reimbursement and the Claimant must be the person
entitled to reimbursement thereof. :

Claimant must at all times be in compliance with all applicable state laws, rules and regulations ‘and with afl terms,

" conditions, and commitments contained in the Claimant’'s Application and any supporting documents or in any payment

requests submitted by the Cleimant.

No disbursement under this Letter of Commitment will be made except upon receipt of acceptable Standard Form Payment

" Requests duly executed by or on behalf of the Claimant. Alf Payment Requests must be executed by the Claimant ar a duly =

authorized repres'entaﬁve who has been approved by the Division of Clean Water Programs.

Any.and all disbursements payable under this Letter of Commitrnent may be withheld if the Claimant is not in compliance
with the provisions of Paragraph 5 above.

Ne;ther this Letter of Commitment nor any r.rght thereunder is ass.rgnable by the Claimant without the written. consent of. the
State Board. In the event of any such assignment, the rights of the assignee shall be subject ta alf terms and conditions set
forth in this Letter of Commitment and the State Board’s consent.

This Letter of Commitment may be withdrawn at any time by the State Board if campletian of corrective action is not
performed- with reasonable diligence. .

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Letter of Commitment has been issued by the State Board this 17th day of September, 1993.

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 7 TATE USE :

BY

Manager, Un?@g(gtagge}ank Cleanup Fund Program

CALSTARS CODING :
0550 - 569.02 - 30530

5
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STATE OF CALIFDAMIA - CALIFORNIA ENVIROMMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY PETE WILEON, Govarnor

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROE BDARD

DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PAOGRAMS
2014 T STREET, SUITE 130

P.O. BOX 544212
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 24244-2120

1916) 2274413
(918} 2274530 (FAX}

TRANSMITTAL OF FAX MATERIAL
Diate: September 3, 1993
To: Julier Shin

Alsmeda Connty Dept of Envivonmental Hith
Fax # (510) 5694757 |

From: Blessy Torres
Diwsions of Cleann Water Programs
UST Cleanup Fund Program
{816} 227-4535

o 6 3 o 2 v e 0k S A 55 O o 05 b ol o o a0 0k 2 b ok ek Aok s 3 o S o o O B B o o o o S e v a0 o S o o 26 o O e e 50 2 e 2

No. of pages 2 (including 1his sheet)

{ ] For your information
[ 7 Per your request
fx] For your review and comments

REMARKS:

Juliet, piease have Tom P. sign the attached "ecorrective action
compliance documentation” for Bill Chun’s Service Station Iper
our conversation on 9/1/931 and return it to me by USmail. A LOC
will be issued upon receipt of this form.

4% d| Z4T "ON LEAPEISETS « N4 JiNERTD 1SN A9l £e-ER0-68




~1AST

ciamno. 147 LOCA:;GEHGY wo.  STID 2£3¢
e appress 2801 Samta  Clarp. Cue-.,  AMameda
i EAGES
DATE ACTIDM_E_QUIHED{REﬁPDNSE
7492 | Tanks remegd - remenal dbeeread dy Qlarida,
-2.97 | pancdas 1 To  clamant — mut _emauct a Po4 .
#2492 Epuiipnmintal Seienes o Grigug The. gubnuticel A wlp.
12:50-9] Mameda Hi" Ggprovifg wéﬁ wl odel]  poguineroatd -
3-5.93 | PoA_rpoct pupnugt By 56 |
| 4-5-93) Mamedle. IW% Ao ferthey pwstigatiend .
f- 90 45| ter Jubitt Shin o Mamidp Coefly ~ Wlp gubrfied by Udimant
: ou 4595 _letter |
%
_.(
7]
_|
[CONFEMATION COF © LIANCE: Tadiawing the lead agency sith Ails, e dalm teviews: Nas delermined
that the claimant is in substantial compllance with correative astion requirements.
2 . ] %&(12
: Az af thy ihlnlaa .Bgaarlgyr : mﬁvacmcun with the dalermination that ATE SIGHED —
the & is In compliance wi plicable corrective action regquirermsnts.
3 ECOMMENDATION AFRROVED : 1R R FEAM LEADER - Bos Commenis. PEOS 2, : =h—
[AEVIEWER'S SICNATUNE: DATE GRINED
| Fevized 10/82
1T R JCABRACIALG + (TN ANNHATD 1SN At C6-50.60




Alameda County Health Care Bervices Agency, Department of
Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Division

Notice of Official Action

By the Ban Francisco Bay

Regional Water Quality
Control Board

In Re The Property Known As :

186 E. Lewelling Blvd.
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

S vttt S

Dear Sirs:

The attached Official Notice of Request for Technical Reports
pursuant to Water Code Section 13267(b) has been forwarded to this
office for legal service, and oversight. As the Agency responsible
for enforcing the terms of this Official Action, all communication
should continue to be directed to this office. Please make
arrangements to comply by calling me at (510) 271-4530 to
coordinate all future activities.

