ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
6620 Owens Drive, Suite A # Pleasanton, CA 94588-3334
TEL (925) 734-6400 » FAX {925) 734-6401

February 11, 2008

Mr. Jerry Wickham

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

Alameda, California 94502

Subject:  First Semi-Annual 2008 Groundwater Monitoring Event
Site Location: 3820 Manila Avenue, Qakland, CA
Fuel Leak Case#R00458

Dear Mr. Wickham:

Please be advised that SOMA has scheduled the First Semi-Annuat 2008 groundwater
monitoring event to be conducted on Tuesday, February 19th and Wednesday, February
20th, 2008. Our field crew will arrive at the site at approximately 9:30am. Sometimes,
however, unforeseen events may cause us to have to reschedule and should this be the
case you will be notified immediately.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mansour Sepehr at (925) 734-
6400.

Sincerely,

JO); ¢ Bobek
Vice President of Operations

cc: Mr. Albert Cohen
Mr. Stuart Depper
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
6620 q'v\fens' Drive, Suite A+ Pleasanton, CA 94588-3334
ATEL {92‘5)‘_"/34-6400 » FAX (925) 734-6401

August 13, 2007

Mr. Jerry Wickham G
Alameda County Environmental Health Services TR
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 Ve

Alameda, California 94502

Subject:  Second Semi-Annual 2007 Groundwater Monitoring Event
Site Location: 3820 Manila Avenue, Oakland, CA
Fuel Leak Case#R00458

Dear Mr, Wickham:

Please be advised that SOMA has scheduled the Second Semi-Annual 2007 groundwater
monitoring event to be conducted on Wednesday, August 22nd and Thursday, August
23rd, 2007.-Our field crew will arrive at the site at approximately 9:30am. Sometimes,
however, unforeseen events may cause us to have to reschedule and should this be the
case you will be notified immediately.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mansour Sepehr or Tony Perini at
(925) 734-6400.

Sincerely,

Joyce Bobek
Vice President of Operations

cc: Mr. Albert Cohen
Mr. Stuart Depper
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P E @ E _ i i 8620 Owens Drive, Suite A « Pleasanton, CA 94588-3334
. ’: . TEL {925) 734-6400 « FAX {925) 734-6401
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August 30,2006 ENVIRONMEN AL Fnbiis on
Mr. Jerry Wickham Project: 01-2511

Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health

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

Subject: Site Located at 3820 Manila Avenue, Oakland, California
Former Glovatorium Facility

Dear Mr. Wickham:

SOMA’s “Second Semi-Annual 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Report™ for the subject
property has been uploaded to the State’s GeoTracker database and Alameda County’s
FTP site for your review.

Thank you for your time in reviewing our report. Please do not hesitate to call me at
(925) 734-6400, if you have any questions or co
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Sincerely,

Mansour Sepehr, Ph.D., PE
Principal Hydrogeologist

ce: Mr. Albert M. Cohen, LOEB&I.OEB LLP w/enclosure
Ms. Betty Graham, Regional Water Quality Control Board w/enclosure
Dr. Bruce Page, Bruce W. Page Consulting w/enclosure
Mr. Peter W. McGaw, ARCHER NORRIS w/enclosure
Mr. Stuart Depper
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Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

From: Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2006 10:57 AM
To: 'Mansour Sepehr'

Cc: Albert Cohen, Bruce Page

Subject: RE: Glovatorium Monitoring Report

Mansaour,

Based on your request, the schedule for submittal of the groundwater monitoring report for case RO0458 is
extended from August 15, 2006 to August 30, 2006.

Regards,

Jerry Wickham

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
113t Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
510-567-6791 phone

510-337-9335 Fax
jery.wickham@ocgov.org

From: Mansour Sepehr [mailto:msepehr@somaeny.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2006 10:37 AM

To: Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

Cc: Albert Cohen; Bruce Page

Subject: Glovatorium Monitoring Report

Hello Jerry:

The deadline for submitting the groundwater monitoring report for Glovatorium is August 15, 2006. SOMA is in
process of preparing the draft report, however, the key technical people including client is out of town for peer
review and sighing the perjury statement. As such, | would like to request two weeks extension to submit the
report. SOMA will submit the report no later than August 30, 2006. Thank you very much for your cooperation
in this matter.

Regards
Mansour Sepehr

8/9/2006
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
5620 Owens Drive, Sulte A« Pleasanton, CA 94588-3334
TEL (925) 734-6400 » FAX (825) 734-6401

June 23, 2006 Alameda oy by
Mr. Jerry Wickham | JUN 27 2008
Alameda County Environmental Health Services Envir

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250 ONMmentqy Healfh

Alameda, California 94502

Subject:  Second Semi-Annual 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Event
Site Location: 3820 Manila Avenue, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Wickham:

In accordance with the guidelines of the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, SOMA will be conducting a groundwater monitoring event at the above
referenced site. The purpose of this monitoring event is to check the site’s overall
groundwater conditions.

SOMA has scheduled to monitor the subject site on July 5-7, 2006. Sometimes, however,
unforeseen events may cause us to reschedule the date. Should this be the case, you will
be notified immediately.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mansour Sepehr or me at (925)
734-6400.

Sincerely,

Tony Perini
Senior Project Engineer

cc: Mr. Albert Cohen
Mr. Stuart Depper



December 19, 2005

Mr. Jerry Wickham

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

Alameda, California 94502

Subject:  First Quarter 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Event
Site Location: 3320 Manila Avenue, Qakland, CA

Dear Mr. Wickham:

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC

6620 Owens Drive, Suite A+ Pleasanton, CA 94588-3334
TEL (925) 734-6400 « FAX (925) 734-6401

7
| Y
= el
3 -
Bl = lf:
4 ‘.
{_J
% %

In accordance with the guidelines of the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, SOMA will be conducting a groundwater monitoring event at the above
referenced site. The purpose of this monitoring event is to check the site’s overall

groundwater conditions.

SOMA has scheduled to monitor the subject site on January 5™ & 6th , 2006, Sometimes,
however, unforeseen events may cause us to reschedule the date. Should this be the case,

you will be notified at least 72 hours prior to the monitoring event.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mansour Sepehr or me at (925)

734-6400,
Sincerely,
Torwy Fouinl

Tony Perini
Senior Project Engineer

cc: Mr. Albert Cohen
Mr. Stuart Depper
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Wickham, Jerry, Env. Health

To: Mansour Sepehr (msepehr@somaenv.com)
Subject: Schedule extension

Mansour,
Based on your request, the submittal date for the Evaluation of Preferential Pathways for the Glovatorium site at
3815 Broadway in Oakland is extended to October 25, 2005.

Regards,

Jerry Wickham

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
510-567-6791 phone

H10-337-9335 Fax
lermy.wickham@acgov.org

10/13/2005
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GATEHOUSE PLAZA + 1260 "B" STREET, SUITE 240 « HAYWARD, CALIFOANIA 94541

July 5, 2005

Mr. Jerry Wickham, P.G.

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Alameda County Health Care Services
Environmental Health Services
Environmental Protection

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

Re:  Former client: Stuart Depper
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Law Firm of

Kevin D Taguchi ——

« TELEHPHCNE (510} 886-4446 = FAX {510) 886-7218

Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000458, 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Wickham:

Please be advised that this office no longer represents Mr. Depper and has no forwarding
or contact information available for him. As such, | am returning your recent correspondence,

dated June 21, 2005, regarding the above-stated matter.

Thank you. Please feel free to call our office should you have additional questions or

concerns.
Very sincerely,
LAW FIRM OF KEVIN D. TAGUCHI

Ceotn D). s'éjtw £/ S

Kevin D. Taguchi
Attorney at Law

KDT/pg
enclosures
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . . Fave
HEALTH CARE SERVICES '

AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
_ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
June 21, 2005 (510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Mr. Stuart Depper

Cfo Kevin D. Taguchi, Esq.
1260 B Street, Suite 220
Hayward, CA 94541

. Subject: Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000458, Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Depper:

Alameda County Environmental Health (ACEH) staff has reviewed the case file and the reports
entitled, “Groundwater Flow, Chemical Transport, and Bicattenuation Modeling,” dated March 7,
2003, "Human Health Risk Assessment and Request for Site Closure,” dated September 30,
2004, and “First Semi-Annual 2005 Groundwater Monitoring Report,” dated March 14, 2005.
These three reports were prepared by SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc. The “Groundwater
Flow, Chemical Transport, and Bioattenuation Modeling,” dated March 7, 2003, used
groundwater flow and contaminant transport models to estimate future groundwater
concentrations both on and off site. The “Human Health Risk Assessment and Request for Site
Closure,” report includes a sensitive receptor survey, human heaith screening evaluation, and
conclusions and recommendations. The human health screening evaluation considered human
health risks for industrial/commercial use of the site but considered residential land use for off-site
receptors. This report recommends that no active soil or groundwater remediation is required
and that the frequency of monitoring be reduced to an annual basis. The First Semi-Annual 2005
Groundwater Monitoring Report presents groundwater monitoring results from samples collected
on February 2, 2005 and a summary of free product removal activities.

We are concerned with the ongoing occurrence of free product in monitoring wells at the site. We
are also concerned with the potential for off-site migration of contaminants in groundwater along
preferential pathways. Based on staff review of the case file and documents referenced above,
the site cannot be closed at this time. Please address the foliowing technical comments, perform
the proposed work, and send us the reports described below.

TECHNICAL COMMENTS ON_GROUNDWATER FLOW, CHEMICAL TRANSPORT, AND
BIOATTENUATION MODELING (MARCH 7, 2003)

1. Evaluation of Results. The modeling results cannot be fully evaluated based on the
information provided in the report. The following items must be included in a revised report
for future consideration of modeling results:

» A table showing the source of each input parameter used in the model. The
table is to identify sampling locations and dates when site-specific data were
collected. The table is to also provide a reference for any assumed input values.



Mr. Stuart Depper

June 21, 2005

Page 2
¢ A table showing both input and output parameters from multiple model runs is to
be provided. Input parameters should be varied over multiple model runs to
show the sensitivity of the model to variations in specific input parametérs. The
table must include a range of model results that allow the reader to understand
the sensitivity of the model. _
* Input and output screens for all modef runs should be included as an appendix.
+ Hydrogeologic cross sections through the modeled area must be included.
2. Preferential Pathways. The modeling assumes advective flow through a fine-grained layer

over an approximately 10-foot saturated interval. The significance of potential contaminant
transport along preferential pathways must also be considered. We request that an
evaluation of the potential for contaminant transport along preferential pathways be
submitted that includes:

s Summary of activities conducted to date to identify and characterize preferential
pathways such as utilities and coarse-grained soil layers that have been
observed in soil boring logs.

* Maps, cross sections, and diagrams that illustrate the location and depth of
preferential pathways. ' ,

e  Other relevant information such as field notes, videos, and data from utilities or
other public agencies.

* Identification of data gaps for evaluation of preferential pathways and
recornmendations for addressing the data gaps.

Please present this evaluation of preferential pathways in the report requested below.

3.

Hydraulic Conductivity or Aquifer Materials. Please provide information to identify the
specific wells and dates that slug tests were conducted.

Comparison of Predicted Results to Monitoring Data (Section 5.0, Page 22). We concur
with the conclusion stated in the last sentence of the first paragraph on page 22 that the
results from Bioplume I may be too optimistic. As noted in the report, chemical

- concentrations at the site are not decreasing at the rates predicted by the model. Additional

groundwater monitoring data collected since 2003 confirm that Bioplume Hl model resuits are
overly optimistic in predicting decreases in the concentrations of PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE,
and viny! chloride.

Calculation of Degradation Rates — Table 5. Please identify the source of the half lives
presented in Table 5.

Groundwater Monitoring and Report Revision. Groundwater monitoring will be required to
verify the results of the contaminant transport modeling. One year of semi-annual
groundwater monitoring is to be conducted prior to revision of the modeling report. Revision
of the groundwater modeling report is to be evaluated and recommendations included in the
2006 Second Semi-annual Monitoring Report requested below.



Mr. Stuart Depper
June 21, 2005
Page 3

TECHNICAL COMMENTS ON HUMAN HEALTH RISK ‘ASSESS AND REQUEST FOR

SITE CLOSURE (SEPTEMBER 30, 2004)

7. Groundwater Chemical Concentration Trends (Section 1.5, Page 12). The report
indicates that chemical concentrations appear to be decreasing in wells B-7, B-10, and GW-
2. PCE concentrations do not appear to be decreasing in well GW-2. The report also
indicates that concentrations in well GW-3 appear to be decreasing or stabilized for specific
chemicals. Well GW-3 is a downgradient well located southwest (downgradient) of the three
residences on site. The concentrations of PCE and TCE appear to be increasing over time in
well GW-3. We concur that chemical concentrations appear to be decreasing in well LFR-1.
The report indicates that concentrations of TPHss and TPHg in well LFR-2 have stabilized.
The concentration of TPHss has increased from 1.1 mgf in August 2000 to 1.5 mg/l in
February 2005. As noted in the report, chemical concentrations appear to be decreasing in
SOMA-2 and increasing in SOMA-3. SOMA-2, which is adjacent to SOMA-3 is screened
from 10 to 20 feet bgs ‘while SOMA-3 is screened from 21 to 26 feet bgs. Therefore, it
appears that chemical concentrations are increasing within the lower interval, which may
represent vertical expansion of the plume. Based on the concentration trends observed in
the wells, the contention that the VOC plumes are shrinking is not well supported.

8. Water Exposure Pathways (Section 4.1.3, page 23). The sensitive receptor survey
indicates that no water supply wells are located in close proximity to the site. Therefore,
ingestion of groundwater is currently not a complete exposure pathway. The method used to
show that groundwater beneath the Site should not be classified as a drinking water source
based on well yield is not valid for the following reasons:

¢ A 10-foot thick interval of fine-grained soil beneath the site is considered the
“water-bearing zone” for the site. A low hydraulic conductivity is assigned to this
zone, which results in a low yield. Groundwater occurs within more zones than
the 10-foot fine-grained zone considered. Consideration’ of other more
permeable or thicker water-bearing zones beneath the site would result in
significantly higher well yield. '

= Afour inch well is not the typical diameter for a water supply well.

Based on these considerations, the conclusion that grbundwater beneath the site shouid not
be classified as a drinking water source based on well yield is not valid.

9. Exposure Concentrations and Chemicals {Section 4.2, Pages 27-28), The results of the
contaminant transport modeling described in “Groundwater Flow, Chemical Transport, and
Bioattenuation Modeling,” (SOMA 2003) were used to estimate off-site future concentrations
of PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl chloride in groundwater and the duration of the
exposure. These predicted concentrations and exposure duration were used to estimate
risks to future off-site residents from indoor air vapor intrusion. As described in comments 1
through 6 above, which pertain to the document entitled “Groundwater Flow, Chemical
Transport, and Bioattenuation Modeling,” we are not able to fully assess the madeling
results. Therefore, we are not able to assess the validity of the estimated risks from vapor
intrusion that are based on the modeling results. '



Mr. Stuart Depper
June 21, 2005

Page 4

10. Uncertainty Analysis (Section 4.4.3, Page 33). The uncertainty analysis must be
expanded to consider the complex nature and limited information on the multiple chemical
releases at the site.

11. Conclusions and Recommendations - Remediation (Section 5.0, Page 37). The
recommendation that no active soil or groundwater contamination is required is not
supported to the degree necessary to make this determination. Soll and/or groundwater
remediation may be required at the site.

12. Conclusions and Recommendations — Groundwater Monitoring (Section 5.0, Page 37).
- Groundwater monitoring is to be conducted on a semi-annual basis. The recommended
reduction in monitoring frequency to annual is not to be implemented.

13. Report Revision. Revision of the human health risk assessment to address the above
technical comments is to be evaluated following one year of groundwater monitoring.
Revision of the human health risk assessment report is to be evaluated and
recommendations included in the 2006 Second Semi-annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
requested below. :

TECHNICAL COMMENTS ON FIRST SEMI-ANNUAL 2005 GROUNDWATER MONITORING
REPORT {MARCH 14, 2005)

14. Elevated Reporting Limits for Vinyl Chloride and PCE in Wells SOMA-2 and SOMA-3.
Please provide improved analytical methods to achieved lower detection limits for vinyl
chloride and PCE in wells SOMA-2 and SOMA-3 or provide an explanation as to why lower
analytical results cannot be achieved for groundwater samples from these wells.

15. Future Groundwater Monitoring. Future groundwater monitoring is to be conducted on a
semi-annual basis at the site. Please include collection of samples from well B-10 in future
- groundwater monitoring events.

16. Free Product Activities. Free product recovery is to be continued at the site. A summary of
free product activities at the site is to be presented in the 2005 Second Semi-Annual
Groundwater Monitoring Report requested below. The report is to describe the type and
duration of free product recovery activities conducted in each well, volumes recovered, free
product measurements over time, and recommendations for future free product recovery.



Mr. Stuart Depper
June 21, 2005
Page 5

TECHNICAL REPORT REQUEST

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

* August 16, 2005 ~ 2005 Secqnd Semi Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
+ October 17, 2005 — Evaluation of Preferential Pathways

» February 17, 2006 — 2006 First Semi Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
* August 17, 2006 — 2006 Second Semi Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report

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

PERJURY STATEMENT

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

. this fuel leak case.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION & CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS

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

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND

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




Mr. Stuart Depper :
June 21, 2005

Page 6

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. Califonia Health and Safety
Code, Section 25299.76 authorizes enforcement including administrative action or monetary
penalties of up to $10,000 per day for each day of violation.

if you have any questions, please call me at (510) 567-6791.

Sincerely,

nwﬁm
Jetry Wickham, P.G. '
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc:  Albert Cohen
Loeb & Loeb LLP
10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 2200
Los Angeles, CA 90067-4164

Mansour Sepehr

SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc.
2680 Bishop Drive, Suite 203

San Ramon, CA 94583

‘Bruce Page

Bruce Page Consuiting, Inc.
439 Kearney Street

El Cerrito, CA 94530

Donna Drogos, ACEH
Jerry Wickham, ACEH
File
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Seery, Scotl, Env. Health

From: Seery, Scott, Env. Health

Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2004 2:48 PM

To: ‘wpage@neteze.com'

Subject: requirement for RP cover letter to all reports and work plans

As we discussed, CA Water Code Sec. 13267(b)(1) requires that technical reports be furnished, under penalty of perjury,
by the "person” responsible for a discharge or suspected discharge. We read that to mean that such reports must come

directly from the RP, not from the consultant.

In addition, the 30 August 1991 Tri-Regional Recommendations - "Appendix - A Reports” - for evaluation of UST sites
requires that all technical reports and work plans be submitted under cover letter from the UST owner or other
Responsible Party (RP). This cover letter is to indicate agreement or disagreement with the findings of the report; accuracy
of the report; timelines for completion of particular tasks; and, whether and why a meeting may be requested to discuss
optians.

See: <http://www.swrch.ca.gov/rwgehS/available documents/ug_tanks/ustiri-regappA.pdf>

(If this link fails to work, just go to the SWRCB home page, click on "Regional Boards", go to map and click on 3¢ [Central
Valley], then click on "Available Documents”, then scroll to UST, and open "Appendix A Reports".)

When directives are issued from this office, they are sent to the RPs. Directives are not issued to the contractor or
consultant working for the RP. However, we often receive reports/work plans directly from the contractor/consultant, This
does not ensure that the RP is necessarily aware of what is presented in such reports/work plans, unless it comes directly
from the RP, and a cover letter from the RP is attached.