Failure to comply could result in 1liability for civil or
administrative penalties of up to $1000 per day of delinquency.

I Juliet Ship ;, do hereby certify

Ms. Wai Yee Wong Young

that I served
with a copy of the attached Notice of Official Action by the
Regional Board by certified mailer

¢ P 356 338 3

Dated: 3/2/93 <gzg:;gi;f§ﬁ§§%i:i;/

—-/’f — -
/7,

(signature)




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY OtRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program
st
Augu 31, 1993 80 Swar: Way, Bm 200

Qakland, CA 94621

Mr. Wayne Chun {510) 271-4530

Bill Chun Service Station
265 Heron Drive
Pittsburg, CA 94565

STID 3838

Re: Work plan for investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has reviewed ESE’s work plan for investigations at
the above site. Per a conversation with Mr. Michael Quillin,
ESE, on August 31, 1993, it is the understanding of this office
that the proposed monitoring wells in this work plan will also
address the area north/northwest of Well MW-1 by shifting the
proposed well locations towards the on-site building.
Additionally, it is the understanding of the office that the
proposed location for Well MW-7 has been shifted towards the on-
site building.

The work plan is acceptable to this office with the inclusion of
the above changes. Per the timetable in the work plan, field
work shall commence by September 3, 1993, and a report
documenting this work will be submitted by September 24, 1993,

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

Sincerely,

Shin

Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Michael Quillin
Environmental Science &
Engineering, Inc.
4090 Nelson Ave., Ste. J
Concord, CA 94520

Edgar Howell-File(JS)




ALAMEDA COUNTY . ‘
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Watar Resources Control Board

April 5, 1993 Division of Clean Water Programs
UST Local Oversight Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Qakland, CA 94621

Wayne Chun
2301 Santa Clara Ave.

(510) 271-4530
Alameda, CA 94501
STID 3838
Re: Further investigations at 2301 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda,
California

Dear Mr., Chun,

This office has received and reviewed Environmental Science &
Engineering’s Preliminary Site Assessment report, dated March 31,
1993. Elevated levels of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as
gasoline (TPHg) and Benzene, Toluene, Xylenes, and Ethylbenzene
(BTEX) were identified in the capillary fringe of the soil from
all three of the borings. Additionally, ground water samples
collected from all three monitoring wells identified very
elevated concentrations of TPHg, BTEX, and 1,2-Dichloroethane.

This office is concerned that the observed ground water
contamination may be migrating offsite. Per Section 2725,
Article 11, Title 23 California Code of Regulations, you are
required to assess the vertical and lateral extent of both soil
and ground water contamination at your site. Subsequent to
delineating the extent of the soil and ground water
contamination, efforts must eventually be made to contain and
remediate the contamination.

Please submit a work plan to this office within 60 days of the
date of this letter addressing the further delineation of soil
and ground water contamination at the site. Quarterly monitoring
and reporting shall continue until this site qualifies for
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) "sign-off".

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

Sincerely

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist




®

Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara
April 5, 1993

Page 2 of 2

cc: Richard Hiett, RWQCB

Michael E. Quillin
Environmental Science &
Engineering, Inc.

4090 Nelson Ave., Ste.J
Concord, CA 94520

Edgar Howell-File(J%)
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ALAMEDA COUNTY 4 .

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
CAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. SHAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTCR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

State Waltar Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

December 30, 1992 _ UST Local Oversignt Program
80 Swan Way, Rm 200
Oakland, CA 24621
{510) 271-4530

Wayne Chun
2301 Santa Clara Ave.
Alameda, CA 94501

STID 3838

RE: Work plan for site located at 2301 Santa Clara Ave.,
Alameda, California

Dear Mr. Chun,

This office has received and reviewed Environmental Science &
Engineering, Inc.’s work plan, dated December 16, 1992, for the
above site. This work plan is acceptable to this office with the
following additional requirements: '

© The monitoring wells are to be screened adequately above
and below the ground water table to account for seasonal
fluctuations (the standard screening interval is 10 feet
below the water level and 5 feet above).

.0 Ground water samples shall be collected only after a
minimum of 24 hours after developing the wells.

-

Per the conversation between Mr. Michael Quillin, ESE, and myself
on December 30, 1992, Mr. Quillin stated that approximately 50
cukic yards of excavated soil resulted from the past tank removal
and was stored on site. According to him, one composite soil
sample was cecllected from this excavated scil and no contaminants
were detected. Please be reminded that this soil must be
disposed of off site. Please include the lab analysis results
for this sample and the manifests for the removal of this soil in
the future report documenting the implementation cof the work
plan.

A report documenting the results from work performed is due to
this office within 45 days of completion of field activities.
Per Section 2652 (d), Articls 5, Title 23 california Code of
Regulations, subseguent monitoring reports are to be submitted
quarterly until this site qualifies for final RWQCB "sign-off".

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



Mr. Wayne Chun

Re: 2301 Santa Clara
December 30, 1992
Page 2 of 2

Sincerely,

#Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

ce: Richard Hiett, RWQCB

Michael E. Quillin
Environmental - Science &
Engineering, Inc.

4090 Nelson Ave,, Ste. J
Concord, CA 94520

Edgar Howell-File(JS)




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

RAFAT A. S8HAHID, ASST. AGENCY DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Clean Water Programs

UST Local Oversight Program

80 Swan Way, Rm 200

Oaklard, CA 94621

(510) 271-4530

October 2, 1992

Bill Chun
2301 Santa Clara Ave.
Alameda, CA 94501

STID 3838

RE: Required investigations at 2301 sSanta Clara Ave., Alameda,
California

Dear Mr. Chun,

On July 31, 1992, two 550-gallon and one 285~gallon gasoline
underground storage tanks (USTs) were removed from the above site.
A two-inch diameter hole was observed at the bottom of the 285~
gallon tank, and the analysis of so0il samples collected from
beneath all three of the USTs identified elevated Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) as high as 16,000 parts per million
(ppm), and benzene concentrations as high as 280 ppm.

Guidelines established by the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) require that a ground water investigation be
conducted whenever an unauthorized release of product is suspected
from an underground storage tank. The levels of soil contamination
associated with the above tanks would indicate that such an event
has occurred. : :

You are required to conduct a Preliminary S8ite Assessment (P83A) to
determine the lateral and vertical extent and severity of latent
soil and ground water contamination which may have resulted from
the release at the site. The information gathered by the PSA will
be used to determine an appropriate course of action to remediate
the site, if deemed necessary. The PSA 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. The major elements of the guidelines include, but are
net limited to, the following:

o At least one groundwater monitoring well must be
installed within 10 feet of the tank pit,
oriented in the confirmed downgradient direction relative




Mr. Bill cChun

RE: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
October 2, 1992

Page 2 of 4

to groundwater flow. In the absence of data identifying
the confirmed downgradient direction, a minimum of three
wells will be required to verify gradient direction.
During the installation of these wells soil samples are
to be collected at five foot depth intervals and any
significant changes in lithology until groundwater is
reached.

o Subsequent to the installation of the monitoring wells,;:
these wells must be surveyed to an established benchmark,
with an accuracy of 0.01 foot. Additionally, groundwater
elevations are  to be measured monthly for three
consecutive months and then gquarterly thereafter.
Groundwater samples are to be collected and analyzed
quarterly. Both soil and groundwater samples must be
analyzed for the appropriate fuel contaminants listed in
Table 2 of the RWQCB’s Staff Recommendations for the
Initial Evaluation and Investigation of Underground

Tanks.

In order to proceed with a site investigation, you should obtain
professional services of a reputable environmental consultant.
Your responsibility is to have the consultant submit for review a
PSA proposal outlining planned activities pertinent to meeting the
criteria broadly outlined in this letter and the attached Appendix
A,

This Department will oversee the assessment and remediation of your
site. Our oversight will include the review of and comment on work
proposals and technical guidance on appropriate investigative
approaches and monitoring schedules. The issuance of well drilling
permits, however, will be through the Alameda County Floed Control
and Water Conservation District, Zone 7, in Pleasanton. The RWQCB
may choose to take over as lead agency if it is determined
following the completion of the initial assessment that there has
been a substantial impact to groundwater.

The PSA proposal is due within 45 days of the receipt of this
letter. Once the proposal is approved, field work should commence
within 60 days. A report must be submitted within 45 days after
the completion of this phase of work at the site. Subsequent
reports are to be submitted quarterly until this site qualifies for
final RWQCB "sign-off". Such quarterly reports are due the first
day of the second month of each subsequent quarter.