We are simply requesting compliance with these standards when asking for cover letters to technical reports.




qu ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
’ ” 2680 Bishop Drive » Sulte 203 » San Ramon, CA 84683

January 11, 2002 . g 230? © TEL(825) 2448500 « FAX (925) 244-8601

Dr. Bruce Page

Bruce W. Page Consulting
439 Keamy Street .

E! Cerrito, CA 94530

Re: Former Glovatorium Site, 3815 Broadway Oakland, California

Dear Bruce:

During our 4 Quarter 2001 groundwater monitoring event; over two feet of free. .3
product was cobserved at observation point B-8: In addition, free product was
also observed at B-2 and B-3 at 0.25 and 1.0 foot, respectively. Historically, the
presence of free product has been reported in all of the “B” series wells installed

by Geosolv, except B-13.

On October 12, 2001, during the instaliation of SOMA-4, and subsequently on
October 18, 2001 during the 4™ Quarter 2001 groundwater monitoring event, no
free product was observed in SOMA-4. On November 8, 2001, SOMA made f:&
attempt o conduct a slug test on SOMA-4¥ Due to the presmofwarfve
dmmmmmmsommsmmmm&mmm. -
well. - On November 8, SOMA’s staff used a free product interface probe to better
define the extent of the free product using the “B” series wells. Based on our
discussion and concurrence from Mr. Scott Seery of the Alameda County
Department of Environmental Health (ACDEH), SOMA’s staff measured the
product thicknesses and pumped out as much floating product as possible from
the different wells. Table-1 shows the thickness of free product and volume of
recovered products at different dates.

it appears that the existing monitoring network is insufficient to delineate the
extent of the free product beneath the former Glovatorium building. In addition
the casing perforation interval of the existing wells may not be suitable to detect
the presence of fioating product in the subsurface. For instance, despite the
close proximity .of B-7 to the former underground storage tanks (USTs), no
floating product has been reported in this well, while B-8 which is located 32 feet
to the north of B-7 shows significant thickness of free product. in addition, none
of the existing %-inch diameter wells are suitable for removing the free product
from the subsurface. Using a bailer or product-removing pump from the existing
2-inch diameter well, SOMA-4 does not seem to be a cost siffective mean to
remove the free product.




Dr. Bruce page
Page 2 0of 3
November 26, 2001

In order to define the horizontal extent of free product, and assess the ease of
free product removal using larger diameter wells (at least 2-inches in diameter),
SOMA is proposing to submit a workplan to the ACDEH. The workplan will
propose:

1. The installation of shallow observation wells in the vicinity of the SOMA-4,
B-8 and B-7 for complete delineation of the extent of free product;

2. Using SPILLVOL model for evaluation of true thickness of free phase
petroleum product over watertable and estimation of the total free product
volume in the subsurface;

3. The installation of large diameter product recovery wells;

4. The installation of the passivefactive product removal canisters for
periodic removal of free product from subsurface.

I suggest meeting with Mr. Scott Seery of the ACDEH to discuss our proposed
approach before developing a workplan. Once the werkplan is approved, SOMA
will submit a cost estimate for the implementation of the approved workplan.
Meanwhile, please call me at your earliest convenience to discuss my proposed
scope of work for mitigation of the free phase petroleum hydrocarbons at the
subject property.

Table-1
Well Name Date Product Thickness (ft} Vol. Of Product Removed
{gal)

B-2 11/8/01 0.25 -

B-3 0.85 -

B-8 2.60 -

SOMA4 ... 555 -
|B-2 11727101 1.05 02

B-3 2,85 0.10

B-8 2.80 0.15

B-2 11/29/01 : 0 T -

B-3 1.0 10

B-8 0.05 -

SOMA-4 | O 08B0

B-3 0.02 -

B-8 0

SOMA-4 0.6 0.26




Or. Bruce page
Page 3 of 3
November 26, 2001

This concludes our latest field activities in connection with the presence of free
product beneath the referenced site.

Sincerely,

Principal Hydrogeologist

cc.  Mr. Scott Seery, ACDEH v
Albert M. Cohen, Esq., Smiland & Khachigian
Mr. Stuart Depper
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giAMEDA COUNTY ] @
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY

DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
August 27, 2001 ENYIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

: Alameda, CA 84502-6577
STID 439 ' (510 567-6700

FAX (510) 337-9335
Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
Onnda, CA 94563

Stuart Depper

% Kevin D. Taguchi, Esq.
1260 B-Street, Ste. 220
Hayward, CA 94541

RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Qakland - Well Instailation Workplan
Dear Messts. Depper:

This letter follows receipt and review of the June 15, 2001 SOMA Environmental Engineering,
Inc. (SOMA) workplan for, among other Phase I tasks of the workplan, the installation of five (5)
permanent monitoring wells in locations on and surrounding the subject site. Two of these wells
will replace GeoSolv wells B-7 and B-10, and will be screened between 10 and 20" below grade
(bg). The three remaining wells will be constructed with screens beginning at the 20° depth, and
continuing to an anticipated 35-40 bg, to monitor a deeper zone of the shallow formation. These
last wells will be installed near current wells B-10, and LFR-2 and —3. The remaining Phase
tasks include the collection and analyses of soil and groundwater samples, aquifer tests, and a
sensitive receptor survey.

Phase TI of the SOMA workplan includes two tasks: Conducting groundwater flow and chemical
transport modeling (Task 1), and completing a Risk-Based Corrective Action (RBCA) evaluation
(Task 2).

Phaée I, and Task 1 of Phase II, of the cited SOMA workplan have been accepted for
implementation at this time. The Task 2 element of Phase 1T will be addressed at a later time
pending the results of this investigation. '

Please be reminded that data generated in the course of this project will be evaluated by this
office in context with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidance document
EPA/600/R-98/128 entitled, “Technical Protocol for Evaluating Natural Attenuation of
Chlorinated Solvents in Ground Water™.
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Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 when you have secured driliing and encroachment permits,
and when field work has been scheduled.

Sincerely,

azardous Materials Specialist

cc: Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protection
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Betty Graham, RWQCB
Mike O’Connor, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Leroy Griffin, Qakland Fire Department
Bruce Page, Bruce W. Page Consulting, 439 Keamey St., El Cerrito, CA 94530
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
7" Floor, 601 West 5" Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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March 29, 2001

Mr. Scott Seery, CHMM

Hazardous Materials Specialist

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency APR 02 2001
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2™ Floor

Alameda, California 94502

Subject: Selection of SOMA Environmental Engineering to Replace LFR Levine-Fricke
Former Glovatorium Site, Qakland, California

Dear Mr. Seery:

Mr. Taylor Bennett of LFR Levine-Fricke called late yesterday to inform me that he has resigned
and that tomorrow, Friday, will be his last day at LFR. He further informed me that LFR has not
selected a replacement for him to act as their project manager. This would be the third change in
leadership at LFR since Mr. Depper retained me as Project Manager and LFR as the
environmental contractor for the Glovatorium. They started with Taylor Bennett who was
replaced by Ms. Julie Sharp when he became “too busy™ to work on the Glovatorium. Then Julie
Sharp took a leave of absence and Taylor Bennett resumed leadership. In less than one quarter
they are announcing another change, and haven’t even named a replacement. Ihave concluded
that LFR does not place a high priority on this project.

As you know, we were already planning on replacing LFR on this project. You have received a
Statement of Qualifications from SOMA Environmental Engineering and have talked with their
president, Dr. Mansour Sepehr. After conferring with Mr. Albert Cohen, Mr. Stuart Depper and
Dr. Sepehr, we have decided to replace LFR with SOMA Environmental Engineering now rather
than waiting for the second quarter sampling event. Taylor Bennett infomed me that the tables
are “nearly complete” for the 1Q01 report, but the figures and the text have not been started. He
has agreed to transfer the autocad base map and an electronic version of the tables to SOMA.

Dr. Sepehr has asked for a two-week extension in order to prepare the 1Q01 report. Iam
forwarding that request to you. The second quarter sampling event, scheduled for late April, and
subsequent events will be conducted by SOMA.

Smcerely,

/Bruce W Page, Phg §

cc: Albert M. Cohen
Stuart Depper
Mansour Sepehr
Kevin D. Taguchi

439 Kearney Street, El Cerrito, CA 94530 o (510) 526-4650 » bwpage@home.com
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC
2680 Bishep Drive » Suite 203 « San Raman, CA 34583
TEL {925) 244-8600 » FAX {825) 244-6601

February 22, 2001

Mr. Scott Seery, CHMM

Hazardous Material Specialist

Alameda County Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Subject: SOMA Environmental Engineering, Inc. Statement of Qualifications
in Connection with Former Glovatorium Site, 3815 Broadway
Oakland, California

Dear Scott:

Based on Dr. Bruce Page’s request, a copy of SOMA Environmental
Engineering, Inc.'s (SOMA) Statement of Qualifications is enclosed. SOMA is a
small but highly professional environmental engineering firm whose major area of
expertise is in hydrogeological assessment, chemical fate and transport modeling
and human and ecological health risk assessment. Besides our strong capability
in conducting chemical fate and transport modeling, SOMA is involved in
conducting groundwater remediation, monitoring and assessment of Dbio-
attenuation processes. Currently, SOMA is involved in conducting groundwater
monitoring programs and bic-attenuation studies at more than ten different sites
that are impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons, MTBE and chlorinated solvents.
SOMA’s field crew is conducting in-situ measurements of dissolved oxygen and
ex-situ measurements of sulfate, nitrate, ferrous iron on a quarterly basis in more
than five sites impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons and chlorinated solvents.

One of the petroleum release sites in which SOMA has been involved since mid-
1999 is Tony's Express Auto Service Site located at 3609 International
Boulevard, Oakland California.  Your colleague, Mr. Barney Chan of Alameda
County Department of Environmental Health, is providing regutatory over-sight
and reviewing our technical reports. The site has been used as a gasoline .
service station since the 1960’s and as a result has been impacted heavily by the
petroleum hydrocarbons and MTBE. Since mid-1999, SOMA has performed site
characterization, risk-based corrective action (RBCA), corrective action plan
(CAP), design and implementation of groundwater and vapor extraction and
remediation system, and performing groundwater monitoring including bio-
attenuation studies at the site. Since the implementation of a soil and
groundwater remediation system, more than 1.5 million gallons of fuel-impacted
groundwater has been extracted from a French drain and ftreated using
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granulated activated carbon (GAC). As a result, the groundwater extraction
system along with the vapor extraction unit has removed significant amounts of
petroleum hydrocarbons from subsurface. During the monitoring events, SOMA
has documented the occurrence of strong biodegradation in groundwater by
assessing the dissolved oxygen levels and other electron acceptors such as
nitrate, sulfate and ferrous iron. The resuits of the groundwater monitoring
program suggests that contaminant levels in groundwater has reduced
dramatically since the implementation of the groundwater remediation system.

) hope the enclosed Statement of Qualifications will give you enough information
about SOMA’s technical and practical qualification in the area of groundwater
monitoring and the implementation of RBCA and CAP. Meanwhile, please do
not hesitate to call me at (925) 244-6600, if you need additional information or
references.

Sincerely,

Mansour Sepehr, Ph.D., P.E.
Principal Hydrogeologist

cc.  Mr. Albert Cohen, Esqg. Smiland & Khachigian
Dr. Bruce Page, Bruce W. Page Consuliting

Enclosure
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Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

Stuart Depper

% Kevin D. Taguchi, Esq.
1260 B-Street, Ste. 220
Hayward, CA 94541

RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland — Well Installation Workplan
Dear Messrs. Depper:

This letter follows receipt and review of the June 14, 2000 LFR Levine-Fricke (LFR) workplan
for the installation of four (4) permanent monitoring wells in locations surrounding the subject
site. The locations of these wells, as well as analytical parameters for water samples collected
from both proposed and existing sampling points, were determined during a meeting at the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay region (RWQCB), on May 10, 2000
attended by Taylor Bennett (LFR), Dr. Bruce Page, Betty Graham (RWQCB), and this author.

The technical scope of the cited LFR workplan has been accepted for the pending phase of work
at this site with the following additions:

o Water samples collected from each sampling point should also be appropriately field
screened for pH and temperature, and analyzed in the laboratory for CO, and methane. These
bioattenuation parameters are in addition to those already proposed.

Data generated in the course of this project will be evaluated by this office in context with U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidance document EPA/600/R-98/128 entitled,
“Technical Protocol for Evaluating Natural Attenuation of Chlorinated Solvents in Ground
Water”.
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Messrs. Depper

Re: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
July 6, 2000
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Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 when you have secured drilling and encroachmént permits,
and when field work has been scheduled.

Sincerely,

Scott O. Sgéry, CHMM
Hazardous Materials Specialist

cc: Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protection
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Betty Graham, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Mike O’Connor, Alameda County District Attormey’s Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Bruce Page, 439 Keamey St., El Cerrito, CA 94530
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
- 7™ Floor, 601 West 5™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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April 19, 2000

Scott O. Seery, CHMM

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health

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

Subject: Former Glovatorium Site — Meeting with Regional Water Quality Control Board
Dear Mr. Scery:

Now that the “Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report” for the former Glovatorium site has
been completed by LFR Levine-Fricke (March 20, 2000), there are two tasks that must be
scheduled for the near-future. The first is the next round of quarterly sampling, which will occur
during April. Taylor Bennett of LFR is currently in the process of scheduling that work. You
will be informed of the field days as soon as that is known. The second task is to schedule a
meeting with Betty Graham of the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

In the interest of keeping this project moving forward, I would like to inform you that I will be
on vacation from May 16 through May 29, returning to work on May 30. If at all possible, we
would prefer having the subject meeting before [ leave. There are a number of important topics
to discuss at that meeting and we believe it will benefit all concerned to begin that discussion
sooner rather than later.

Thanks for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

]st \L‘S) LS
Bruce W. Page, Ph.D.
¢c: Albert M. Cohen, Esq., Smiland & Khachigian

Stuart Depper, Clean Tech Machinery
Taylor Bennett, LFR Levine-Fricke

439 Kearney Street, El Cerrito, CA 94530 » (510) 526-4650 » bwpage@home.com
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Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Bruce Page|[SMTP:bwpage@home.com]
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2000 11:26 AM

To: Scott O. Seery

Ce: Taylor Bennett

Subject: April Sampling Event

We are scheduled to conduct another round of sampling at the Glovatorium
this month. Taylor will prepare a cost estimate and schedule for the work.
Briefly, we have agreed that LFR will take water level measurements in all

of the same locations measured in January (at least those with water
present). In addition, LFR will attempt to include 1 or 2 more off-site

wells to the East and Northeast of 38th and Broadway in order to improve our
understanding of the ground water flow direction. However, we will not
sublmit. samples from the B-series piezometers (Geosolve points) for chemical
analysis.

You will be informed as soon as the field work is scheduled.

Seery, Scoft, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2000 4:06 PM

To: '‘Bennett, Taylor' ’

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com’;, Blazer, Larry, CEPD

Subject: RE: Submittal of Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report-Glovatoriu m
Taylor

March 20th is fine. | think that this should be the final extension on this phase of the project, though, unless
something extraordinary occurs between then and now.

Scott

Fram: . Bennett, Taylor[SMTP: Taylor.Bennett@Ifr.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2000 307 PM

To: 'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us'

Cc: 'hwpage@home.com’

Subject: Submittal of Soil and Groundwater investigation Report-Glovatoriu m

Preparation of the subject report is in progress. | request your permission
to submit the report on March 20, 2000. There has been some delay due to
personal iliness and difficulty scheduling production of tables and figures
gortthe report. | appreciate your past flexibility regarding the submittal

ate.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH
Sent: Monday, April 24, 20000 11:53 AM
To: '‘Bruce Page' ‘

Cec: Taylor Bennett

Page 1




Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Bruc PageI[SMTP:bwpage@home.com]
Sent: Friddy, ApedlEF, 2000.11.26 AM

To: Scott O. Sedry - -

Cc: Taylor Bennett

Subject: April Sampling Event

We are scheduled to conduct another round of sampling at the Glovatorium
this month. Taylor will prepare a cost estimate and schedule for the work.
Briefly, we have agreed that LFR will take water level measurements in all

of the same locations measured in January (at least those with water
present). In addition, LFR will attempt to include 1 or 2 more off-site

wells to the East and Northeast of 38th and Broadway in order to improve our
understanding of the ground water flow direction. However, we will not
sub:nit_samples from the B-series piezometers (Geosolve poinis) for chemical
analysis. :

You will be informed as soon as the field work is schedulad.

Page 1
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Subject: RE: April Sampling Event

| just received your 4/19 letter regarding a proposed meeting before May 16th. I'm certainly in favor of your
suggestion. Let me see what Betty's schedule looks like, and get back to you this week.

Scott

From: Bruce Page[SMTP:bwpage@home.com]
Sent; Friday, April 07, 2000 11:26 AM

To: Scott O. Seery

Cc: Taylor Bennett

Subject: April Sampling Event

We are scheduled to conduct another round of sampling at the Glovatorium
this month. Taylor will prepare a cost estimate and schedule for the work.
Briefly, we have agreed that LFR will take water level measurements in all

of the same locations measured in January (at least those with water
present). In addition, LFR will atternpt to include 1 or 2 more off-site

wells to the East and Northeast of 38th and Broadway in order to improve our
understanding of the ground water flow direction. However, we will not
subinit_ samples from the B-series piezometers {Geosolve points) for chemical
analysis.

You will be informed as soon as the field work is scheduled.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP: Taylor Bennett@Ifr.comy]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2000 9:28 AM

To: '‘Seery, Scott, Publi ealth, EH'

Cc: 'bwpage@home com'

Subject: Access request for Unocal (TOSCO) wells near 3815 Broadway, Oakla nd, CA

| spoke to Dave DeWitt of TOSCO (925-277-2384) on Thursday, April 27, 2000,
regarding access to measure groundwater levels in wells MW-8, MW-9, and
MW-11, and to collect groundwater samples from well MW-11, as part of the
groundwater monitoring program for the subject site. He granted permission

for LFR to perform these activities on a one-time basis. He requested that

you send him a letter indicating that that this monitoring is required by
ACHCSA as part of the investigation at the site, so that we can continue

this monitoring on a quarterly schedule in the future.

Mr. DeWitt also indicated that groundwater levels are monitored in the
Unaocal wells on a monthly schedule. He referred me to Diana Harding of
Gettler-Ryan at (925) 551-7555 as the person to contact if we wish to
coordinate measuring groundwater levels in the future.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scolf, Public Health, EH

Sent: Tuesday, 62, 2000 §: 24 AM

To: '‘Bennett, Taylor'

Subject: RE: Access request for Unocal (TOSCO) wells near 3815 Broadway, Oakla nd, CA

Page 2



I'll give Dave a call and see if | can "informalize" the process. If not, I'll send a letter. The other alternative, of
course, is to coordinate LFR's schedule with GRI and "share” their gauging/sampling info.

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP: Taylor. Bennett@Ifr.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2000 £:28 AM

To: 'Seery, Scoft, Public Health, EH'

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com'

Subject: Access request for Unacal (TOSCO) wells near 3815 Broadway, Oakla nd, CA

| spoke to Dave DeWitt of TOSCO (925-277-2384) on Thursday, April 27, 2000,
regarding access to measure groundwater levels in wells MW-8, MW-3, and
MW-11, and to collect groundwater samples from well MW-11, as part of the
groundwater monitoring program for the subject site. He granted permission

for LFR to perform these activities on a one-time basis. He requested that

you send him a letter indicating that that this monitoring is required by
ACHCSA as part of the investigation at the site, so that we can continue

this monitoring on a quarterly schedule in the future.

Mr. DeWitt also indicated that groundwater levels are monitored in the
Unocal wells on a monthly schedule. He referred me to Diana Harding of
Gettler-Ryan at (925} 551-7555 as the person to contact if we wish to
coordinate measuring groundwater levéls in the future.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: "~ Bennett, Taylor[SMTP; Tayler. Bennett@Ifr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2000#1:48 PM

To: 'Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH'

Cc: ‘Bruce Page'

Subject: Submittal Date for Work Plan for Former Glovatorium

We can submit a work plan proposing installation of groundwater monitoring
wells at the Former Glovatorium site on June 9, 2000. This should allow
enough time for Bruce Page to review the work plan when he returns from
vacation on May 29, and for client review. Let me know if this schedule is
acceptable.

It was a productive meeting at the RWQCB on May 10, and | enjoyed meeting
Betty Graham. | think the data we presented in the March 20, 2000 Seil and
Groundwater Investigation Report and the recent quarterly groundwater level
measurements that we discussed during the meeting have developed a good
bas}s t? propose well locations and move this project toward the RBCA
evaluation.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2000 £21 PM

To: Blazer, Larry, DA

Subject: FW: Submittal Date for Work Plan for Former Glovatorium
Larry

Page 3
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Here's a post | got today from Taylor Bennett (LFR) regarding the Glovatorium well installation work plan.

Scott

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP:Taylor.Bennett@Ifr.com]
Sent; Wednesday, May 17, 2000 1:48 PM

To: ‘Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH'

Cc: 'Bruce Page'

Subject: Submittal Date for Wark Flan for Former Glovatorum

We can submit a work plan proposing installation of groundwater monitoring
wells at the Former Glovatorium site on June 9, ZODg. This should allow
enough time for Bruce Page to review the work plan when he returns from
vacation on May 28, and for client review. Let me know if this schedule is
acceptable.

It was a preductive meeting at the RWQCB on May 10, and | enjoyed meeting
Betty Graham. | think the data we presented in the March 20, 2000 Soil and
Groundwater [nvestigation Report and the recent quarterly groundwater level
measurements that we discussed during the meeting have developed a good
bas;s tct:g propose well locations and move this project toward the RBCA
evaluation.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP:Taylor.Bennett@lfr.com]
Sent: Thursday, Jume (1, 2000,5.30 PM

To: 'sseery(@co.alameda.ta.is'

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com'’

Subject: Work FPlan for Well Installation

Dear Mr. Seery:

| am requesting an extension to submit the Work Plan for Well Installation
for the former Glovatarium project. The reason for this request is that |

was out sick for three days last week, and this has had a significant impact
on my schedule. In addition, our editing department has an extremely heavy
work load next week, with 28 Phase | ESAs going out on Friday, June 9 (this
was our originally proposed submittal date for the Work Plan). | wish to
emphasize that our client is diligently cooperating with us to move this
project forward. With your permission, therefore, | would like to submit the
Work Plan on June 14.

| also wish to confirm the submittal date for the quarterly groundwater
monitoring report, which | believe would be June 15,

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Taylor Bennett, R.G.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Healfh, EH
Sent: Friday, Jung 02, 2000 1Z06 PM

Page 4
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To: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH; 'Bennett, Taylor'

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com'; Blazer, Larry, DA; O'Connor, Micheal, CEPD; Peacock, Tom, Public
Health, EH; Levi, Ariu, Public Health, EH

Subject: RE: Work Plan for Well Installation

| don't see that a delay of 5 days for workplan submittal should pose a problem. So, sure, you have my blessing.

Scott

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP: Taylor.Bennett@ifr.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 01, 2000 5:30 PM

To: ‘'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us'

Ce: ‘bwpaged@home.com'

Subject: Work Plan for Well Installation

Dear Mr. Seery:

| am requesting an extension to submit the Work Plan for Well Instaltation
for the former Glovatorium project. The reason for this request is that |

" was out sick for three days last week, and this has had a significant impact
on my schedule. In addition, our editing department has an extremely heavy
work load next week, with 28 Phase | ESAs going out on Friday, June 9 (this
was our originally proposed submittal date for the Work Plan). | wish to
emphasize that our ¢lient is diligently cooperating with us to move this
project forward. With your permission, therefore, | would like to submit the
Work Plan on June 14.

I also wish to confirm the submittal date for the quarterly groundwater
monitoring report, which | believe would be June 15.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Taylor Bennett, R.G.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Sharp, Julie[SMTP:Julie.Sharp@Ifr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, Jung 14, 2000.10:44 AM

To: 'sseery@co. atameda ca.us”™

Ce: ‘bwpage@home.corn’

Subject: Glovatorium Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report schedule

Dear Mr. Seery:

My name is Julie Sharp, and | am the new LFR project manager for the former
Glovatorium project. | am working with Taylor Bennett on preparation of the
Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report, which we had hoped to submit to you
on June 15, | am writing this e-mail to request an extention of the

submittal date for the Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report. The reason |
am requesting this extension is that | am not feeling well and need a liftle

time at home to recooperate. (This extension request does not come from our
client - he is continuing to work with us on moving the project forward).

Taylor and | will call you shortly to discuss this extension request, how it
fits into your schedule, and to confirm that it will not impact the overall
project schedule.

Page 5
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Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Wednesdaygsfune 14, 2000 1:|$ PM

To: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH? 'Sharp, Julie'

Ce: ‘bwpage@home.com'; O'Conneor, Micheal, CEPD; Blazer, Larry, DA
Subject: RE: Glovatorium Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report schedule

Welcome to the team, Julie. | don't see how a delay of a few days will make a bit of a difference with the QMR
submittal. | was also expecting the well installation workplan on June 14th (today). Is that expected to be delayed
as well? An extension of an additional 5 days was already granted for its submittal a couple weeks back.

From: Sharp, Julie[SMTP:Julie. Sharp@!fr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2000 10:44 AM

To: 'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us'

Ce: ‘bwpage@home.com'
‘Subject: Glovatorium Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report schedule

Dear Mr. Seery:

My name is Julie Sharp, and | am the new LFR project manager for the former
Glovatorium project. | am working with Taylor Bennett on preparation of the
Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report, which we had hoped to submit to you
on June 15. | am writing this e-mail to request an extention of the

submittal date for the Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report. The reason |
am requesting this extension is that | am not feeling well and need a litlle

time at home to recooperate. {This extension request does not come from our
client - he is continuing to work with us on moving the project forward).

Taylor and | will call you shortly to discuss this extension request, how it
fits into your schedule, and to confirm that it will not impact the overall
project schedule.

Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scolt, Public Health, EH

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2000 1,55 PM

To: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH; 'Sharp, Julie'

Cc: 'bwpage@home.com’; O'Connor, Micheal, CEPD; Blazer, Larry, DA
Subject: RE: Glovatarium Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report schedule

Welcome to the team, Julie. | don't see how a delay of a few days will make a bit of a difference with the QMR
submittal. 1was also expecting the well installation workplan on June 14th (today). Is that expected to be delayed
as well? An extension of an additional 5 days was already granted for its submittal a couple weeks back.

From: Sham, Julie[SMTP:Julie. Sharp@|fr.com)

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2000 10:44 AM

To: 'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us’

Cc: '‘bwpage@home.com'

Subject: Glovaterium Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report schedule

Dear Mr. Seery:

My name is Julie Sharp, and | am the new LFR project manager for the former
Glovatorium project. | am working with Taylor Bennett on preparation of the
Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report, which we had hoped to submit to you
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on June 15. 1 am writing this e-mail to request an extention of the

submittal date for the Quarterly Groundwater Monitoring Report. The reason |
am requesting this extension is that | am not feeling well and need a little
time at home to recooperate. {This extension request does not come from our
client - he is continuing to work with us on moving the project forward).

Taylor and | will call you shortly to discuss this extension request, how it
fits into your schedule, and to confirm that it wilt not impact the overall
project schedule,




Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Thurﬁ!a}r BMarch €9, 2000 3:06 PM

To: - ‘Bennett, "I‘aylor"'

Cec: ‘bwpage@home.com'; Blazer, Larry, CEPD

Subject: RE: Submittal of Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report-Glovatoriu m
Taylor

March 20th is fine. | think that this should be the final extension on this phase of the project, though, unless
something extraordinary occurs between then and now.

Scott

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP:Taylor.Bennett@Ifr.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2000 3.07 PM

To: 'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us'

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com'

Subject: Submittal of Soil and Groundwater Investigation Report-Glovateriu m

Preparation of the subject report is in pro_lgress. I request your permission
to submit the report on March 20, 2000. There has been some delay due to

personal iliness and difficulty scheduling production of tables and figures
for the report. | appreciate your past flexibility regarding the submittal
date.
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Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scoft, Public Health, EH

Sent: Friday, Febmiary @4, 2080 3:24 PM

To: ‘Bennett, Taylor’ )

Subject: RE: Former Glovatorium - Schedule for Submittal of Soil and Groundwater er Investigation Report
Taylor

Please take the time you need to complete the report in a fashion appropriate to convey and contemplate the
plethora of information | know you've generated in the last ~ 8 months. If another week beyond even the 6th
would be helpful fo achieve that goal, please take it. 1'd rather have you two guys feel relaxed enough to fully
evaluate everything. Hope this helps.

Scott

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP:Taylor.Bennett@|fr.com]

Sent: Friday, February 04, 2000 3:19 PM

To: ‘'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us’'

Ce: ‘bwpage@home.com'

Subject: Farmer Glovatorium - Schedule for Submittal of Soil and Groundwat er Investigation Report

My understanding of the schedule for submitting the subject report,
according to your letter dated January 5, 2000, is as follows:

January 25 Complete sampling and water-level measurements (completed)

February 1 Receive laboratory analysis results (1-week turnaround;
partially completed) '
March 2 Report due

Although we requested rush 24-hour turnaround of the samples from the
laboratory, Curtis & Tompkins, we have not yet received all of the

analytical results. As | mentioned in a telephone message to you last week,
the laboratory informed us that they could not meet the 1-week turnaround
reguirement for samples we collected on January 24 and 25, because of
problems they were experiencing with their analytical instruments. We expect
to receive the remaining results today, but have not received them yet.

Would it be acceptable to change the submittal date for the report to
Monday, March 6, 20007 We will strive to meet the March 2, 2000 due date.
However, because of a previously scheduled vacation, | will have only until
February 21 to complete a draft of the report, and will be out of the office
from February 22 until March 1, 2000. The additional time when | return
would allow us to provide better quality control of the report.
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Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Thursday, Januawy 27, 2000 1:37 PM

To: ‘Bennett, Taylor’ = '

Cc: Levi, Ariu, Public Health, EH

Subject: RE: Analysis of samples from former Glovatorium

Thanks for the e-mail, Taylor!

| understand that it is common practice to not analyze water samples collected from wells that have floating
LNAPLs present (e.g., petroleum). | understand that this practice is followed primarily because it is assumed that
the particular chemical is at saturation concentrations in groundwater for free-phase product to accumulate.
Consequently, collection of dissolved chemical concentration data would be fairly redundant if you are cognizant of
the expected saturation concentrations of the contaminant.

At this site, however, we are faced with the unfortunate task of evaluating for both LNAPL and DNAPL. | have to
assume that any sheen or free-phase product is of the LNAPL variety (e.g.. Stoddard). Perhaps there's some
dissolved DNAPL in the otherwise LNAPL mix, too, but clearly, if it's floating, | doubt we're looking at chlorinated
compounds. I'm glad to hear that the lab will be attempting to identify the compound(s) that comprise the free-
product.

| recommend you consider running all the water samples, otherwise we will not have a clear picture of the DNAPL
issue, and won't he able, consequently, to make an informed comparison between the current data and those
collected previously.

Scott

From: Bennett, Taylor[SMTP:Taylor.Benneti@|fr.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2000 10:58 AM

To: 'sseery@co.alameda.ca.us'

Cc: ‘bwpage@home.com'

Subject: Analysis of samples from former Glovatorium
Importance: High

As Dr. Bruce Page discussed with you yesterday, LFR collected samples from 7
of the temporary sampling points installed previously by GeoSolv inside the
former Glovatorium building. Our field observations indicated that two of

these sampling points, B-3 and B-8, had a separate phase product in them,

and 4 of the remaining sampling points, B-2, B-7, B-9, and B-10 had a

visible product sheen present. B-13 did not have visible sheen or product
present.

LFR's standard protocol calls for not analyzing water samples from wells
that have visible product or sheen present, which is standard industry
practice. However, your letter dated January 5, 2000 requires that we
analyze water samples from all of the sampling points that can be sampled.
We collected samples of product from two of the points (B-3 and B-8), and
are requesting that they be analyzed by Friedman & Bruya laboratories, who
spedialize in product identification of this type. We are also requesting

that Friedman & Bruya analyze water from these two sampling points.

I recommend that we do not analyze water samples from the remaining sampling
points that have sheen, because the samples from points B-3, B-8, and B-13
should adequately characterize the product and its potential impacts to
groundwater. Please let me know if this is acceptable.
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ALAMEDA COUNTY @
“ HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION :

January 11, 2000 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
’ Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 439 (510} 567-6700

(510} 337-9432

Mr. Albert M. Cohen

Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
601 West Fifth Street, 7" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071-2004

Re: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Dear Mr. Cohen:

I am in receipt of your January 10, 2000 correspondence submitted with the intent to
clarify a few points presented in my letter of January 5, 2000. For the record, I was
informed by Bruce Page on January 7" that Levine-Fricke Recon (LFR) had been
retained on the project, but not as the project “lead”. Dr. Page informed me that he would
continue as the project lead, with LFR in a technical yet subordinate role. I believe that
this is an excellent arrangement, and congratulate the parties for working through the
reported difficulties of the last ~3 months.

However, as we discussed on December 29, 1999 and based on my previous
conversations earlier that month with Dr. Page and LFR’s Taylor Bennett, I understood
that LFR had effectively been removed from the project on or around December 13,
1999. Further, I was informed at that late date that none of the environmental data
acquisition tasks (e.g., “well” sampling, monitoring, etc.) stemming from the October 15"
meeting had been completed or even initiated. This work was to have begun in
November 1999, and continued following a quarterly schedule. In my view, these
assessment data wonld have been available to us about this time. Instead, these data will
likely not become available in a comprehensive format until late February or early March
~ 2000. Consequently, a couple of months or more have been lost in the course of this
project due to a failure to promptly complete the cited tasks.

For your information, I was informed in late December that the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) had assigned an individual to the position vacated previously

- by Derek Lee. The name of this person is Betty Graham. [ believe Ms. Graham has only :
recently and indirectly become aware of this project by way of copy of the January 5t
correspondence. I will attempt to schedule a joint meeting with Ms. Graham once [ have
received the pending soil and water investigation report.




Mr. Albert M. Cohen
RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland

January 11, 2000
Page 2 of 2

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

terials Specialist

cc: Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protection
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Betty Graham, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Bruce Page, 439 Keamney St., El Cerrito, CA 94530
Kevin D. Taguchi, Gatehouse Plaza, 1290 B-Street, Ste. 218, Hayward, CA 94541
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January 10, 2000

BY TELECQPIER AND U.S. MAIL
(510) 337-9333

Mr. Scott Seery

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY

FEnvironmental Health Protection Division,
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94611
Dear Mr. Seery:

I am in receipt of your letter dated January 5, 2000 and received by me on January
10, 2000. First, I wanted to thank you for your attention to this matter and for setting
specific deadlines. As we have discussed in the past, I believe that the clearer the
eadlines the less likely that disputes will arise.

I did want to clarify a few points in your letter. First, Levine Fricke (“LFR”) is still
directly involved in this project and will be working with Dr. Bruce Page. They are
currently preparing a ‘bidp for the work discussed in your January 5 letter. Second, in your
letter you state that because the well sampling and menitoring has not been conducted,
unnecessary delays have occurred. We intend to complete the monitoring within the
time frame set out in your letter. However, we do not agree that there have been any
delays which will affect the pace of the remediation effort. You previously informed us
that the ACHCA is not expecting my clients to perform any additional work on the site at
this time, aside for the monitoring, because ACHCA wants to coordinate with the
Regional Water Quality Control Board ("RWQCB”), but the RWQCB has not yet
assigned anyone to work on this matter. We agreed that this was important because we
want to insure that any sampling and monitoring data is acceptable to the RWQCB and
that any recommendations for future work, including a risk assessment, mect RWQCB
criteria. Therefore, we agreed that once that person is assigned, you will arrange a joint
meeting so that we can develop a coordinated approach. We are not aware that anyone at
the RWQCB has been assigned to this matter. We are ready to meet with you and the

5:\DDATA\data\2566 (Dep) \2566-02\Cor\Seeryd.wpd




Mr. Scott Seery
January 10, 2000
Page 2

RWQCB as soon as someone is assigned so that the investigation and remediation can
proceed expedmouslg. Please let us know when a person has been designated so that we
can set a meeting to bring that person up to date on developments at the site.

Again, thank you for your assistance. Please do not hesitate to call if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,

Albert M. Cohen
AMC/ams

cc:  Mr. Stuart Depper
Kevin D. Taguchi, Esq.
Lawrence C. Blazer, Esq.

S:\DDATA\data\2566 (Dep) \2566-02\Cor\Searyb . wpod
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- ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

Janvary 5, 2000 7 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
STID 439 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510} 567-6700

bert D
Ro epper (510) 337-9432

31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

Smart Depper

% Kevin D. Taguchi
Gatehouse Plaza

1290 B-Street, Ste. 218
Hayward, CA 94541

RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Ozkland — Soil and Water Investigation
Dear Messrs. Depper:

This letter follows recent developments in the progress and management of your project . [ understand that Levine-
Fricke Recon (L-F) is no longer directly involved in the subject project, and that Bruce Page, formerly of L-F, is
now the project “lead”. I also understand that the agreements formalized on October 15, 1999 with your agents, Mr.
Page and L-F’s Taylor Bennett, have not been implemented fully. For example, several of the agreed upon tasks
stemming from the October 15" meeting (e.g., reopen GeoSolv “wells”, survey all L-F and GeoSolv well points,
begin quarterly sampling and monitoring, determine groundwater flow, etc.) were to have been initiated or
completed in November 1999, but were not. These interim steps were intended to gather the data necessary to
discuss your case with the Regional Water Quality Conirol Board (RWQCB) in an informed manher at some point
in December or early January. These collective developments have, in my view, hindered the continuity of the
project and, yet again, caused unnecessary delays in its progress.

At this time you are directed to comply with the follovﬁng tasks:

1. Within 20 days of the date of this letter, have your environmental consultant reopen all GeoSolv “wells” that
were prepared for such reuse (i.e., those capped by a knock-off plug of grout), professionally survey casing
elevations of L-F and GeoSolv “wells”, measure groundwater elevations, and determine groundwater flow
direction and gradient. Sample groundwater, where encountered, from all cited “wells” and have a state-
certified laboratory analyze each sample for the constituents identified in the Section 3.1.6 workplan element of
the May 6, 1999 L-F document entitled “Results of Utility Swrvey and Work Plan for Soil and Grab
Groundwater Investigation.” All samples are to be submitted to the contracted laboratory on a t-week or
shorter tum-around time.,

In additior, you are to ensure the future viability of each of the aforementioned “wells” by seeking and
acquiring any necessary permits from the City of Oakland or others, and making each more secure (e.g., well
boxes, locked caps, etc.) so that they may be relied on as viable data points in the future if necessary.