Mr. Bill chun

RE: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
October 2, 1992

Page 3 of 4

The referenced initial and quarterly 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~custody forms, laboratory results for all
samples collected and analyzed, tabulations of free
product thicknesses and dissolved fractions, etc.

ot Status of groundwater contamination characterization

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

o Recommendations or plans for additicnal investigative
work of remediation

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 this
project.

Please be advised that this is a formal request for technical
reports pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267 (b). Any
extensions of the stated deadlines, or modifications of the
required tasks, must be confirmed in writing by either this agency
or RWQCB.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Juliet Shin
at (510) 271-4320.

Sincerely,

Juliet Shin
Hazardous Materials Specialist

S5




Mr. Bill Chun

RE: 2301 Santa Clara Ave.
October 2, 1992

Page 4 of 4

Attachment
¢c: Richard Hiett, RWQCB
Richard Quarante, Alameda Fire Dept.
James Parker
Parker Environmental Services
4185 Rialto Court
Pittsburg, CA 94565

Bdgar Howell-File (JS)
NG Aa
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TR T e

IKSTRUCTIONS

EMERGENCY )

Indicate whether emergency response personnel end equipment were involwved
at any time. If so, a Hazardous Material Incident Report should be filed
with the State Office of Emergency Sexvices (0ES) at 2800 Meadowview Road,
Sacremento, CA 95832. Coptes of the OES report form may be obtained at
your local underground storage tenk permitting egency. Indicate whether
the QES report has been filed as of the date of this report.

LOCAL AGENCY ONLY

To avoid duplicate notification pursuant -to Health and Safety code Section
25180.7, a designated government employee should sign and date the form in
this block. A signature hers does not mean thet the leak has been
determined %o pose a significent threat to human health or safety, only
that notification procedures have been followed if required.

REPORTED BY

i‘te: your name, telephone number, and address. Indicate which party you
(=)

present and provide company or agency name,

RESPONSTHLE PARTY
Enter name, telephone number, contact person, and address of the party

responsible for the leak. The Iespensxhie party wauld normaily be the tank
owner.

SITE LOCATION
Enter informetion regarding the tank iacility At a minimum, you must
provide the facility naie and full address,

IMPLEMENTING AGENCIES

Enter names of the local agency and Regiomal Water Quality Contral Board
involvad.

SUBSTANCES TNVOLVED

Enter the name and quantity lost of the hazardous substance invelved. Room
is provided for information on two substances if appropriate. If more than
two substances leaked, list the two of most concern for cleanup.

DISCOVERY/ABATEMENT
Provide information regarding the discovery and sbatement of the leak.

SOURCE /CAUSE
hdicate source(s) of leak., Check box{es) indicating cause of leak.

CASE TYFPE

Indicate the case type category for this leak. Chack one box only, Case
type is based on the most sensitive resource affected. For example, if
both soil and ground water have been affected, case type will be "Ground
Water”, Indicate "Drinking Water" only if one or more municipal or
domestic water wells have actually been affected. A "Ground Water”
designation does mot imply that the affscted water cannot be, or is not,
used for drinking water, but only that water wells have not yet been
affectad. It is understood that c¢ase type may change upon further
investigation.

CURRENT STATUS

Indicate the category which best déscribes the current status of the case.
Check one box only. The responsa should he rslative to the case type. For
example, if case type is "Groupnd Water®, then "Current Status” should refer
to the status of the ground water investigaticon or cleanup, as opposed to

that of soil.. Descriptions of options follow:

Ho Action Taken - No action has been taken by responsible party beyond
initial report of leak. ’

Leak Being Confirmed - Leak suspected at site, but has not been
confirmed. '

Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitfed - woxkplanfpropesal
requested of/submitted by responsible party to determine whether ground
water has been, or will be, impacted as a result of the releasa.
Preliminary Site Assassmant Underway - implementation of workplan.
Follution Characterization - responsible party is in the process of fully
defining the extent of contamination in soil and ground water and assessing
impacts on surface and/or ground water. )
Remediation Plan ~ remediation plan submitted evaluating long term .
remediation options. Proposal and implementation scheduls for appropriate
remediation opticns also submitted,
Cleanup Underway - implementation of remediation plan
Post Cleanup Monitoring in Progress - periodic ground water or other
. monitoring at site, as necessary, to verify and/or evaluate effactiveness
of remedial activities.
Case Closed - regional board and local agency in concurrence that no
further work is necessary at the sitae.

TMPORTANT: THE INFORMATION FROVIDED ON THIS FORM IS INTENDED FOR GENERAL
STATISTICAL PURPOSES ONWLY AND IS NOT TO BE CONSTRUED AS REFRESENTING THE
OFFICIAL POSTTION OF ANY GOVERNMENTAL AGERCY '

REMEDIAL ACTION
Indicate which action have been used to cleanup or remediate the leak.
Descriptions of options follew:

Cap Site - installrhorizontal impermsable layer to reduce rainfall

infiltration,

Contaipment Barrier - imstall vertical dike to block horizontal movement of
contaminant.,

Excavats and Dispose - remove contaminated soil and dispose in approved
gite.

Exgavate and Treat - remove contaminated soil and treat (includes spreading
or land farming).

Remove Freg Product - remove floating product from water table.

Pump and Treat Groundwater - generally employed to remove dissolved
contaminants.

Enhanced Biodagradation - use of any available technology to promote
bacterial decomposition of contaminants.

Raplace Supply - provide alternative water supply to affected parties.
Treatment at Hookup - install water traatment devices at esach dwelling or
ather place of usa.

Vaguum Extract ~ use pumps or blowers to draw air through socil.

Vent Soil - bore holes in . s0il to allow wolatilization of contaminants.
No Actiop Recuired - incident is minor, requiring no remedial action.

COMMENTS - Use this space bo elaborate on awy aspects of the incident.
SIGNATURE - Sign the form in the space provided.

DISTRIBUTION

If the form is completsed by the tank owner or his agent, retain the last copy
and forward the remaining copies intact to your local tank permitting agency
for distribution,

1, Original - Local Tank Permitting Agency

2. State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Loans and Grants,
Underground Storage Tank Program, P.0O. Bex 944212, Sacramento, CA 94244~
2120

Regional Water Quality Control Board

County Board of Supervisors or designes to receive Proposition 65
notifications,

5,  Gwmer/responsible party,

o]
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
sHAZARDOUS -MATERIALS DIVISION
m&@nswa&—wny ROOM 200
jmfemiid;zusn::', CA 93621
A7 Heg?;ne. 415/27154320

=B
=

O

A l

-
{

£
i

[GHERB!

N Bl

£

- i
o=
v

20 1hEMEYdId

Qiaidio0V

VO AN

H TVINZ

ol
-l

A

oy
i

[BH

UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE/MODIFICATION PLANS

1. Business Name Bill Chun Service Station

Business Owner _Dill Chup Lty (han

, 2301 Santa Clara
2. Site Address

. Alameda . 94501 510-523-9862
City Z1p Phone

3. Mailing Address 2301 Santa Clara

. City Alameda Zip 24501 Phone510—523-9862
4. Land Owner oiil Chun
Address 2301 Santa Clara city, StateAlameda,CA. Zip94501
5. EPA I.D. No. ChC7000665169
6. Contractor Bernabe And Brinker, INC.
Address 1281-30th Street
city Oakland, CA. 94608 Phone510_451_3482
License Type >~HAZ ID#610617
7. Consultant LS j ,%/,ég i f/?,rﬂ/d"c’mf : /?%&e/‘ dga%/@”l
Address ﬁéQ?SJ j%&@?b /?zszg
city _ AlAmed4 ehone £57-/029
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Contact Person for Investigation

Name Ron Chun MO ritle CO-owner -

Phone 51 0-523—9862

Total No. of Tanks at facility

Have permit applications for all tanks been submitted to this
office? Yes (¥ ] No [ ]

State Registered Hazardous Waste Transporters/Facilities

a) Product/Waste Tranporter
Name _1 AND H _ EPA I.D. No. CAD004771168

Address 220 China Basin

city __SF state €A zjp 94107

b) Rinsate Transporter

Name ' EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Zip

c) Tank Transporter

H AND H CAD004771168

Name EPA I.D. No

City SF State jfi__ Zip 94107
d) Tank Disposal Site
Name H AND H EPA I.D. NOFmD004771168
Address 220 China Basin
city _ °F state °* _ zip 107
e) Contaminated Soil Transporter
Name EPA I.D. No.
Address
City __ State Zip
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12. Sample Cecllector

Trace Analysis Lab

Name
Company Trace Analysis Lab
Address 3423 Investment Blvd
city Hayward State CA. Zip94545 Phone 510-783-6960
13. Sampling Information for each tank or area
Tank or Area Material Location
sampled & Depth
Capacity Historic Contents
(past 5 years)
1,
500 Unleaded none none
250 Super Unleaded none none
250 Regular none none
14. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes [ ] No [X]

If yes, describe.