2. Submit, within 30 days of your consultant’s receipt of the aforementioned laboratory data, a final soil and
water investigation (SWI) report under seal of a California-registered geologist or civil engineer. This report
shall incorporate all data generated during all phases of the environmental investigation performed pursuant to
the cited May 6, 1999 L-F workplan element. This final SWI report shall also incorporate any and all work
identified in Ttem 1, above, including any additional elements stemming from the October 15, 1999 meeting,
and all other modifications implemented since the L-F workplan was accepted by this office,




Messrs. Robert and Stuart Depper
Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland
January 5, 2000

Page 2 of 2

This final SWI report shall include, among other elements consistent with a professional technical repott of

this kind:

*  Project infroduction, including project scope and objectives

¢ Site description (location of site; local topography and geology; nearby creeks/flood control channels, etc.)
*  Site investigation status, including degree to which project objectives were met

L]

Detailed discussion of investigation results, professional data interpretation and recommendations for any
additional work, including installation of permanent wells, risk assessment, or other appropriate tasks
Maps: Vicinity map; Site map identifying all pertinent landmarks, including streets, structures, wells and
boreholes, tanks, buried utility conduits, etc.; Chemical distribution/isoconcentration maps for both soil and
groundwater; Groundwater gradient map; Licensed surveyor’s plat; Cross section location map, etc.
Tabulated sampling data and copies of laboratory reporting sheets '

Copies of field data sheets for each sampling/monitoring event

Lithologic logs and “well” construction diagrams

Geologic cross sections

Due to the unanticipated delays in the completion of this phase of the investigation in the final quarter of 1999, the
final SWI report submittal deadline articulated in this letter supersedes that of my letter of June 4, 1999.

Please be advised that this letter constitutes an official request for technical reports pursuant to Water Code Section
13267(b) and provisions of Article 11, Title 23, California Code of Regulations. Please be further advised that both
the Water Code and California Health & Safety Code provide for substantial penaities for failure to comply with a
request of this sort.

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

Sincerely,

cCl

Ariu Levi, Chief, Environmental Protection

Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Betty Graham, RWQCB

Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department

Bruce Page, 439 Keamey St., San Francisco, CA 94530
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian

7" Floor, 601 West 5% Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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December 3, 1999

' TE. P
(510) 337-9335

Mr. Scott Seery

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY

Environmental Health Protection Division,
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94611
Dear Mr. Seery:

Thank you very much for speaking with me about this matter a few weeks ago. |
was pleased to learn that everything is on track and wanted to confirm the status of this
matter.

First, one of the issues which we understood the Alameda County Health Care
Agency (“ACHCA”) was concerned with was whether there are still any underground
tanks below the sidewalk in front of 3820 Manilla Street. We retained a consultant,
Subtronic Corp., to investigate the site to make this determination. = Its report is enclosed.
Subtronic did not find any underground storage tanks.

Second, I wanted to confirm that other than quarterly monitoring, the ACHCA is
not expecting my clients to be performing any additional work on the site at this time.
You informed me that you want to coordinate with the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, but the RWQCB has not yet assigned anyone to work on this matter. It is our
understanding that once that person is assigned, you will arrange a joint meeting so that
ACHCA and the RWQCB can develop a coordinated approach.

Finally, my clients want to complete the investigation and, if necessary, any
remediation, as quickly as possible. Please let us know if there is anything we can do to
expedite the process including contacting the RWQCB to request that a person be
designated to handle this matter.

g:idatad\2566 (Dep) \29566-0D2\Cor\Seeryd. wpd




Mr. Scott Seery
December 3, 1999
Page 2

Thank you for your cooperation.
any questions.

AMC/ams
Enclosure
cc:  Mr. Stuart Depper

Kevin D. Taguchi, Esg.
Lawrence C. Blazer, Esqg.

S:\data\2566(Dep) \2566-02\Cor\Seery5.wpd

Please do not hesitate to call if you should have

Sincerely,

o

Albert M. Cohen



ALAMEDA COUNTY . ®
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

| AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
June 18, 1999 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700
{510) 337-9335 (FAX)

STID 439

Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Mr. Depper:

I 'am in receipt of the June 17, 1999 correspondence from your lawyer, Albert Cohen, informing
me of the your delayed receipt of my June 4, 1999 correspondence. | understand that you did
not receive this letter until June 14™. In so far as the June 4" letter grants only a 45-day period
in which to initiate the current phase of the investigation, | believe Mr. Cohen’s request to
extend this time frame to July 29, 1999 is reasonable and, therefore, accepted.

Please call me at (510} 567-6783 should you have any questions and to inform me when
fieldwork will begin.

Sincerely,

t O/ Seery, CHMM
Hazardpus Materials Specialist

cc. Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Derek Lee, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Taylor Bennett, Levine-Fricke, 1800 Powell St., 12 Floor, Emeryville, CA 94608-1827
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
7" Floor, 601 West 5™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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June 17, 19998

BY TELECQPIER AND U.S, MAIL
{(510) 337-9335

Scott Seery

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY

Environmental Health Protection Divieion,
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Fleoor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94611

Dear Mr. Seery:

JOSEPH W. SWANWICK
I858-1932
CHARLES E. DONNEELY
I8BC-1973

EMERITUS
ERNEST M. CLARK, J[R.

On June 14, 1999 we received a letter from you dated June
4", mailed on June 10, 1999 which states that the Glovatorium
has 45 days from the date of the letter to complete the next

phase of work.

While we are attempting to move the process along

as quickly as possible, the fact that we received the letter ten
days after it is dated significantly reduces the time we have to

respond.

We therefore request that the date that the work needs

to be completed be July 2%, 1389 which ig 45 days from the date

when we received the letter.

Please let me know if this is acceptable and thank you for

your cooperation.

Sincerely,

\\‘ o k*:. :

",

o R

Alber& M. Cohen

AMC/jme
¢cc: Stuart Depper
Taylor Bennett

8:\data\Z566 (Dep) \2566-02 \Cor\Seeryl4. wpd ‘agazh,




. ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

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

STID 438 (510) 567-6700
(510) 337-9335 (FAX)

June 4, 1999

Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
Dear Mr. Depper:

Thank you for our recent receipt of the May 6, 1999 Levine-Fricke document entitled “Results of
Utility Survey and Work Plan for Soil and Grab Groundwater Investigation, Former Glovatorium,
Oakland, California.” This report and associated work plan have been reviewed in context with
the project objectives discussed with Messrs. Bruce Page and Taylor Bennett of Levine-Fricke
during our March 16 and April 16, 1999 meetings.

The cited Levine-Fricke work plan has been accepted as submitted for this stage of the
investigation at this site. Please be certain that alt borings for this phase of work are completed
within 45 calendar days of the date of this letter. A report documenting this work must be
submitted within 45 calendar days of final site demabilization.

Please be advised that, based on the results of the pending work, additional investigations may
become necessary to adequately assess the extent of the releases from this site. Permanent
well installations and long-term monitoring will also be required at some point in the near future.

Please call me at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions and to inform me when
fieldwork will be initiated.

terials Specialist

c¢c. Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Derek Lee, RWQCB :
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Taylor Bennett, Levine-Fricke, 1800 Powell St., 12" Floor, Emeryville, CA 94608-1827
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
7" Floor, 601 West 5™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071



ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agancy Director

March 19, 1999 . ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 439 (510) 567-6700
‘ FAX (510) 337-9335

Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
- Orinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
Dear Mr. Depper:

The GeoSolv, LLC ("GeoSolv") subsurface investigation report dated October 13, 1998 has
been reviewed. The noted GeoSolv report was received on December 10, 1998.

On February 11, 1999, | toured the subject facility in the company of Mr. Chuck Headlee of the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), San Francisco Bay region, and
Steven Craford, Oakland Fire Department. The spirit of this tour was to introduce Mr. Headlee
to the unique features of the site and to locate the recent sample points. On March 8, 1999, |
met with Mr. Derek Lee, RWQCB, to discuss the next appropriate steps in the evaluation of the
solvent release(s) at this site. | subsequently met with Messrs. Taylor Bennett, Eric Nichols,
and Bruce Page of Levine-Fricke, your new consultant of record, on March 16, 1999. We
discussed the outcome of my meeting with the RWQCB, the many technical idiosyncrasies and
challenges of your case, and the steps necessary to assess and understand them.

The next phase of assessment will be broken into two tasks:

o Task 1 - Determine the exact locations of buried utility corridors {e.g., sanitary sewer and
storm water) that serve, radiate from, and/or pass beneath the facility

o Task 2 — Submittal of a utility corridor report which incorporates a comprehensive work plan
for: the assessment of releases from the 38" Street tanks; determining the likelinood for
contaminant exfiltration from, and migration along, anthropogenic and other preferential
pathways; determining the potential for contaminant infiltration into, or migration along, the
storm water channel that passes beneath the site; the instaliation of an array of permanent
monitoring wells; determining ground water flow characteristics; and, the collection of soil
and ground water samples to aid in determining, among other goals, human health risks
and the occurrence of natural bioattenuation,

I have been informed that the utility survey (Task 1) is scheduled for the week of April 5 — 9,
1999. Consequently, | will be meeting with the consultant on Friday, April 16, 1999 to dlscuss
their findings and to fine-tune the scope of the (Task 2) work plan.

The final Task 2 work plan is due for submittal by May 6, 1999.



S

Mr. Depper

RE: 3815 Broadway, Oakland
March 19, 1999

Page 2 of 2

Please call the undersigned at (510) 567-6783 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Hazardous Matenals Specialist

cc: Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Derek Lee, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Taylor Bennett, Levine-Fricke, 1900 Powell St., Emeryville, CA 94608-1827
Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachlglan
7" Floor, 801 West 5" Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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December 16, 1998

BY_TELECOPIER AND U. S, MATIL

Lawrence C. Blazer, Esq.

Deputy District Attorney

QFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTCRNEY

Consumer & Environmental Protection Divigion
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 400

Oakland, CA 94261

(510) 569-0505

Scott Seery

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY
Environmental Health Protection Division
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

(510) 337-9335

Re: 3815 Broadway
Dear Larry and Scott:

It is my understanding that GeoSclv delivered the Second
Phase Subsurface Investigation Report to you last week. GeoSolv
is no longer working on this project and we are interviewing new
consultants. At least until we have a new consultant on board, I
request that you direct any guestions or comments regarding the
report or this project directly to me.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Albert M. Cohen
AMC/mbs
cc: Robert Depper
Stuart Depper
Kevin D. Taguchi, Esq.
William R. Linehan, Esqg.

D:\data\2566 {Dep} \2566—02\Cor\Blazerl4



N . 15 OFFICES OF
Eigwie i Ll 1Y
PRUBMIUAND & KHACHIGIAN
WILLIAM M. SMILAND SEVENTH FLOOR JOSEPH W. SWANWICK
KENNETH L. KHACHIGLAN ST FIFTH STREET 185a8-1932
98 NDv 3 | hn:sgfmﬁ:es. CALIFORNIA SODTI
THEODORE A CHESTER, JR. TEL: (213) B21-I0I0 CHARLES E. DONNELLY
CHRISTOPHER G. FOSTER FAX. (213) BSI-14i4 1800-1973
ALBERT M. COHEN
VAN J. TETHER SUITE 263 EMERITUS
205 AvVENIDA DEL MAR ERNEST M. CLARK, JR.
SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORMIA D2S72
OF COUNSEL TEL: {549 458-316879
CHARLES H CHASE FAX: (340} 498-5197

November 24, 1998

BY TELECOPIER AND U.S, MAIL
(510) 565-0505

Lawrence C. Blazer, Esqg.

Deputy District Attorney

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Consumer & Environmental Protection Division
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 400

Oakland, CA 94261

Re: Robert & Stuart Depper
Dear Larry:

Last week I informed you and Scott Seery that I hoped to get
you the GeoSolv report by teday.  Unfortunately;, Geocsoly hired a
lawyer with regard to the billing dispute, which resulted in an
additional delay. I believe that we have worked out the
remaining issues and I understand that GeoSolv will have a final
report by next Tuesday. It is my understanding from speaking
with Stuart Depper that you and Kevin Taguchi have agreed that
the Deppers can have another week or two to submit the report.
We very much appreciate your cooperation.

Please feel free to call if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

\..1 a % o Li
N\R
Albert M. Cohen

AMC/mbs

cc: Robert Depper
Stuart Depper
Kevin D. Taguchi, Esqg.
William R. Linehan, Esq.
Scott Seery

D:\data\256¢ {Dep}\2566-02\Cor\Blazer3
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ALAMEDA COUNTY . _ ®
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

September 8, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
' 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
STID 439 (510] 567-6700

{510) 337-9335 (FAX)
Frank Goldman

GeoSolv, LLC

643 Oregon Street

Sonoma, CA 95476

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Mr. Goldman:

Thank you for meeting with me on Friday, September 4, 1998, so that we could fine-tune and
clarify the sampling and analysis requirements for the pending phase of the soil and water
investigation (SWI) at the subject site. As we discussed, please apply the following
clarifications and adjunct to the August 6, 1998 correspondence from this office:

» All soil and water samples selected for laboratory analyses will be analyzed for: TPH
Stoddard solvent (TPH-SS); benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and total xylene isomers
(BTEX); and, halogenated volatile organic compounds (HVOC), at a minimum.

s Soil sample intervals are to be substantially based on observations made in the field during
boring advancement using best professional judgment. Hence, soil samples are to be
collected for potential laboratory analyses where evidence of contamination is suspected
(i.e., odors, staining, meter deflections, etc.), at significant lithologic contacts, or where
there is need for additional data (e.g., .., etc.), among other criteria which may apply.

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

Sincerely,

tt 0./Seeryf, CHMM
H ardc%-:‘Materials Specialist
cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney's Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakiand Fire Department
Robert Depper, 31 Muth Drive, Orinda, CA 94563

Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
7" Floor, 601 West 5™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071
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Mr. Albert M. Cohen

Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
601 West Fifth Street, 7th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Dear Mr. Cohen:

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND PROGRAM, FINAL DIVISION
DECISION, CLAIM NO. 9693, SITE ADDRESS: 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND Queil

I am responding to your July 27, 1998, request for a Final Division Decision in response to Dave
Deaner’s March 27, 1998, decision to deny the subject claim. The reasons given for denial of the
claim included: 1) noncompliance with the applicable operating permit requirements pursuant to
Chapter 6.7 of the Health and Safety Code; 2) noncompliance with corrective action orders and
directives of the regulatory agency; and 3) corrective action costs occasioned by or resulting
from the gross negligence or the intentional reckless acts of the claimant.

I have carefully reviewed your letter and the accompanying material. While I am svmpathetic to
your clients situation and I see where the Depper’s are beginning to work with the regulatory
agency to make progress at the site, I cannot ignore the extensive history of noncompliance with
Underground Storage Tank (UST) laws. For the reasons provided below, [ must uphold the staft
decision to deny the claim.

CLAIMANT DID NOT COMPLY WITH PERMIT REQUIREMENTS OF CHAPTER 6.7
OF THE HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE

Section 25299.57(d)(3) of the Health and Safety Code (H&SC) requires, as a condition for
payment of a claim, that the claimant has complied with permit requirements of Chapter 6.7 of
the H&SC.

A strict interpretation of the statute and its permit requirements would deny a claim unless the
claimant properly permitted a tank at all times from and after January 1, 1684, when Chapter 6.7
of the H&SC became effective. Since such an application would defeat the intent in establishing
the Fund, program regulations and the State Water Resources Control Board (Board) took a

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Albert M. Cohen -2-
Claim No. 98693

liberal view of the statutory requirements. First, the Board adopted regulations which extended
the permit compliance date from January 1, 1984 to January 1, 1990 for the purpose of
participation in the Fund. Second, the Board provided that the filing of a substantially complete
application for the permit by January 1, 1990, was the equivalent of obtaining a permit by that
date. Third, the Board provided an opportunity for a claimant to demonstrate on a case-by-case
basis that the facts of a particular case were such that obtaining a permit was beyond the
claimant’s reasonable control or that it would be unreasonable or inequitable to apply the permit
requirement to the claimant. In 1993, the legislature amended the statutes to allow the Board to
waive the requirement as a condition for eligibility to the Fund for claims filed after January 1,
1994. In order to waive the requirement, the Board must find: (1) the claimant was vnaware of
the permit requirement prior to January 1, 1990, and there was no intent to avoid the permit
requirement or the fees associated with the permit; (2) prior to submittal of the application to the
Fund, the claimant has complied with financial responsibility requirements and paid for all
permuts currently required; and (3) prior to submittal of the application, the claimant has paid all
underground storage tank fees imposed and all prior fees due on and after January 1, 1991,

In your appeal, you argue that the Board should waive compliance with permit requirements as a
condition for eligibility since the Depper’s applied for a UST operating permit before January 1,
1990 and intended to comply with permit and fee requirements.

I'do not agree. The site history shows a continuing violation of the permit requirements from
1989 until the tanks were closed in place the week of June 16, 1997. For the Deppers to take
over seven years to close the tanks and then only to do so after being taken to court by the
Alameda County District Attorney does not show a good faith effort to comply with permit
requirements.

CLAIMANT FAILED TO COMPLY WITH CORRECTIVE ACTION REGULATIONS
AND DIRECTIVES ISSUED BY THE REGULATORY AGENCY

Section 25299.54(d) provides: “An owner or operator who violates Article 4 (commencing with
Section 25299.36) is liable for any corrective action costs which result from the owner’s or
operator’s violation of Article 4 (commencing with Section 25299.36) and is ineligible to file a
claim pursuant to this section.”

Compliance with corrective action orders and directives of the regulatory agency is a statutory
requirement for participation in the Fund. While you argue that the Deppers did attempt to
cooperate with regulatory agencies and comply with regulatory requirements, the records of the
regulatory agency do not support your position. The declaration of Mr. Scott Seery, with the
Alameda County Environmental Health Department (County) in the Superior Court case brought
by the Alameda County District Attorney’s Office against Robert and Stuart Depper states in
part: “In spite of repeated requests for a workplan (which is legally required) to assess the

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Albert M. Cohen -3-
Claim No. 9693

damage caused by the leakage, no plan has ever been submitted....this facility has refused to
comply with even the most rudimentary underground tank requirements.”

RELEASE FROM THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS DUE IN PART TO THE
INTENTIONAL OR RECKLESS ACTS OF THE CLAIMANT

Section 25299.61 of the H&SC provides: “The board shall not pay any claims against or
presented to the Fund pursuant to this article if the claims are in connection with an unauthorized
release of petroleum into the environment from an underground storage tank resulting from the
gross negligence or the intentional or reckless acts of the claimant.”

Records of the regulatory agency indicate that the claimant knew of extensive leakage from the
tanks as early as 1990, but failed to make a good faith effort to comply with UST requirements
and therefore acted in reckless disregard of the consequences which allowed an unauthorized
release to continue. The County’s letter of January 8, 1991, stated in part: “There are clearly
leaks or holes (or both) in the underground tank cluster under the floor of the building. The
ongoing release from the tank system are a source of gross pollution to the groundwater, which
may be a flowing underground stream in this area.” The declaration of Mr. Scott Seery, with the
County, in the Superior Court case brought by the Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
against Robert and Stuart Depper states in part: “The records in this case indicate our knowledge
(and that of the defendants) of extensive leakage from the tanks as eatly as 1990.” The District
Attorney’s presentation to the court included testimony of a former employee, Mr. Nicholas
Evans, who reported that the facility has several underground storage tanks for dry cleaning
solvent, and that at least one was leaking, as it was continually filling with water. Mr. Evans also
said that Mr. Stuart Depper told him that there was an underground creek running near the tank
and that, since it was filling with water, it needed to be pumped out every other day. Mr. Evans’
job was to pump out, using a sump pump, the fluid from a well that sunk into the ground near the
tanks. This fluid would go through a pipe into a 55-gallon drum. Mr. Evans would then skim off
the solvent floating on the top, reuse it, and throw the contaminated water beneath the solvent
into the sewer drain.