15. NFPA methods used for rendering tank inert? Yes [y] No [ ]

If yes, describe. _ 02

An explosion proof combustible gas meter shall be used to verify
tank inertness.

16, Laboratories

Name

Trace Analysis Laboratory

Address

City

3423 Investment Blvd.

Hayward

State Certification No.

1199

State °2°

Zip

94545
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I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief the statements
and information provided above are correct and true. I understand
that information in addition to that provided above may be needed in
order to obtain an approval from the Department of Environmental
Health and that no work is to begin on this project until this plan is
approved.

I understand that any changes in'design, materials or equipment will
void this plan if prior approval is not obtained.

T understand that all work performed during this project will be done
in compliance with all applicable OSHA (Occupational Saftey and Health
Administration) requirements concerning personnel and safety.

T will notify the Department of Environmental Health at least two (2)
working days (48 hours) after approval of this closure plan in advance
to schedule any required inspections. I understand that site and
worker safety are solely the responsibility of the property owner or
his agent and that this responsibility is not shared nor assumed by
the County of Alameda.

signature of Contractor
Name (plyge) 5@-)63/@ fﬁ?ﬁﬁé{%‘%’ J)é.
Signatur ,AZéZZ%gééyﬂiaLéi_ Eﬁ:-~

Date /@’03’192,,('

Signature of Site Owner or Operator

Name (please type) Rowary P, Chuw
Signature L2~JL& }‘CJQLH
Date 6/28 Jx
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/ NOTES ;

1. Any changes in this document must be approved by this Department.

2. Any leaks discovered must be submitted to this office on an
underground storage tank unauthorized leak/contamination site
report form within 5 days of its discovery.

3. Three (3) copies of this plan must be submitted to this Department.
One copy must be at the construction site at all times.

4. After approval of plan, notification of at least two (2) working
days (48 hours) must be given to this Department prior to removal
of tank(s).

5. A copy of your approved plan must be sent to the landowner.

6. Triple rinse means that:

a) Final rinse must contain less than 100 ppm of Gasoline (EPA
method 8020 for soil, or EPA method 602 for water) or Diesel
(EPA method 418.1). Other methods for halogenated volatile
organics (EPA method 8010 for soil, EPA method 601 for water)
may be required. The composition of the final rinse must be
demonstrated by an original or facsimile report from a labora-
tory certified for the above analyses.

b) Tank interior is shown to be free from deposits or residues
upon a visual examination of tank interior.

c) Tank should be labelled as "tripled rinsed; laboratory
certified analysis available upon request® with the name and
address of the contractor.

I1f all the above requirements cannot be met, the tank must be

7.

transported as a hazardous waste.

Any cutting into tanks requires local fire department approval.



UNDERGROUND TANK CLOSURE/MODIFICATION PLANS

ATTACHMENT A

SAMPLING RESULTS

Tank or
Area

Contaminant

Location &
Depth

Results
(specify units)




INSTRUCTIONS

g .
Address at which closure or modification is taking place.
5. EPA I.D. NO,

This number may be obtained from the State Department of Health
-Services, 916/324-1781.

6. CONTRACTOR
Prime contractor for the project.

7
List professional consultants here.
12. SAMPLE COLLECTOR
Persons who areicollecting samples.
Q [9)
Historic contente - the principal product(s) used in the last
5 years.
‘Material sampled - i.e., water, oil, sludge, soil, etc.
16, 0 ORIES

Laboratories used for chemical and geotechnical analyses.

17. CHEMICAL METHODS:

All sample collection methods and analyses should conform to EPA
or DHS methods.

Contaminant - Specify the chemical to be analyzed.

le epa ethod - The means used to prepare
the sample prior to analyses - i.e., digestion techniques,
solvent extraction, etc. Specify number of method and
reference if not an EPA or DHS method.

Analysis Method Number - The means used to analyze the
sample - i.e., GC, GC-MS, AA, etc. Specify number of
method and reference if not a DHS or EPA method.

NOTE:
Method Numbers are available from certified laboratories.

A plan outlining protective equipment and additional special-
ized personnel in the event that significant amount of hazard-
ous materials are found. The plan should consider the availa-
bility of respirators, respirator cartridges, self-contained
breathing apparatus (SCBA) and industrial hygienists.
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0
The plan should consists of a scaled view of the facility at which
the tank(s) are located and should include the following
information:

- a) Scale
b) Nerth Arrow
c) Property Line
d) Location of all Structures
e) Location of all relevant existing equipment including tanks and
piping to be removed

f) Streets
g) Underground conduits, sewers, water lines, utilities
h) Existing wells (drinking, monitoring, etc.)
i) Depth to ground water
j) All existing tanks in addition to the ones being pulled

rev. 9/88

mam
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BERNAEBE & BRINEKER, INC.

SITE SAFETY PLAN

Site 2201 gartanclars _Alamedgroject?
Original Site Safety Plan:Yes(¥)No( ) Revisioni

Plan Prepared by_FErpesto F, Berpabe Jr.Date mMay D8 ,..1002

Plan Approved by James E. Brinker Date_ May 29, 1992

Please respond to each item as completely as possible.
Where an item is not applicable, please mark "N/A."

1. KXY PERSONNEL AND RESPONSIBILITIES
(Include name, tslephone number, health and safety

responsibilities, i.e., project manager - Joe Smith -
responsible for supervision of all site activities.)

Project'nanager Ernesto F. Beragbe Jr.

Site Safety Manager__ Ernestc F. Bernabe Jr.

Alternate Site Safety Manager James E. Brinker

Field Team Members_  rrnectn £ Rornabe Jr. James E. Briwker

and FEngene Rowen o -

Agency Reps: [Please specify by one of the following
symbols: Federal:(P), State:(S), Local: (L),
Contractor(s):(C)

]
"




B&B SITE SAFETY PLAN

2. JOB HAZARD ANALYSIS: |
Haiard Level: High( ) Modgrate( ) Low( X) Unknown { )
Hazard Type: Liquid( ) Solid( X Sludge( ) Vapor/Gas( )

Known or suspected hazardous materials present on site:
TPHG BTXE

Characteristics of hazardous materials included above:

(Complete for each chemical present:)

MATERIAL $#1: Corrosive{ ) Ignitable(x) Toxic(X)
Reactive({ ) Volatile(X) Radioactive( )
Biological Agent( )

Exposurs Routes: Inhalation( ) Ingestion({ ) Contact{ )

MATERIAL #2: Corrosive( ) Ignitable(X) Toxic(X )
Reactive( ) Volatile(X) _ Radicactive{ )
Biological Agent( )

Exposure Routes: Inhalation{ ) Ingestion( ) Contact( )

MATERIAL #3: Corrosive( ) Ignitable{ ) Toxic{ )
Reactive( ) Volatile( ) Radiocactive( )
‘Biological Agent( )

Exposure Routes: Inhalation( ) Ingestion( ) Contact( )

MATERIAL #4: Corrosive( ) Ignitable( ) Toxic( )
Reactive( ) Volatile( ) Radioactive( )}

Biological Agent( )

Exposure Routes: Inhalation( ) Ingestion( ) Contact(z)
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B&2 SITE SAFETY PLAN

2.2 JOB-SPECIFIC HAZARDS
For each labor category, specify the poss1b1e
hazards based information available (i.e., Task-
driller, Hazards-trauma from drill rig
accidents, etc. ) For each hazard, indicate
steps to be taken to minimize the hazard.

Jack Hammer and Air Compressor Noise

{Use Earplugs)

The fdllowing additional hazards are expected on
sita (i.e., snake-infested area, extreme heat,
etc.):

Measures to minimize the effects of the
additional hazards are:

3. MONITORING PLAN

3.1 (a) Air Monitoring Plan g
Action levels for implementation of air
monitoring. Action levels should be based on
published data available on contaminants of
concern. Action levels should be set by persons
experienced in industrial hygiene.

Level Action Taken _ ‘
(i.e., .Sppm) (i.e., commence perimeter monitoring)

NA
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B&B SITE SAFETY PLAN

3‘2

3.3

(b) Air Monitoring Equipment

Outline the specific equipment to be used,
calibration method, frequency of monitoring,
locations to be monitored, and analysis of samples
(if applicable):

NA

If air monitoring is not to be implemented for this
site, explain why:

We are not geing into the tank, we are just remcving

and disposing the tank.

Personnel Meonitoring L ) L
{Include hierarchy of responsibilities in decision-
making on the site).

Na

Sampling Monitoring

(a} Techniques used for sampling__ N2




B&B SITE SAFETY

(b) Equipments used for sampling

{¢) Maintenance and calibration of equipments

PERSONAL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT (PPE)

Equipment used by employees for the site tasks and
operations being conducted. Be specific (1-3-5 hard
hat, impact resistance goggles, other protective
glove, etec.).