In your appeal letter you express the opinion that Fund staff denied the claim in large part based
on the information and declarations relating to criminal charges brought against the Deppers by
the Alameda County District Attorney. [ agree that the court documentation appears to have
been a factor, but not the deciding factor. The County records support the court documents.

This determination represents the Final Division Decision in this matter. If you disagree with
this decision, you may file a petition for review with the State Water Resources Control Board
within thirty (30) calendar days from the date of this ietter as provided for in Article 3, Title 23,
Division 3, Chapter 18 of the California Code of Regulations.

California Environmental Protection Agency

ﬁ Recycled Paper




Mr. Albert M. Cohen -
Claim No. 9693

Please send any petition for review to Mr. John Caffrey, Chairman, with copies to
Mr. William R. Attwater, Chief Counsel and Mr. Edward C. Anton, Chief, Division
of Clean Water Programs. The petition must be addressed to:

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

If you have any questions, please contact Cheryl Gorden at (916) 227-4539.

Sincerely, -

-

Edward C. Anton, Chief
Division of Clean Water Programs

cc: .\/V[r. Thomas Peacock
Alameda County EHD
1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd FI.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

California Environmental Protection Agency

< P
s Recycled Paper



. W
FROM 1, Panasonic FAX SYSTEM . PHONE NO. = Sep. 12 1997 @1:@3PM P1

GeoSolv, LLC

Environmental and Hydrogeological Consulting

643 Oregon Street, Sonoma, CA 95476

Phone: (707) 996-4227 Fax: (707) 996-7882

We Don’t Just Work on Your Environmental Problems. We Sofve Them!

August 27, 1998

‘Scoft Seery

Alameda County Health Care Agency

Environmental Protection Division, Depariment of Environmental Health
1131 Harber Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

(510) 567-6774 Phone, (510} 337-9335 Fax

SUBJECT: Response to Alameda County Health Care Services Correspondence
dated August 06, 1998, regarding the 5-22-98 GeoSolv Workplan for a
2™ phase Subsurface Investigation Report on Hydrocarbons at the
Former Glovatorium/The Leather Cleaners Site Located at:

3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND, CA 94611

Dear Mr. Seery,r

This correspondence is a rasponse o your “changes and conditions” related to specific tasks
proposed in the workplan for the 2™ phase subsurface investigation as outlined in your
August 06, 1998 letter.

Correction of proposed borehole placement
The boring proposed, in the original workplan, 1o be placed between B-6 and E-23, which

¥~  was left off of the map in the GeoSalv-luly 18, 1998 response lotter, was a mere oversight,
and will be included in the investigation as propesed in the conditionally opproved
workplan. 1t will now be designated as borehole E-26.

Reguirement for additional soil sample analyses based upon standard soil

sampling infervol S .
Your requirement, as listed in item number “3% requires that all soil samples be collected at

a 5-foot vertical interval. This standard, 5-foot vertical sampling interval has been chosen
for proposed soil borings E-15, E-16, and E-19 because we have no prior subsurface
information adjacent to these proposed locations, regarding the extent of the chlorinated
solvent plume, with which to base an alternative sampling interval. On the other hand, the
‘sampling intervals chosen for proposed soil borings E-21, E-22, E-23, E-24, E-25 and E-26,
were based on available subsurface data (e.g stratigraphic correlation and the distribution
of contaminanis). provided in the inifial subsurface investigation for the purpose of filling in
gaps in data necessary fo make a complete interpretation of the subsurface environment.
Specifically, the following list summarizes the rationals for the sampling intervals and boring
locations proposed for each soil bering. :

. E-21- One soil sample has been proposed to be collected at a depth of seven (7)
feet bgs because it is considered to be the depth at which contominants may enter
the adjacent storm drain conduit. Chlorinated solvents and stoddard solvents could
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enter through breaches in the storm drain conduit. Heavy eils and gasoline ranged
arganics could enter the stormdrain from offsite and exit the conduit beneath the
site, thus contaminating the site. This was the reason that analyses for stoddard
solvent, chlorinoted solvents, gasoline ranged organics and heavy oil ranged
organics were proposed. The reason the borehole is to be excavated to a depth of
ten (10) feet bgs is so that there will be snough of a volume of groundwater in the
borehole to fill up one amber liter boitle and four 40 ml VOAs.

E-22 - Soil samples have been proposed to be collected at a depth of six (6} and
nine (?) feet bgs because the boring log for the closest boring, B-13, indicates that
ne soil samples were collected for analysis batween two {2) and (9) faet bgs. Also, a
two to three foot thick layar of black silty clay which may bae considered as a "peat”,
which exists within this intarval moy be acting as a wick, drawing hydrocarbons,
laterally through shallow soils from the UST cluster to the east. Since the surface
elevation of the proposed boring is several feet higher than the surface elevation of
tha UST cluster, we should be obtaining stratigrophic and chemical concentration
data corresponding with beiween 2 and 5 feet below the surface at the UST cluster
location.

E-23 - The placement of this borehole was made in order to determine if the piping
which runs from the UST cluster out to 38" Sireet has leaked. It has been placed in .

.. ' - B2 does
the center of the piping’s length to provide properly disiributed coverage. The
sampling depth of eight feet and 15 feet bgs was chosen based uponthe .. . h_é‘ , Sl
stratigraphy exhibited in the closest sil borehole, B-11. B-11 shows an interface ata 1.3 | and
depth of 8 ¥ feel bgs between an overlying sand and an underlying gravelly clay s o lnber
and an interface at 15 feet bgs between an overlying gravelly clay and on underlying b £-23
silty clay. These interfaces are ideal locations for intercepting the vertical migration
of contaminants which may have pooled on these structure contour surfaces.

E-24 - This borehole has been placed at the residences to determine the health
effects of contaminants in shallow soils, The divergence from the standard 5-foot
vertical intarval for the sample to be collected at 7 feet bgs instead of 10 feet bgs
was made becausa it is the shallowest contomination which will pose the greatest
healih risk so that it would be more preferable to obtain more shallower scil data.
The raason for the 15 foot deep soil sample is fo provide a lateral stratigraphic link
beiween the point sources inside the building {e.g. UST clusier & solvent spill at B-
10) and the scils beneath the residences for the purpose of evaluating fate and
transpert of contuminanis between the twe locations.

E-25 - This soil boring has bean place for the purpose of intercepting MTI%E _
contamination entering the site from up gradient and offsite as was identified in
groundwater ot B-8.

" E-26 - This soil boring wos proposed bosed upon the same criteria applied to soil

borehole E-23.

Additional soil samples will be collected, as was done during the initial subsurface
investigation, where justified, based upon the soil stratigraphy, the contamination
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encountered, and the need for data which is representative of soil characteristics {i.e. based
vpon best professional judgement). | believe that the sampling intarval proposed by
Geosolv will provide a more focused suite of dota with which to complete the evaluation of
the subsurface environment.

Requirement for additional groundwater and soil sample analyses
Your requirement, as listed in item number "4", requires that all soil and groundwater
samples be analyzed for stoddard solvent, chlorinated soivants, and BTEX constifuents. The
groundwater analytical suite originally proposed by GeoSolv was based upon data gaps left
m\‘({-é by the initial investigation. One of the repercussions of this requirement in your letter would
7 be that soil and groundwater samples would have to be run for BTEX at E-15 through E-21 pe
. i{e.g. 16 extra scil sample and 7 exira water sample analyses). Since the initial investigation . Wt 7
W.o-""\ w{wdnlggf_ei thot there is no apparent onsite point source of gasoling, that thera is n6 bénzene eokna
->% In soil samples collécied aneits, and 1hat the source of benzene in groundwater is most  fp flu afews
logically from offsite (i.e. Unocal to the north and/or Earl Thompson to the southeast), it paeded To :
fw}"ﬁ"&b\ does not appear thot these additional analytical tests would be of any tangible volve. These gsw o~ G
- additional tesis will be $1,400.00 for the lab cosis and perhaps up to an additional Comclusrion .

$1,200.00 to $2,200.00 in related field work and profassional services.

<t

Time schedule for 2 phase subsurface investigation

As of today, we are tentativaly scheduled to initiate the 2 ¥ phase investigation during the
week affer labor day, September 8%, 9" and 10™, 1998. Precision Sampling, Inc.’s DA-2 rig,
which has exceptional access and can be bolted to the floor, is only available on the dotes
designated above.

If you disagree with the rationale proposed for sampling by Geosolv, please call me to
discuss it. :

Sincerely,

Frankiin J. Goldnten
CEO/GeonSolv, LLC

Registered Geologist No. 5557
Certified Hydrogeologist No. 466

T '




Alameda County
District Attorney’s Office
Thomas J. Crioff, District Attorney

August 7, 1998

Kevin D. Taguchi
Gatehouse Plaza

1290 "B" Street, Suite 218
Hayward, CA 94541

William Linehan

Law Offices of Kesseler & Linehan
1297 "B" Street, Suite "C"
Hayward, CA 94541

RE: DEPPER PROBATION
Superior Court No. 116653 A&B

Dear Sirs:

This matter was on in Department 7 for a progress report yesterday afternoon.
The next progress report is scheduled for August 27, 1998 at 9:00 a.m.

The Judge indicated some dissatisfaction with the progress of the investigation.
He expects all the attorneys and the defendants to appear on the 27th.

If you have any questions, feel free to call me.
Very truly yours,

THOMAS J. ORLOFF
District Attorne

Larence C/ Blazer & /
nior Deputy District Attorney
cc.  Hon. Vernon Nakahara

Scott Seery
Albert Cohen

By:

Consumer & Environmental Protection Division, Airport Corporate Centre, 7677 Oakpart Street, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94621 Phone (510) 5699281 Fax 56%-0508
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
"HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Direclor

August 6, 1998 ' ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
! 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway. Suia 250
Alameda, CA 84°02-6577
{510} 567-670C

STID 439 (810) 337-0335 [FAX)

Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
QOrinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Mr. Depper:'

The GeoSolv, LLC ("GeoSolv"} subsurface investigation work plan dated May 22, 1998 has
been reviewed. Comments and requests for additional information were transmitted to GeoSolv
electronically (e-mail) on June 19, 1998. Supplemental information and work plan revisions
dated June 21, 1998 were submitted under GeoSolv cover dated July 18, 1998, This
supplemental information and work plan revisions have alsc been reviewed.

The cited GeoSolv work plan, as revised, has been accepted with the following changes and
conditions:

S 1) An additional boring shall be emplaced in the area midway between boring B-6 and the
current proposed location of boring E-23. (Note: a boring was previously proposed in this
l location in the original May 22 work plan, but omitted in the June 21 revision.)

2) All borings, except borings E-17, -18, and —20, are to be advanced to groundwater, at a
minimum.

3) Exceptin borings E-17, -18, and =20, scil samples shall be collected for potential
laboratory analyses at standard 5 foot intervals (e.g., 5', 10, 15’ etc)), in addition to those
collected at significant lithologic contacts, the capillary fringe, and zones where
contamination is identified (e.g., odors, staining, meter deflections, etc.). Shallower or
intermediate-depth samples may also be collected for analyses where appropriate based
on intended use for the data (e.qg., f,., etc.), or where an anticipated source zone may be at

- a depth shallower or deeper than the prescribed sampling intervals (e.g., E-21, etc.).

' < 4) Ali soil and groundwater samples selected for laboratbry analyses are to be analyzed for
the presence of TPH-Stoddard solvent, HYOC, and BTEX, at a minimum.

5) - Precision Sampling rigs are proposed for this phase of work at the site. Therefore, the
“XD series” rig shall be used in those boring locations where access may be achieved and
clearance is not an issue. The “DA-2 off carrier” or "DA-3" rigs, as appropriate, shall be




Mr. Depper

RE: 3815 Broadway, Oakland
August 6, 1998

Page 2 of 2

used in all other boring locations. Contingencies for bolting the rig to the concrete floor
shall be in place and implemented during this phase of work at the site whenever such is
required to complete any particular borehole.

All borings for this phase of work at the site shall be completed within 45 calendar days of the
date of this letter. A report documenting this phase of work at the site shalt be submitted within
45 calendar days of the final demobilization of the drill rigs from the site.

Addmcmal assessment of the 3" Street Gloyatonum taniss in 2

wﬂiﬁeaﬂﬂmsged durmg the next phase o 'work at the site. In
preparatlon for this pendlng work, please submit a copy of the videotape which | understand
documents the decayed state of the noted storm drain. This tape should be submitted within 30
calendar days of the date of this letter.

Please call the undersigned at (510) 567-6783 af least 72 hours in advance of the initiation of
fieldwork associated with this phase of work at the site, or should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

ng, Director, Environmental Health

Chuck Headlee, RWQCB

Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Atforney's Office

Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department

Frank Goldman, GeoSolv LLC

Albert Cohen, Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian

7" Floor, 601 West 5™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071



GeoSolv, RC | ®

Environmental and Hydrogeological Consulting
643 Oregon Street, Sonoma, CA 95476
Phone: (707) 996-4227 Fax: (707) 996-7882

We Don’t Just Work on Your Environmental Problems. We Solve Them!
July 18, 1998

Scott Seary

Alameda County Health Care Agency
Environmental Protection Division, Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

(510) 567-6774 Phone, (510) 337-9335 Fax

SUBJECT:  Response to Alumeda County Health Care Services Correspondence
dated July 15, 1998, regarding the 5-22-98 GeoSolv Workplan for a
2™ phase Subsurface Investigation Report on Hydrocarbons at the
Former Glovatorium/The Leather Cleaners Site Located at:

3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND, CA 94611

Dear Mr. Seary,

Attached is the response to the questions you posed in your June 19, 1998 E-Mail. As you
can see, | prepared my response within two days of receiving your E-Mail. Albert Cohen, the
Depper’s attorney, reviewed my June 21, 1998 letter, for me, last week. He has many
responsibilities which he must prioritize, as do |, and | for one, am not adverse to receiving
a deadline in your agency correspondence. Since you took approximately one mopth fo :

_respond 1o my workplan submittal, we assumed that a one month response fime fo your,.

inquiry is accépfablq_ This is also consistent with your agency’s and other County and State
agencys’ practice of requiring 30 days for a response to environmental regulatory

correspondence. Please include specific deadlines for responses, when necessary, to be

received by your agency.

Also, E-Mail is a wonderful medium for communication, however, remember that | can’t
always respond with E-Mail because your agency may not have the text and graphics
conversion capabilities necessary to receive the information you may need in my response
to you. Finally, if you are going to send E-Mail, please “cc:” Albert Cohen and the Deppers,
as well. | know that Mr. Cohen has E-Mail, however, 1 don’t know if the Deppers do.

Sincerely,

bl Yl

Franklin J, Goldmiud
CEO/GeoSolv, LLC

Registered Geologist No. 5557
Certified Hydrogeologist No. 466
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ALAMEDA COUNTY

HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

July 15, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harhor Bay Parkway. Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510) 567-6700

STID 439 (510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Mr. Frank Goldman
GeoSolv, LLC

643 Oregon Street
Sonoma, CA 95476

RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland — Request for Response

Dear Mr. Goldman:

My review of the May 22, 1998 GeoSolv, LLC work plan for further assessment of the
subject site was completed on or around June 19, 1998. Review comments and a request
for supplemental information were submitted via E-mail to you after our telephone
conversation that same day. To date, no response has been received from you regarding
this topic. A copy of this transmittal is attached to this letter.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 and provide the requested information within 10
days of the date of this letter.

Sincerely,

Attachment

cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director, Environmental Health
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Chuck Headlee, RWQCB
Albert Cohen, Law Office of Smiland & Khachigian
601 West Fifth Street, 7" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071



Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH
Sent: - Tussday, Juiy 14, 1998 4:17 PM
To: " 'Geosolv@vom.com'; Seery, Scoft, Public Health, EH
Cc: Blazer, Larry, CEPD; 'Chuck Headlee'
Subject: RE: 5/22/98 GeoSolv workplan - Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Frank
What is the status of the workplan revisions, etc.?
Scott
%;;);1_ Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH
Sent: Friday, June 19, 1998 2:39 PM
To: 'Geosolv@vom.com’
Ce: Blazer, Larry, CEPD; 'Chuck Headlee'
Subject: 5/22/98 GeoSolv warkplan - Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Qakland
Frank

| completed a cursory review of the May 22, 1998 GeoSolv work plan for the continued investigation of the
Glovatorium plant in Oakland. | have a few questions for you and general comments regarding the proposed
scope of work, boring placement, target compounds, boring depths, and "drilling" equipment.

1) Overall | like the proposed boring locations. I'd like to present to you, however, a discussion about the
locations of those borings planned proximal to (previous) boring B-10, located near a floor drain west of the
cleaning room.

The boring you have shown closest and immediately east of boring B-10 looks like a good location to collect
the shallow soil data missed in B-10.

Here are my thoughts about the other three boring locations: according to the scaled map, each is currently
proposed within approximately 10 feet of boring B-10. My initial thought is that these 3 should be moved
another 5-10 feet further out along the same "spokes” from B-10. My reasoning behind this is that moving
them further out will give better spatial resolution in terms of gradations in both soil and groundwater (GW)
concentrations, and will move two of them closer to the buried storm drain, a potential “receptor’ and conduit
for off-site transport.

My other thought about these 3 borings is one or more (additional borings) should be targeted along the drain
line that serves the floor drains investigated by borings B-10 and B-9. Do we know where this (these) drain
line(s) is(are)? Let's get them mapped them out, as they likely serve as contaminant dispersal conduits, and
we should target them for that reason.

2) Because this phase of the investigations is seeking primarily to better define impacts to soil and GW from
both HVOC and Stoddard solvent, another boring should be piaced approximately 15-25 feet towards
Broadway up the walkway from Boring B-13.

Along this same line of thought, the boring proposed for the upper northeast corner of the outdoor equipment
storage area (adjacent to the cleaning room) should add HVOC and Stoddard solvent to the suite of proposed
targef compounds; and, the boring proposed directly adjacent the buried storm drain should also add both
HVOC and Stoddard solvent to the proposed suite of target compounds.

3) Will you send me a copy of your evidence for the "breach” in the storm drain? Thanks.

4) The proposal for sampling the storm drain “outfall’ seems premature at this time. We can talk about it once
| see your location map. '

5) As the original Precision push tool rig (DA series) had difficulty advancing much beyond 10' (and even 7' in
a couple of holes), how can we be sure it will advance deep enough where its use is proposed now? Asits
static weight is only around 450 Ibs, will the rig be bolted to the slab to accommodate the need for additional
depth should its static weight be insufficient to provide the resistance needed to advance the drill string?

Page 1




6) Why are some of the proposed borehoales to be advanced to 8, others to 11', and yet others to 157 (It
looks like the 8' borings are those where shallow samples were not collected the first time around in B-6, -9,
and -10.) How will collection of GW samples be assured when some holes are nearly half the depth of
others? Why are depth limits even proposed? Wouldn't it be better just to indicate each will be advanced to
sufficient depth to collect GW samples, whatever that depth may turn out to be?

7) Which 2 of the soil samples will be subjected to the foc and other physical tests? How was (will) this
selection {be) made?

8) Soil sample intervals as proposed seem fine. However, as both HVOC and hydrocarbon compounds are
being sought, language under Sec. 2.2a should be changed to eliminate the qualifier word "hydrocarbon”
when referencing when samples are collected from zones of contamination. -

9) As originally proposed, the work plan indicates target compounds for GW analyses will mimic those for soil
samples ?underscored paragraph, Sec. 1, page 4). The enclosed figure illustrates the proposed analysis
suites for salil for each boring. However, text under Secs. 2.2 and 2.2b suggests something else. We'll need to
talk about what target compounds from which borehole will be expected and amend the plan as needed.

10) Once the boring locations are finalized, a revised map should then be generated. The borehole locations
should be assigned an identification label (e.g, B-14, B-15, etc.) to facilitate communication and review of work
plan scope.

Thanks for your attention to these issues.

Scott
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Seery, Scoft, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Heaith, EH

Sent: Mo EY' July 13, 1998 10:18 AM

To: © 'Geosolv@vom.com'

Cc: Blazer, Larry, CEPD; ‘'Chuck Headlee'

Subject: RE: 5/22/98 GeoSolv workplan - Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Frank

What's the status of the work plan revisions?

Scott
From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH
Sent: Friday, June 19, 1998 2:39 FM
To: 'Geosolv@vom.com'
Ce: Blazer, Larry, CEFD; 'Chuck Headlee'
Subject: 5/22/98 GeoSolv workplan - Glavatarium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Frank

| completed a cursory review of the May 22, 1998 GeoSolv work plan for the continued investigation of the
Glovatorium plant in Oakland. | have a few questions for you and general comments regarding the proposed
scope of work, boring placement, target compounds, boring depths, and "drilling" equipment.

1) Overall | like the proposed boring locations. I'd like to present to you, however, a discussion about the
locations of those borings planned proximal to {previous) boring B-10, located near a floor drain west of the
cleaning room.

The boring you have shown closest and immediately east of boring B-10 looks like a good location to collect
the shallow soit data missed in B-10.

Here are my thoughts about the other three boring locations: according to the scaled map, each is currently
proposed within approximately 10 feet of boring B-10. My initial thought is that these 3 should be moved
another 5-10 feet further out along the same "spokes" from B-10. My reasoning behind this is that moving
them further out will give better spatial resolution in terms of gradations in both soil and groundwater (GW)
concentrations, and will move two of them closer to the buried storm drain, a potential "receptor” and conduit
for off-site transport.

My other thought about these 3 borings is one or more (additiona! borings) should be targeted along the drain
line that serves the floor drains investigated by borings B-10 and B-9. Do we know where this (these) drain
line(s) is(are)? Let's get them mapped them out, as they likely serve as contaminant dispersal conduits, and
we should target them for that reason.

2) Because this phase of the investigations is seeking primarily to better define impacts to soil and GW from
both HYOC and Stoddard solvent, another boring should be placed approximately 15-25 feet towards
Broadway up the walkway from Boring B-13.

Along this same line of thought, the boring proposed for the upper northeast corner of the outdoor equipment
storage area (adjacent to the cleaning room) should add HVOC and Stoddard solvent to the suite of proposed
target compounds; and, the boring proposed directly adjacent the buried storm drain should alsc add both
HVOC and Stoddard solvent to the proposed suite of target compounds.

3) Will you send me a copy of your evidence for the "breach" in the storm drain? Thanks.

4) The proposal for sampling the storm drain "outfall” seems premature at this time. We can talk about it once
| see your location map. :

5) As the original Precision push tool rig (DA series) had difficulty advancing much beyond 10" (and even 7'in
a couple of holes), how can we be sure it will advance deep enough where its use is proposed now? As its
static weight is only around 450 Ibs, will the rig be bolted to the slab to accommodate the need for additional
depth should its static weight be insufficient to provide the resistance needed to advance the drill string?
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6) Why are some of the proposed boreholes to be advanced to 8', others to 11', and yet others to 157 (It
looks like the 8' borings are those where shallow samples were not collected the first time around in B-6, -9,
and -10.) How will collection of GW samples be assured when some holes are nearly half the depth of
others? Why are depth limits even proposed? Wouldn't it be better just to indicate each will be advanced to
sufficient depth to collect GW samples, whatever that depth may turn out to be?

7) Which 2 of the soil samples will be subjected to the foc and other physical tests? How was (will) this
selection (be) made?

8) Soil sample intervals as proposed seem fine. However, as both HVOC and hydrocarbon compounds are
being sought, language under Sec. 2.2a should be changed to eliminate the qualifier word "hydrocarbon”
when referencing when samples are collected from zones of contamination.

9) As originally proposed, the work plan indicates target compounds for GW analyses will mimic those for soil
samples (underscored paragraph, Sec. 1, page 4). The enclosed figure illustrates the proposed analysis
suites for soil for each boring. However, text under Secs. 2.2 and 2.2b suggests something else. We'll need to
talk about what target compounds from which borehole will be expected and amend the plan as needed.

10) Once the boring locations are finalized, a revised map should then be generated. The borehole locations
should be assigned an identification label (e.g, B-14, B-15, etc.) to facilitate communication and review of work
plan scope. _

Thanks for your attention to these issues.

Scoft
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Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

From: Seery, Scott, Public Health, EH

Sent: Friday, June 19, 1998 2:39 PM

To: 'Geosclv@vom.com'

Cc: Blazer, Larry, CEPD; 'Chuck Headleg'

Subject: 5/22/98 GeoSolv workpian - Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Frank

| completed a cursory review of the May 22, 1998 GeoSolv work plan for the continued investigation of the
Glovatorium plant in Oakland. | have a few questions for you and general comments regarding the proposed
scope of work, boring placement, target compounds, boring depths, and "drilling” equipment.

1) Overall | like the proposed boring locations. I'd like to present to you, however, a discussion about the
I?catipns of those borings planned proximal to (previous) boring B-10, located near a floor drain west of the
cleaning room.

The boring you have shown closest and immediately east of boring B-10 fooks like a good location to collect the
shallow soil data missed in B-10.

Here are my thoughts about the other three boring locations: according to the scaled map, each is currently
proposed within approximately 10 feet of boring B-10. My initial thought is that these 3 should be moved another
5-10 feet further out along the same "spokes" from B-10.” My reasoning behind this is that moving them further out
will give better spatial resolution in terms of gradations in both soil and groundwater (GW) concentrations, and will
move two of them closer to the buried storm drain, a potential "receptor” and conduit for off-site transport.

My other thought about these 3 borings is one or more {additional borings) should be targeted along the drain line
that serves the floor drains investigated by borings B-10 and B-9. Do we know where this (these) drain ling(s)
is(are)? Let's get them mapped them out, as they likely serve as contaminant dispersal conduits, and we should
target them for that reason.

2) Because this phase of the investigations is seeking primarily to better define impacts to soil and GW from both
HVOC and Stoddard solvent, another boring should be placed approximately 15-25 feet towards Broadway up the-
walkway from Boring B-13.

Along this same line of thought, the boring proposed for the upper northeast corner of the outdoor equipment
storage area (adjacent to the cleaning room) should add HVOC and Stoddard solvent to the suite of proposed
target compounds; and, the boring proposed directly adjacent the buried storm drain should also add both HVOC
and Stoddard solvent to the proposed suite of target compounds.

3) Will you send me a copy of your evidence for the "breach” in the storm drain? Thanks.

4) The proposal for sampling the storm drain "outfall" seems premature at this time. We can talk about it once |
see your location map.

5) As the original Precision push tool rig (DA series) had difficulty advancing much beyond 10' (and even 7'in a
couple of holes), how can we be sure it will advance deep enough where its use is proposed now? As its static
weight is only around 450 Ibs, will the rig be bolted to the slab to accommodate the need for additional depth
should its static weight be insufficient to provide the resistance needed to advance the drill string?

B) Why are some of the proposed boreholes to be advanced to 8', others to 11, and yet others to 15'? (it looks
like the 8' borings are those where shallow samples were not collected the first time around in B-6, -9, and -10.}
How will collection of GW samples be assured when some holes are nearly half the depth of others? Why are
depth limits even proposed? Wouldn't it be better just to indicate each will be advanced to sufficient depth to
collect GW samples, whatever that depth may turn out to be?

(Tg ‘;Nhich %of the soil samples will be subjected to the foc and other physical tests? How was (will} this selection
e} made?

8) Soil sample intervals as proposed seem fine. However, as both HVOC and hydrocarbon compounds are being
sought, language under Sec. 2.2a should be changed to eliminate the qualifier word “hydrocarbon” when
referencing when samples are collected from zones of contamination.
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9) As originally proposed, the work plan indicates target compounds for GW analyses will mimic those for soil
samples (underscored paragraph, Sec. 1, page 4). The enclosed figure illustrates the proposed analysis suites for
soil for each boring. However, text under Secs. 2.2 and 2.2b suggests something else. We'll need to talk about
what target compounds from which borehole will be expected and amend the plan as needed.

10) Once the boring locations are finalized, a revised map should then be generated. The borehole locations
should be assigned an identification label (e.g, B-14, B-15, etc.) to facilitate communication and review of work
plan scope.

Thanks for your attention to these issues.

Scott

Page 2




LAW OFFICES OF e s
SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN TR TECTION

WILLIAM M, SMILAND SEVENTH FLOOR JOSEPH W. SWANWICK
KENNETH L. KHACHIGLAN GOl WEST FIFTH STREET o, J1g581932
LOS ANGELES, CALIFGRNIA 9007 98 ﬁf&Y ‘ 5 P LN %
THEODORE A, CHESTER, JR. TEL: (213) 88-0IC & cHARLES E. DONNELLY
CHRISTOPHER G. FOSTER FAX: {213} 891414 1850-1973
ALBERT M. COHEN
EMERITUS
SUITE 203
OF COUNSEL 205 AVENIDA DEL MAR ERNEST M, CLARK, JR.
SANM SLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672
CHARLES H, CHASE TEL: {74 458-3879

FAX: [744) 498-5(97

May 13, 1998

EY TELECOPJIER AND U.S5., MATL
(510) 337-9335

Scott Seery

ALAMEDZA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY

Environmental Health Protection Division,
Department of Environmental Health

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: r W A
Dear Mr. Seery:

Thank you for speaking with me today. As we discussed, we
are seeking approval for ocur workplan from our insurance carrier.
However, we need additional time to obtain this approval. This
ig to confirm our discussion today in which you agreed to give us
until May 22, 1998 to submit our proposed workplan. We are
hopeful that this will be enough time and will let you know if
there are any problems.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

=

S
\\\:k m:}:f' —

Albert M. Cohen

2AMC/mbs
cc: Stuart Depper
Franklin J. Goldman

D:hdata\2566 (Dep) \2566-02\Cor\Seery3
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WILLMAM M. SMILAND
KENNETH L RHACHIGWKN
THEODQRE A CHESTER, JA.
CHRISTOPHEN B, FOSTER
ALBERT M. SOHMEN

OF COUNSEL

5-13-98 ;11:18AM ;SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN-
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SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN

LEVENTH FLOOS
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TEL =13t oz 1018
FaxX: (R3] 8Di-14l8
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510 337 9335:# 2/ 2

JOSERH W, SWANWICK
i258-1932
CHARLES E, DONNECLLY
18901372

EMERITLS
FANEST 0. CLARK, JA,

CHARLES 11! QHASE

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA ORETE
TEL: [718) ARN-AATH
FAX: [/I8) aQ&-mDT

Lo e f

May 13, 1998

(510) 337-9335

Scott Seery

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY

Environmental Health Protectien Division,
Department of Environmental Health

1111 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 54502

Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94611
Dear Mr. Seery:

Thank you for speaking with me today. A8 we discugsed, we
are seeking approval for our workplan from our insurance carrier.
However, we need additional time to obtain this approval. This
is to confirm our discussiof todayin which you agreed to give us
until May 22, 1998 to submit opoged workplan., We are
hopeful that this will be enough time a will let you know if
there are any problems. :

T
[

Thank you very much for your cooperati

L]

\ -~ discusscon we:
. exfension of Ouna
albert M. Cohen tial roreek. coog
on '734a&m7, ﬁﬁﬂ(aﬂz,
hel™ ﬁﬁuﬂu&ﬁdff,'ﬂ%7,/3:

Sincerely,

AMC/mbs
cc: Stuart Depper
Franklin J. Goldman

Di\dala\2566 (Dop) YR EE6-02\Car\Hneryd



SENT BY: : 5-13-98 ;11:18AM ;SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN- 510 337 9335:# 1/ 2
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SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN

601 West Fifth Street, 7th Floor TELEPHONE: {213) 891-1010
Los Angeles, California 90071 -2004 FACSIMILE: (213) 891-1414
FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION INFORMATION Date: May 13, 1998

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. 2

If you do not receive gll of the pages transmitted, please contact us immediately at telephone
number (213) 891-1010 ‘

TO: Scott Seery

FIRM/COMPANY: ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY
Envirponmental Health Protection Pivision
Department of Envj.ronmental Health

" FACSIMILE NO.: (510) 337-9335 o
FROM: Albert M. Cohen, Bsg. '
RE: '

lLetter dated 5/13/98

AN ORIGINAL OR A COPY HAS / x /HASNOT/ / BEEN SENT TO YOU BY MAIL
(OVERNIGHT SERVICE/ /) -

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
THE WRITTEN MEESAGE IS FOR THE EXSLUSIVE USE OF THE ADBRESSEE AND CONTAING CONFIDENTIAL, PRIVILEGED
AND NOR-UISCLOSAPLE INFORMATION, IFf THE RECIPIENT OF THIS MESSAGE 15 NOT THE ADDRESSEE, OR h PERSON
RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE, MESSAGE TO THE ADDRESSEE; SUCH RECIPIENT 15 PROHIBITED FROM READING
OR USING THIS MESSAGE IN ANY WAY. [F YOU BAVE RECEIVED THIB MEBGAGE BY MISTAKE, PLEASE CALL US
IMMEDIA‘\’EL\" AND DESTROY THE TELECOPY MESSAGE.

SPEGIAL INSTRUCTIONS/MESSAGE:

AMC/fmb o
gur ref .t 25656-7



" ALAMEDA COUNTY . .
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

April 15, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 439 Alameda, CA 84502-6577
{510) 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Robert Depper
31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Mr. Depper:

This letter follows the April 2, 1998 meeting at the Alameda
County District Attorney’'s Office during which was discussed,
among other topics, the scope of the next phase of the continuing
environmental investigation at the referenced site. 1In
attendance were: Albert Cohen, your lawyer; Frank Goldman, of
Geogolv LLC, your environmental consultant; Larry Blazer, Deputy
District Attorney, and this author.

Geosolv will be submitting a work plan outlining the next phase
of assessment work to be completed at the site. This work plan
will primarily focus on the assessment of halogenated volatile
organic compounds (HVOC) derived from the release of chlorinated
drycleaning solvents. The presence of Stoddard solvent will also
be assgessed concurrently during this pending phase of work.

The Geosolv work plan will include, among other elements, the
following: :

o Collection of "shallow" soil samples in the areas of
{previous) borings B-&6, B-9, and B-10.

o Shallow soil collected in the area of boring B-6 shall be
between 0-5’ below grade (BG). A "hand sampler" device may
be employed for this purpose if undisturbed soil may be
collected in the appropriate fashion at those depths.

© Shallow samples collected from the areas of borings B-9 and
B-10 shall be collected from two depth intervals in each
borehole - one (1) sample collected from the 3-5' BG range,
and one (1) from the 7-10' BG range.

o Property and facility boundaries depicted in submitted maps
are to be revised to reflect updated lot line and ownership
information. All presented maps are to be drawn to scale
to correctly depict spatial relaticnships of site features.




Mr. Depper

RE: 3815 Broadway, Oakland
April 15, 1998

Page 2 of 2

o Appropriate sampling/drilling/probing equipment is to be
used with due consideration for sample recovery
capabilities and cross-contamination concerns.

This work plan is due for submittal within 30 calendar days of
the date of this letter.

Please call the undersigned at {510) 567-6783 should you have any
gquestions.

y. CHMM
erials Specialist

cC: Mee Ling Tung, Director
Stephen Hill, RWQCB
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Frank Goldman, Geosclv LLC :
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X april 1, 1998

(510) 5695-0305

Lawrence C. Blazer, ERg. .

Deputy Digtrict Attorney

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNRY

Congumer & Environmental
Frotection Division.

7677 Oakport Street, Sulte 400

pakland, CA 94261

Re: Eoberb & Stuart Deppor _ v
Dear Larry:

First, I wanted to confirm the meeting on Thursday at 10:00
a.m., with Scott Seery, Frank Colgman, you and me to discuss
technical issues regarding the in estigation of the Glovatorium
property at 3815 Broadway, Oaklan ,- California (the vproperty") .
I look forwerd to the meeting.

second, I thought it may be Lelpful to explain our position
regarding some of the issuep raised in your response LO ' .
pDefendants' Petition to Medify Erpbation. We believe that there
are good, technically based, expl nations For the differences of
opinion and that once you and Scott Seery review the :
explanacions, credibility should be not a concern. These issues
are addregsed in the attached doctment. plezge understand that I
am not attempting to "win" any arqument on these pointg, I am
. gimply articulating where we are Foming from so that we can Lry
'to put these issues behind us. At the sane time, we would be
pleased to discuss these jogues at the meeting if you think that
would ke helpful. '

Third, and most importantly, we hope that the focus of
Thursday's discussion can be on how to proceed with the

investigation. In that regard, we obviously want to hear what
Mr. Seery haes in mind. From our perspective, we would like tu
discuss the following:

e \eara\2%e6 (Tup) \RasE-02 e\ Miazerl
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Lawrence C. Blazer, Esq.
April 1, 1998

Page 2
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. Bhallow Soil IJamples: : |
1 ’ D Gl 3/

Scott Seery correctly noted hat GeaSplv's reporh did rnot raspm se g’h{es
inzlude test results from ghallow |soil samples taken from many of e s
i ( senmﬂotns Coansdd

the sampling locations on the sitd even though GeoSolv'e boring
loge and chain of cvstory and driller confirmed that these uaf'hl-soffacﬁd
samples were recovered. Scott Se further stated that F Q_ Ha 37 J'f*'
Goldman told him that the sa woTE Tiob taken and that this is - ’

oF cdoncern Decause either Golgman 18 lying or Iis field notes are uferval " as Flea
wrong. 1 think that this issue is largely one of semantics and so\(s et

not credibility. 1Im fact, the aaﬁg}es were taken., However, 1 uncogo il atecd
- Frank Coldman, as the geologist on eite, determined that € "
samples taken from the wpper three feet yore uncongolidate £l mails, amd
jumbled and, therefore, could mot be validly analyzed, Had thiey basides " ucost of
peen analyzed, the results would lave been arctificially low

pecause the VOCs would have volatilized., BAlso, Elji%a__,ﬂ_h_%ﬁﬂi@ Fla. boa holes
associzated with at found in the {soil may have indica WWMM

petroleum Qischarge. Thus, -
Tanaly = was A @hm} (ags o ust

the sampled were 20, . A
languwage was used, we idicate Ey”

misunderstanding because imprecis

apulogize. However, there was certainly no intepticn to miglead -
ANYONe . ' Y Lo% RIS \® sl o F"‘L(n'm
@ B-3 amd BY | oG
2. Coptributicn From Outside Souxces: logs [ lab diter J doug ™
. : ) . Mlxrg.;.s /e
Scott Seery expressed concerm that GeoSolv'B report Silicm gud
attempted to blame outside sources Ior much of the conptamination wol” 8215
found on the site.’ Again, I thin thig issue is largely -
semantic. We did not challenge that there are on-site sources. lons wiveralsa
We merely raigeda the possibility that there may be offsite - looktuy (o HUBE
gources as wall. The Deppers accept that contamination . +a 2% +
originated ongite. However, we think it appropriate CO determine i 'P“‘Wt\ersf
whether any of the contamination yas caused by others. Lors & sloa o
a. Stoddaxd Solvent: The ero::l: clearly states that ther «—M"“'ﬁg@i’& 'f' N
were meveral on-tite sources of stoddard solvent O Nowe The
contamination. Howsever,|it also states that there may euidaned
be @ gource un the Earl Fhompson property. At this
point we agrge with Mr. Seery rhat we cannet sSay ‘ € baremr
whether the Earl Thompson property is & major souree. ’
However, we believe therg ie sufficient evide @ . (BTEX
warrant additl tiggtion. We would be plezasad