Rubber gloves, Earplugs, Rubber Boots. Safety Glasses,

Protective Clothing, Hard Hats.

SITE CONTROL AND SECURITY MEASURES o
The following general work zone security guidelines )
should be implemented: . -

-Work zone shail be barricaded and caution tape be
used.

-Excavations shall be closed when drilling and
sampling activities are not actually taking place.

-No excavations shall be left unattended. Visitors
will not enter the work zone un}ess they have
attended a project safety briefing.

-persons will not leave the work zone without first
passing through the decontamination zone. 5



BB SITE SAFETY PLAN

6.

DECONTAMINATION PROCEDURE
List the procedures and specific steps to be taken
to decontaminate equipment and PPE.

All ecuipments has to be wash, scap and rinse.

protective clothing that had been contaminztsd

has to be discese of properlv,

TRAINING REQUIREMENTS

Prior to mobilization at the job site, employees
will be attend a safety briefing. The briefing will
include the nature of the wastes and the si@e.
donning personal protection ¢lothes and equipment,
decontamination procedures and emergency
procadures.

MEDICAL SURVEILLANCE REQUIRFMENTS

If any task requires a very high personnel
protection level, perscnnel shall provide assurances
that they have received a physical examination and
they are £fit to do the task. Also, persconnel will be
instructed to look for any symptom of heat stress,
heat stroke, heat exhaustion, or any other unpsual
symptom. If there is any report of that, it will be
immediately be followed through, and appropriate
action will be taken.

STANDARD OPERATION PROCEDURES

Bernabe & Brinkesr, Inc. is responsible for all
Bernabe & Brinker, Inc. employees on'the site. Each
contractor shall provide all the equipment necessary
to meet safe operation practices and pr?cedures for
their personnel on site, and be responsible for the

‘gafety of their workers.

A. "Three Warning" system is utilized to enforce
compliance with Health and Safety procedures
practices which will be implemented at the site for
worker safety:

*Eating, drinking, chewing gum, or tobacco, and

smoking will be allowed only in designated areas. ¢




BSB SITE SAFETY PLAN

*Wash facilities will be utilized by workers in the
work areas before eating, drinking, or use of
toiled facilities.

*Containers will be labeled, identifying them as
waste, debris, or contaminated clothing.

%All excavation/drilling work will comply with
regulatory agencies requirement.

*All site personnel will be required to wear hard
hats and advised to take adeguate measures for
self-protection. '

*Any other action which is determined to be unsafe
by the site safety officer.

10. CONFINED SPACE ENTRY PROCEDURES
No one is allowed to enter any confined space
operation without proper safety measures.
Specifically, in case of an excavated Tank Pit no
cne should enter at no time.

11. EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN
Fire extinguisher(s) will be on site prior to
excavation. Relevant phone numbers are:

Person Title Phone Number
Ernesto Bernabe Jr. Project Manager 510-451-3482
Alameda . ) 522-2423
Fire ) 911 or
Al da 748-4508
ame Police 911 or -
Acme Ambul ance 911 or_653-6622 ’
Poison Control
Center (800) 523-2222
James F. Brinker Site Phone 510 .523=-9862

Nearest Off-8ite
Number

Medical Advisor

Client Contact

~
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.B&B SITE SAFETY PLAN

TU.S. EPA = EBRP. ivrerinianoscssannnns e s e ras {201) 321-6660
Chemtrec..........................;........(800} 424-9300
Centers for Disease Control........ocoeeaves Day:

(404) 329-3311

Night:

(404) 329-2888
National Response Center..,........ev00e: ...(800) 424-8802
Superfund/RCRA Hotline..........o.... e (800). 424-8802
TSCA Hotline........ s e e s e as e (800) 424-9065
National Pesticide Information Services....(B0C) 845-7633

Bureau of Alccheol, Tobacco, and Pirearms...(800) 424-9555

HEALTH ARD SAFETY
COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

I, ERNESTO F. BERNA3E JR. have received and

r’

read a copy of the project Health and Safety Plan.

I understand that I am required to have read the
aforementioned document and received proper training
under the occupational Safety and Health Act (29 CFR,
Part 1910.120) prior to conducting site activities at the
site,

Signature Date

NEAREST HOSPITAL Alameda Hospital TEL. NO. 522-3700

ADDRESS: 2070 Clinton Ave., Alameda, CA 94501

ALY