5 dIEcuSS this evidence| in more detail with Mr. Seery. & gaml &.7, ET
' s Saurce at

b. MTRE Contamination: The!investigaclon found -MTBE | :
contamination on site at Elwels a8 high as 790 ppb. <[

The only potential source of WIBE of which we are aware

o_:w.L;\assc{u-ppxer.c G-0Z\Cor\DLasesd -1+
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ig the UNOCAL staticn. Therefore, we believe that this
[ should be investigated. |Mr. Seery sStates that the o
available data indicates|that the plume associated with ’
the UNOCAL site Yis substantially limited to that
site.” This may be the :ﬁise. However, it is generally
|

recognized that MTBE is ch more mobile than gasocline.
Therefore, the MIBE may have moved Ifurtner than other
contaminants, All we are agking is that the Agency
resvaluate the UNOUAL information to determine whether
any further investigation is warranted. : b
. . Canstia 1 &1
c. Storm.Draipn: We erroneously believed that the storm @ et
drain was owned by Alameda County rather than the Clty. ren
Therefore, we agserted that the County was respensible A
for the storm drain. This was apparently an grror snd (@ pwres™ °

we apologise for that ertor. Howaver, we have evidence wv-f*-kﬂ-'f'““‘j_
that the storm drain leakz and that there was . sw mEod
hydrocarbon coptamination in the storm drain inflow. ComeaatraPin §
-We believe that this problem ghould be evaluated and (D) naad Ho ascess
would like to discuss hoy this can best be ! .
accomplished. . ' G Gon Forurivsom,
'Gw-—-\‘__ ‘l;!(t 4./0-1_3

3. Drilling to Growndwatex:

. Scotbt Seery expressed concern that when he arrived at the
gite during the imvestigatiom, several of the sampling keorings
were not drilled deep enough to rspch groundwater. Jeery stated
that if appropriate sampling equipment had been used, this

St ﬂ(:'j\&bm""

O kovas tdas +uis

problem could have been avoided. e believe that this dispute Sormised ?
involved & technical disagreement between Mc, Seery and Mr.
golaman. First, it is correct that Mr, Goldmwan originally >

recommended use of a "GeoProbe" r then elected to use a

different drilling technique. However, he recomuended the .

GaoProbe when the workplan only called for drilling through @
rgtoddard solvent im the vieiaity the USTs. Since there was no .
geal threat of the presence of denge non-aquecus phase 1iquids T
("DNAFLE") from PCE at those locatiions, he thought a GeoProbe,

which pushes directly through the oil, was appropriate.

r modified to include sampling b b ﬂ)('fcu'f'

However, the workplan was la

in other locations. Since DNAPLS ccould be present in these oo fA "evass-

locations, he elected to uge a dififerent boring technigue which Aniaghiom

employs an outer conductor casing to prevent cross-contamination cen *;4 o
the borehole. Mr. Seery was . sLcur, -

p“' o informed about this prior fo the ncement: of work, And, this

L“‘ﬁ wou not ve been a problew, except tha e cacaiug could not .

oV Y .

rP 15 'be pushed through the last few feet of go0il. At that peint there .
t 5

A’ 'S was a disagreement as to how to proceed, In Mr. Goldman's

»** .t -4 technical judgment, it was not appropriate to push the inner g

,:L rTesulting from DNAPL falling into
Taa%i

> ™ W¥ drill rod through without the cacing because this could C3use
& 5 ‘_,A‘ crosg-contamination., Mr, Seery apparently diaa_gre—me required
W ' '

Dt \dARANZEEE (D) \THEE-VECuE A seord -2~
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' Mr. Goldman to proceed, I caunot|comment on what each party

T

alleges the other said during thig argument. However, we do
believe that the fundamental problem was a technical disagreement
regarding the propriety of using r'Tt particular sampling technique
under these circumstances. We would be pleased to discuss this
igpue if you would like. More importantly, howaver, we hope that
in the future, all concerned can discuss and resalve theege Lype
of isguee.based on the technical issues and concerns.

T \dan\ 2966 {Dryr) \2566-02\Cor \Blazer | -3:




State Water
Resources Mr. Albert M. Cohen

Control Beard  Law Offices of Smiland & Khachigian
601 West Fifth Street, 7th Floor

Division of
Clean Water Los Angeles, CA 90071
Programs
Dear Mr. Cohen:

Mailing Addr:':'-‘.;
PO.BotOMI  y7\TER GROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND PROGRAM (FUND), CL
942442120 NO. 9693 FOR SITE AT 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND, PROGRAM MANAGER
20147 Street DECISION TO DENY CLAIM

Suite 130

Sacramznto, CA

95814 This is in response to your letter of March 5, 1998, submitted on behalf of your clients,

O oy osnasso  Stuart Depper and Robert Depper. You request my review and reconsideration of Fund
_ staff's February 5, 1998 decision that the subject claim is not eligible for reimbursement
h“’t;f};’w";;ff;‘j’,:‘;m and _\yill bq removefl frgm the Priority List. You also requested additional time to submit
E.""if“"h.i’é‘f additional information in support of the request.
EENOMme.

Pertinent facts include:

The claimant operates a dry cleaning facility known as the Glovatorium, located at
3815 Broadway in Oakland. Six underground storage tanks (USTs) were located
on the site. Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous
Materials Division, hand delivered a notice of violation on September 26, 1989
that required a Plan of Correction be submitted by October 27, 1989. A second
notice of violation was hand delivered on November 20, 1989 which required a
response by December 20, 1989. There was no response, and the Alameda
County Health Care Services Agency (County) issued a third and final notice of
violation on January 22, 1990. Most of the violations were associated the handling
of hazardous waste and hazardous material. One of ihe many vioiations was for
incomplete monitoring provisions on the six USTs. The notice stated “To lawfully
operate these six tanks, then, you must take actions to comply with Title 23;
otherwise, you are required to close the tanks by filing a closure permit with this
office.”... “Because this is our third request for a Plan of Correction, we will be
referring your case to the District Attorney’s office for enforcement.” The
County’s letter dated January 8, 1991, stated in part “There are clearly leaks or
holes (or both) in the underground tank cluster under the floor of the building.
The ongoing releases from the tank system are a source of gross pollution to the
groundwater, which may be a flowing underground stream in this area. Therefore,
all of the underground tanks currently in use must be pumped out completely, and
their use halted indefinitely.” The County’s letter of September 23, 1994 outlined

T QOur mission is to preserve and enhance the gquality of California's water resources. and
Q C; Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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Mr. Albert M. Cohen -2-

a number of violations, one of which was “There are six underground storage
tanks on-site that are not registered and permtted”..

The District Attorney for the County of Alameda filed suit against Robert and
Stuart Depper in the Superior Court for Alameda County. Declaration in the case
showed a long history of violations including the defendants knew of extensive
leakage from the tanks as early as 1990, but failed to comply even with the most
rudimentary UST requirements. Stuart Depper was sentenced in Alameda County
Superior Court to one year in county jail after pleading no contest to one felony
count of disposal of hazardous waste. A claim application was filed with the Fund
in January 1955. The USTs were closed in place the week of June 15, 1997.

I have reviewed the claim file and documentation obtained through staff’s review of the
regulatory agency records and I must agree with the staff decision that the claimant is not
eligible for assistance from the Fund.

Reasons for denial of the claim include:

1. Compliance with permit requirements is a statutory condition for participation in the
Fund (§25299.57(d)(3) California Health and Safety Code (H&SC)). Fund staff has
determined that the six underground storage tanks were never permitted pursuant to
§25284 H&SC as required by state law. The SWRCB may waive the provision as a
condition for payment from the Fund under certain conditions where the claimant was
unaware of the permit requirement, there was no intent to intentionally avoid the permit
requirement, and the claimant obtained the required permits upon becoming aware, but
that is not the situation in this case.

2. Compliance with corrective action orders and directives of the regulatory agency is a
statutory requirement for participation in the Fund. An owner or operator who violates
Article 4 (commencing with Section 25299.36) is liable for any corrective action costs
which result from the owner’s or operator’s violation of Article 4 (commencing with
Section 25299.36) and is ineligible to file a claim pursuant to this section,”
(§25288,54(d)). In this case the claimant has a history of non-compliance and of being
uncooperative with the regulatory agency.

3. Corrective action costs occasioned by or resulting from the gross negligence or the
intentional or reckless acts of the claimant are not eligible for reimbursement from the
Fund (see §2810.3 of the Cleanup Fund Regulations). The record indicates that the
claimant knew of extensive leakage from the tanks as early as 1990, but failed to make
even a good faith effort to comply with UST requirements and acted in reckless disregard
of the consequences which caused or allowed an unauthorized release of petroleum to
oceur or to continue,

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California s water resources, and

LAY
(-3 g Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficent use for the bemefit of present and future generations.




Mr. Albert M. Cohen -3-

If you disagree with this decision, you may request a final division decision from the Chief
of the Division pursuant to Cal. Code Regs., tit. 23§2814. A request to the Chief of the
Division must be sent to Harry M. Schueller, Chief, Division of Clean Water Programs,
State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Clean Water Programs, P.O. Box
944212, Sacramento, CA 94244-2120.

If you do not request a final division decision within sixty (60) calendar days from the date
of this letter, this decision will then become final and conclusive.

Sincerely,

"

Dave Deaner, Manager
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund Program

cc. Scott Seery
Alameda County Health Care Services
1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy, 2nd Floor
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

o Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's water resources, and
Q c’ Recycled Paper ensure their proper allocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.
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CALAMEDA COUNTY ®
- HEALYH CARE SERVICES

-

AGENCY

DAV f KEARS, Agency Director

February 9, 1998 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577
(510) 567-6700

STID 439 (510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Robert Depper

31 Muth Drive

Orinda, CA 94563

. Frank Goldman

GeoSolwv, LLC
643 Oregon Street
Sonoma, CA 95476

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Messrs. Depper and Goldman:

The GeocSolv, LLC ("GeoSolv"} subsurface investigation report,
variously dated both December 16, "1998" and January 16, 1298,
has been reviewed. Following are preliminary requests for
supplemental information to support and corroborate certain of
the statements and conclusions memorialized in the subject
report:

1) Please submit the "well" surveyor’s plat from Virgil Chavez
Land Surveying identifying

1) the location of survey benchmark(s)
ii} the locations of wells "A,B,C,D,E,F,and G"
iii} to what mark {e.g., rim of well casing, top of cover,

etc.) are wells surveyed

2) Please indicate whether the noted wells "A" through "G" are
related to borings Bl through B13 and BSD. FPresent cross
reference guidance.

3) Submit field notes documenting depth-to-water measurements,
and time and date of well development; submit field notes
documenting time, date and adequacy of well purging (i.e., pH,
temperature, conductivity) prior to sample collection.

4) Approval of the GeoSolv work plan for this phase of work at
this site was -contingent upon the collection of shallow (i.e.,
~37} soil samples from each boring, among other conditions.

The GeoSolv report does not transmit laboratory data for
shallow soil samples which were to have been collected from



&

Messrs. Depper and Goldman

RE:

3815 Broadway, Cakland

February 9, 1998
Page 2 of 3

6)

7}

each borehole for laboratory analysis. Out of the 12 approved
boring locations, results are transmitted for only four (4)
such shallow soil samples. The omitted laboratory data are to
be submitted.

Many of the maps supplied in the GeoSolv report, although
informative, are mislabelled (i.e., 38th Street is identified
as Broadway). Further, map (north) orientation from map to
map is frequently reversed. Such makes review and
interpretation of illustrated data difficult, particularly for
the reader not familiar with the site.

Please revise Figs. 1, 7, 8, 9, and 10 to reflect the proper
labelling of 38th Street. Please be certain to orient these
maps with north generally towards the top of the page to be
congistent with remaining (assessor’s) maps and standard
practice.

Much reference is made to the adjoining Earl Thompson property
(316-38th Street). 1In fact, the name "Earl Thompsecon' is
mentioned no fewer than 13 times in this report, and is
referred to as a likely sgource of contaminants identified at
the subject site during this preliminary investigation.
Reference is made of "...[clontamination identified at the
Earl Thompson property..." with respect to toluene,
ethylbenzene, and xylene isomers. [Sec. 4.0, Benzene]

Please present i) the analytical results of environmental
samples collected from the Earl Thompson site which
demonstrate the noted "contamination", and ii) the specific
data which lead you to imply "most" of the Stoddard solvent
contamination has originated from that site. [Sec. 4.0,
Stoddard solvent]

The GeoSolv report identifies the storm drain running below
the subject site, from Manilla in the north to 38th Street and
beyond to the south, as being owned by Alameda County.
Further, the report states"...[the drain] is riddled with
holes, c¢racks, and very sericus deep gaps in the
concrete/brick liner..."

Please submit the documents upon which these statements are
based. Title documents and bonafide inspection reports would
support your contentions.



- . .

Messrs. Depper and Goldman
RE: 3815 Broadway, Oakland
February 9, 1998

Page 3 of 3

The requested information is due within 30 days of the date of
this letter. Upon review of these data, you will be advised
regarding the scope of the next phase of investigative work at
the site.

Please call the undersigned at (510) 567-6783 should you have any
questions.

Sincerely

—

cgtt O. /Se
Hagzardou

ry, CHMM
Materials Specialist

cc: Mee Ling Tung, Director
Richard Pantages, Chief, Environmental Protection Division
Stephen Hill, RWQCB :
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
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Sacramento, CA
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February 5, 1998 SRR

Robert & Stuart Depper
31 Muth Dr
Orinda, CA 94563

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP FUND PROGRAM, STAFF DECISION
FOR NOTICE OF INELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION, CLAIM NUMBER 9693, SITE
ADDRESS: 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND '

Dear Messrs. Depper:

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

1) The underground storage tanks were not in compliance with the requirements to have a
permit under Section 25284 of the California Health and Safety Code.

2) Information obtained from the Alameda Environmental Health Agency revealed that illegal
activity occured during your operation of the dry cleaning business at the site including, but
not limited to: 1) illegally operating known leaking tanks, 2) illegally storing hazardous
materials onsite, 3) illegally aerating contaminated filter powder on site (polluting the air),
4) dumping toxic materials into the soil, and 5) allowing dry cleaning fluids to flow into the
sanitary sewer system. You were accused, found guilty and [Stuart Depper] sentenced
after pleading no contest to one felony count of disposal of hazardous wastes. Section
2810.3 of the UST Cleanup Fund Regulations states “..., corrective action costs and third
party compensation claims costs which are occasioned by or result from the gross
negligence or the intentional or reckless acts of the claimant or the agents, servants,
employees or representatives of the claimant, are not eligible for reimbursement from the
Fund.” '

If you disagree with this Staff Decision, you may either request review and reconsideration by
the Program Manager or you may formally appeal the decision and request a Division Decision
from the Chief of the Division. A request for reconsideration along with any additional
documentation should be sent to:

Dave Deaner, Program Manager, Claim #9693
UST Cleanup Fund Program

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Clean Water Programs

P. O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources, and
ensure their proper aliocation and efficient use for the benefit of present and future generations.




ROBERT DEPPER
Page 2

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

" The request to the Chief of the Division must be sent to Harry M. Schueller, Chief, Division of
Clean Water Programs, at the address listed above.

If you do not request review and reconsideration by the Program Manager or request a
Division Decision from the Chief of the Division within thirty (30) calendar days from the date
of this letter, the Staff Decision will then become final and conclusive,

If you have any questions, please contact Cheryl Gordon at (916) 227-4539.

Cheryl rdon‘i :

Claim Réview Unit
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund

Sincerely,

cc. Mr. Thomas Peacock
Alameda County EHD
- 1131 Harbor Bay Pkway, 2nd Fl.
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

Our mission is to 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.

ﬁ Recycled Paper
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January 16, 13933

BY TELECOPIER
(510) 337-9335

Scotth Seary

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY
Environmental Health Protection Division,
. Department of Environmental Health
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway

2nd Floor, Room 250

Alameda, CA 94502

Re: 15 Broa land, €& 54

Dear Mr. Seary:

Thig is to confirm our discussion earlier this week and
today in which you agreed that the Subsurface Investigation
Report for the Former Glovatorium/The Leather Cleaners Site will
be timely if submitted to your office by close of business on
Monday, January 15, 1958.

please do not hesilate to call if you have any questions.

AMC /mbs
cc: Stuart Depper
Franklin J. Goldman

éu/'ec:f’ ﬂjﬁw"f‘ A I
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SMILAND & KHACHIGIAN

801 West Fifth Street, 7th Floor TELEPHONE: (213) 891-1010

Los Angeles, California Q0071-2004 FACSIMILE: {(213) 891-1414
FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION INFORMATION Date: January 16,1998

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET: 2

If you do not receive all of the pages transmitted, please contact us immediately at telephone
number (213) 891-1010 :

TO: Scott Seary

FIRM/COMPANY: ATLAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE AGENCY
Environmental Health Protection Division

Department of Environmental Health

FACSIMILE NO.: (510) 337-9335
FROM: Albert M. Cohen, E8q.
RE: 3815 Broadway, Oakland. CA 94611

Letter dated 1/16/98

AN ORIGINAL OR A COPY HAS / [ HAS NOT / x / BEEN SENT TO YOU BY MAIL
(OVERNIGHT SERVICE/ /)

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
THE WRITTEN MEEBAGE IE FOR THE EXCLUSIVE USE OF THE ADDREGEEE AND CONTAINS CONFIDENTIAL, PRIWILEGED
AND NON-DISCLOBABLE INFORMATION. 1F THE RECIPIENT OF THIS MESSAGE 16 NOT THE ADDRESSEE, OR A PERSON
RESPONEIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESGAGE TO THE ADDRESSEE, SBUCH RECIPIENT iS5 PROHIBITED FROM READING
OR USING THIS MEISSAGE N ANY WAY, IF you HAVE RECEIVED THIE MEESEAGE BY MISTAKE, FLEASE CALL us
IMMEDIATELY AND DESTROY THE TELECOPY MESBAGE.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/MESSAGE:

AMC /ol s
Qur ret.: 2336-7
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director .
December 12, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
STID 439 _ : ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION

1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
Mr. Robert Depper (510} 567-6700

31 Muth Drive 7 FAX {510) 337-0335
Orinda, CA 94563

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND

Dear Mr. Depper:

I am in receipt of your letter dated December 6, 1997 enclosed
with your remittance of $680 to satisfy the deficit in the
account established in April 1997 to offset county staff time
during oversight of the underground storage tank (UST) closures
at the referenced site. This supplementary deposit was first
requested September 29, 1997 in correspondence from this office
addressed to your son, Stuart Depper, and sent to your home
address.

Our September 29 letter regquested that Mr. Scott Seery of my
staff be contacted should there be any questicns. However, a
letter from you dated October 16, 1997 was sent to my attention
while I was overseas serving a 3 week commitment with the U.S.
Army Resgerves. Mr. Seery was not aware that your letter had been
received by this office asg, contrary to our specific request,
your ingquiry was brought not to his attention, but rather, to
mine.

It was nct until my return to the office in November that Mr.
Seery became aware of the requests contained in your October 16
letter for specific killing information and supporting documents.
Before my return, unfortunately, a second request for the subject
supplementary deposit was issued November 13, 1997, and signed by
Mr. Seery in my absence. I understand that Mr. Seery since
transmitted specific billing information tfo you via facsimile on
November 26, 1997.

Let me make clear from the ocutset that the reguest for billing
information and supporting documents articulated in your October
16 correspondence is not viewed as a request for public
information pursuant to the "California Public Record Act," as
you imply it was in your recent December 6 letter. In fact, your
October 16 letter indicates only that you would "appreciate" a
response within 10 days so that "...{you]l] may review the
documents and pay this invoice on a timely basis." Your December
6 letter is also incorrect when it further implies that this
office somehow violated state criteria when a response to your
request wasg not provided by this agency within your 10 day time
frame. '




® ° e

Mr. Robert Depper

RE: Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, ©QOakland
December 12, 1997

Page 2 of 2

Attached is a copy of the Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health "Public Records Search Policy" for your
information. Please note that this office does not copy file
entries for transmittal to requesting parties. Public files are
gimply made available to such parties for review. Although you
vis a vis your contractors/consultants should already be in
possession of all correspondence or field notes generated during
the UST closure process, should you nevertheless wish to review
your case file and make copies of entries contained therein, you
may c¢ontact Ms. Karen Gray (567-6700} to make an appointment.

should you have any further questions, you may contact Mr. Seery
at 510/567-6783.

Sincerely,

LY O

Thomas Peacock, Manager
Environmental Protection

“Attachment

c: Mee Ling Tung, Director

Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
508/files
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' . ALAMEDA COUNTY
- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
‘ P;lblic_ Records ‘Sear_ch Policy

The fqllowing-‘ shall be policy of the Depﬁrtment of Envirdnmental Health regarding requests to

inspect public records.

When the Department receives an inquiry about a file, the requestor will be iﬁformed that they

assigned to, the project. If the requestor wishes to only inspect the files, the Department will
provide file oversight by clerical support staff and no technical answers will be provided. If g
technical consultation is requested, the Department will make a Project. Specialist available at g
mutually agreed upon date and time to answer questions and explain the materials, The Project
Specialist may also certify in writing, as appropriate, as to the completeness of the Departmental
{ile(s) in question. The requestor should send the Departiment a.letter stating their preferred

FEES:
The following fees wili be assessed according to the request;
(1) For Inspecting a File.....................‘..-.....‘No _Fee
(2.)  For Copies: Ten cents (30.10) per page for the reproduction of documents of 8.5
X 11" inches or 8.5" x 14" inches. Reproduction charges for oversized documents
- (larger than 8.5" x 14" inches) or any other copy media shall be equivalent to the
direct cost of duplication. Copy requests in excess of twenty (20) pages may be
subject to a reasonable delay. ‘ '
(3.)  For Technical Consultation or any explanation of any materials jn the file, a
charge of $90.00 per hour, or fraction thereof.
REQUESTS: -

. All requests should be submitted in writing and sent to the Department at 1131 Harbor Bay

Parkway, Alameda, CA. 94502-6577 Attention: Public Records Search,

TAT/edb
SITEPGL.JAT
PAGE 01,
/2795



MR. ROBERT DEPPER
31 MUTH DR.
ORINDA, CALIF 94563

DECEMBER 6, 1997

MR. SCOTT O. SEERY

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES
1131 BARBOR BAY PARKWAY, SUITE 250
ALAMEDA, CALIF. 94502

RE: UST CLOSURE REPORT - GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
DEAR MR. SEERY,

THE PURPOSE OF THIS LETTER IS TO THANK YOU FOR FINALLY ANSWERING MY
LETTER OF CCTCBER 18TH 19897, 1 HAVE ENCLOSED A CHECK IN THE AMOUNT OF
$680 WHICH IS PAYMENT IN FULL. IN THAT LETTER ON CCTCBER 18TH I ALSO
REQUESTED THAT I BE PROVIDED A COPY OF ¥FILES LETTERS, LETTER BOARD,
INTERNAT, MEMOS OF ALL COUNTY EMPLOYEE'S WHO PARTICIPATED ON THE TANK
CLOSURE ( LOP & HAZMAT) ALONG WITH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS IN ANY FORM. I
WOULD LIKE TO AGAIN REQUEST THE INFORMATION UNDER THE CALIFORNIA FUBLIC
RECORD ACT. FOR THE PURPOSE OF INSPECTION AND COPYING THE ABOVE
DOCUMENTS. AS YOU KNOW IT HAS BEEN WELL OVER THE 10 DAYS ALLOWED BY THE
STATE FOR YOUR OFFICE TO COMPLY WITH MY REQUEST, BUT I UNDERSTAND THAT
MR. PEACOCK WAS UNABLE TO OBEY ALTHOUGH HE FOUND TIME TO WRITE A LETTER
REQUESTING THAT I PAY HIS INVOICE. PLEASE RESPOND IMMEDIATELY WITH A
DATE AND TIME THAT WILL ACCOMMODATE MY SCHEDULE.

SINCERELY,

7

ROBERT DEPPER
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ALAMEDA COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL
‘HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577
' Telephone (510) 667-6700 Fax (510) 337-9335

FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: Nev., 2 49 97
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AG ENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, agency Director

———

November 13, 1997 _ ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
) . 1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 439 Alameda, CA 94502-6577
{510} 567-6700
FAX (510) 337-9335

Stuart Depper
31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

RE: Project # 5383A - Type R
at 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94612

Dear Mr. Depper:

Our records indicate the deposit/refund account for the above
project has a negative balance of 5678.68. To close the account
you are required to submit additional monies. A previous request
for remittance of $680 was sent to your attention on September
25, 1997. Please send a check or money order payable to Alameda
County, Environmental Health Services.

The deposit/refund mechanism is authorized in Section 6.92.040L
of the Alameda County Ordinance Code. Work on this project will
be debited at the Ordinance specified rate, currently $94 per
hour.

Please be sure to write the following identifying information on
your check: - project # ‘

- type of project, and _

- site address (see RE: line above)

It should be noted that this project was completed by this office
on September 29, 1997. If these funds are not remitted within 14
days, this matter will be referred to Central Collections.

If you have any questions, please contact Scott Seery at (510)
567-65783.

Sincergly,

[
M " ‘
A ock, Manager

EnvironwmeAtal Protection

c: Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney‘'s Office
files/inspector




MR. STUART DEPPER .
it

6420 STONERIDGE MALL RD.
PLEASANTON, CALIF 94588

Telephone (510) 734-6780

OCTOBER 21, 1997

MR. SCOTT O. SEERY

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTE CARE S=RVICES
1131 HARBOR BAY DPARKWAY, SULTE 250
ALBMEDA, CALIF. 94502

KE: UST CLOSURE REPORT - CLOVATORITM, 3%15 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
DEAR MR. SEERY,

THE PURPOSE OF THIS LETTER IS TO CONFIRM CQUR CONVERSATICH OF OCTOBER
1aTH 1997 AT 3:50 F.M. ,DURING WHICE YOU AND I DIBECUSSED TEE TANK
CLOSTURE REFOET.

WHEN ¥YOU CALLED MY QFFICE I ADVISED YOU THAT NEITHER MY FATHER NOR T
COPY OF TEE TANE CLOZURE  RCOPORT WHICH YOU HAD BEEN GIVEN.

D THAT YOU HAD SPOKEN TO HKZ AND THAT THEY WERE GOING TO REVISE
TOAND CLARIFY THE (2) TWC POINTE THAT WERE IN YQUR SEPTEMBER

AT THE SAME TIME YOU ASSURED ME THAT YOU WERE “SATISPIED WITH TER
OVERALL  TANK CLOSURES"  AND THAT THE CNLY AREA OF THE REPCRT TO BE
CHANGED CONCERNED TWO OPERATIONS DURING WHICH YOU WERE NOT PRESENT GR
DIDN'T PERFORM THE SPECIFIED TASK.

I BELIEVE THAT TEIS CORRECTLY SUMS UP OUR CONVERSATION CONCERNING THE
TANK CLOSURE REPORT.

SINCERELY YOURS,



o @
ROBERT DEPPER
31 MUTH DR.
ORINDA, CALIF, 84539

OCTOBER 18, 1997

MR. TOM PEACOCK

ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES
1131 HARBOR BAY PARKWAY SUITE 250
ALAMEDA, CALIF. 94502

RE: PROJECT #5383ATYPER
AT 3815 BROADWAY OAKLAND 94612

DEAR MR. PEACOCK,

| RECENTLY RECEIVED AN INVOICE FROM YOU DATED SEPTEMBER 29,
1997. WOULD YOU PLEASE EXPLAIN WHAT THE INVOICE 1S FOR AND
PROVIDE AN ITEMIZED ACCOUNTING OF YOUR BILLING TO DATE ALONG
WITH ALL MEMO'S, DOCUMENTS, LETTERS PERTAINING TO THIS ACCOUNT
IN THE POSSESION OF THE EMPLOYEE'S WHO HAVE BILLED THE ACCOUNT.
I WOULD APPRECIATE THIS INFORMATION WITHIN 10 DAYS OF THE ABOVE
DATE SO | MAY REVIEW THE DOCUMENTS AND PAY THIS INVOICE ON A
TIMELY BASIS.

..}CLLM /Qz/ bt

RJBERT DEPPER

SIN
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HI, Inc./SEMCO

70 Chemical Way
Redwood City, California 94063
(650) 261-1968
Fax: (650) 261-0735

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

Date: . /0"’ 77

To: S @a/@é
Faz: () 337-9325
Subject: MZM_L@%;E , )

Sender: | Rhonda Reames-Kiper

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE ___2 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET.
' JF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL (650) 261-1965

(c./;/? %JZ{/{ Epecoppaltectl (X At




HK2, mc/sEMco

70 CHEMICAL WAY ® REDWOOD CITY, CALIFORNIA 54063 & (650)261-1968 & (650) 261-0735 FAX
GENERAL ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRACTORS @ LICENSE NO. 719103 (A, B, C57, C61/D40, HAZ, ASB)

October 7, 1997

Mr. Scott O. Seery

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmental Health Services

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

RE: UST Closure and Drum Sampling Report for the Glovatorium Site, 3815 Broadway,
Oakland, California (HK2 Project 97-0163)

Dear Mr. Seery:

This letter acknowledges the two corrections you made to our report on tank closure and drum
samplirig activities at the Glovatorium site, as stated in you letter dated September 29, 1997 (copy
attached). T was unable to determine who collected the split samples from Drums D-1 through D-4,
but will not pursue the matter further because the observation does not influence the findings and
conclusions of our report. In addition, as we discussed on the telephone, you did not supervise any
field activities at this site on June 20, 1997,

I apologize for the errors. Mr. Craig declined to note the duties of the many regulatory personnel
who were present.

Please call if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

HK2, Inc/SEMCO

4 Den6 G. Milano, RG
Senior Geologist

cc: Mr. Leroy Griffin, Qakland Fire Department
Mr. Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Mr. Stuart Depper

97-0163.1r1




~

)

i . .

y ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVILES
AGENCY

DAVIC J. KEARS, Agerey Dirscin
1

September 29, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (LOP)
11371 Harber Bay Parkway, Suite 250
STID 439 Alzameda, CA 94502-5577
(516G} 367-8700
i ] FAX {510 337-9335
Mr. Kieth Craig

HKz, Inc./SEMCO
1751 Leslie Street
San Mateo, CA 94402

RE: UST closure report - Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland
Dear Mr. Craig:

I am in receipt of the BAugust 1, 1%%$7 HKz2, Inc./SEMCO report
entitled #“Tank Closure and Drum Removal Activities at the
Glovatorium Leather Cleaning Facility, 3815 Breadway, Oakland,
California." My review of this repcrt uncovered some factual
errors which should be clarified for the record.

On June 6, 1997 it is reported that I collected four split
samples from Drums D-1 through D-4. Although I was present at
the site that day, it was solely to observe progress with tank
cleaning and internal inspections using a videocam. At no time
on that or any other day did I sample drums located at this site.

On June 20, 1%97 it is reported that, under my supervision, Tank
T-5 was filled with pea gravel, the tank product fill port and
valve box filled with concrete, the pit area backfilled, and
above-ground vats rinsed. I wag not at the site that day, nor
'did I witness the aforementioned activities any other day that I
was at the site.

Please revise your report accordingly. Should you have
guestions, you may contact me at 510/567-6783.

Sincerelyy/

o)t 0 -

3 . 7y, CHMM
Hazardous Ma

terials Specialist

Qc: Mee Ling Tung, Director
Pam Evang, ACDEH
Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Stuart Depper, 338 No. Canal Street, #26
So. 8an Francisco, CA 94080




ALAMEDA COUNTY ‘ P Qe
HEALTH CARE SERVICES 7 HN

ST NS
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DAYID J. KEARS, Agency Direcior

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
11531 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suita 250 ’

A g, DA 24502-6577

(510} BE7-6700

September 29, 1997 (510 337-9335 (FAX)

ATTN: Stuart Depper

Depper, Stuart
31 Muth
Orinda CA 94563

RE: Project # 5383A - Type R
at 3815 Broadway in Oakland 94612

Dear Property Owner/Designee:

Our records indicate the deposit/refund account for the above
project has fallen below the minimum deposit amount. To
replenish the account, please submit an additional deposit of
$680.00, payable to Alameda County, Environmental Health
Services.

It is expected that the amount requested will allow the project
to be completed with a zero balance. Otherwise, more money will
be requested or any unused monies will be refunded to you or
your desgignee.

The deposit refund mechanism is authorized in Section 6.92.040L
of the Alameda County Ordinance Code. Work on this project will
be debited at the Ordinance specified rate, currently $94 per hour.

Please be sure to write the following identifying information on
your check: - project #

- type of project and

- site address {see RE: line above).

If you have any questions, please contact Scott O Seery
at (510} 567-6783. '

Sincerely,

-

Tom Peacock, Manager
Environmental Protection

c: files/inspector,
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FRCOM © Panasonic FAX SYSTEM . PHONE NO. Aug. 16 1996 @7:53AM P1

GeoSolv, LLC

Fnvironmental and Hydrogeological Consulting
643 Oregon Street, Sonoma, CA 95476
Phone: (707) 9964227 Fax: (707) 996-7882

We Don’t Just Work on Your Environmental Problems, We Solve Them!

FAXMEMO
__ 1 number of pages including this cover sheet.
DATE: July 31, 1997
TO: Scott Seary (510) 337-9335 FAX

FROM: Frank Goldman

SUBJECT: Revised map for Depper

Summary: I have arranged with Precision Sampling, Inc., of San Rafael, to
drill the site according to the approved workplan on Tuesday
and Wednesday of August 19 and 20, 1997.

Please let me know if this is amenable to you.

Thank you, |

N ol [ D

Frank Goldma




ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Diractor

July 23, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suile 250

Alameda, CA 94502-6577

(510) 567-8700

STID 4389 {(510) 337-0335 (FAX)

Mr. Stuart Depper
338 North canal Street
S0, San Francisco, CA 94080

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
Dear Mr. Depper:

I have completed review of the March 11, 1997 GeoSolv, LLC work
plan, as revised July 23, 1997, for the installation of-figelve
(12) GeoProbe boreholesm in areas where drycleaning machines
operated and underground storage tanks (UST) and associated
piping are located. Soil and ground water samples are proposed
to be collected from each.

The cited GeoSolv work plan, as revised, has been accepted for
this phase of the investigation at this site, with the following
clarifications:

1) Of the soil samples ultimately collected from each boring,
at least one shall be from the ~3 foot depth, and the other
from the capillary fringe, at a minimum.

Upcn review of the report documenting this phase of work, a
determination will be made regarding the locaticns of and need
for permanent monitoring wells or additicnal assessment.

Pleage contact me at (510) 567-6783 when field work is slated to
begin. ' '

Sincerely,
@ CHMM

Se Hazardous Materials Specialist

ag: Mee Ling Tung, Director

Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Kevin Graves, RWQCHB

Leroy Griffin, Oakland Fire Department

Frank Goldman, GeoSelv, 643 Oregon St., Sonoma, CA 95476
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES
AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agerncy Director ‘ .
July 23, 1557 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Pay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda. CA 94502-6577
{510) S67-6700
STID 4393 {510) 337-9335 (FAX)

Mr. Stuart Depper
338 North canal Street :
So. San Francisco, CA 94080

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 EROADWAY, OAKLAND
Dear Mr. Depper:

I have completed review of the March 11, 1997 GeoSolv, LLC work
plan, as revised July 23, 1997, for the inetallation of twalve
(12) GecoProbe boreholes in areas where drycleaning machines
operated and underground storage tanks (UST} and associated
piping are located. Soil and ground water samples are proposed
to be collected from each.

The cited GeoSolv work plan, as revised, hag been accepted for
this phase of the investigation at this site, with the following
clarifications:

1) Of the soill samples ultimately collected from each boring,
At least one ghall be from the ~3 foot depth, and the other
from the capillary fringe, at a minimum.

Upcn review of the report documenting this phase of work, =
determination will be made regarding the locations of and need
for permanent menitoring wells or additional assessmenkt.

Please contact me at (510) 567-6782 when field work is mlated to

kjl.egin. . //ﬂ/?
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AGENCY =
DAVID J. KEARS, Ageney Dirsctor , o ,

July 23, 1997 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 24502-6577
{510) 567-6700

STID 43% (510) 337-8335 (FAX)

Mr. Stuart Depper
238 North canal Street
SC. Ban Francisco, CA 54080

RE: GLOVATORIUM, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND
Dear Mr. Depper:

I have completed review of the March 11, 1937 GeoSolv, LLC work
Plan, as revised July 23, 1997, for the installation of twelve
(12) GeoProbe boreholes in areas where drycleaning machines
operated and underground storage tanks (UST) and associated
pPiping are locatad, Soil and ground water samples are proposed
to be collected from each.

The cited GeoSolv work plan, as revised, has been accepted for
this phase of the investigation at this site, with the following
clarifications:

1) Of the soil samples ultimately collected frem each boring,
at least one shall be from the -3 foot depth, and the other
from the capillary fringe, at a minimum.

Upon review of the report documenting this phase of work, a
determination will be made regarding the locations of and need
for permanent menitoring wells or additional assessment .

Please contact me at (510) 567-6783 when field work is slated to
begin. ' '

Rl rrmarm T /ﬂ
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co T UN-25-87 UED 14:38 ZONE T WATIR AGENOY WELL  FAX WO, 51044874214 b, (2
T, S,

ZONE 7 WATER AGENCY

E097 PARKSIDE DRIVE. PLEAGANTON, CALIFORNIA 8438B-5127 PHUNE (B10; 434.2600 K13®
FAR IB10! 482-3814
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J i ALAMEDA
1131 HARBOR BAY PKWY., RM. 250, ALAMEDA, CA 94502-6577 (510)567-6700 FAX (510) 337-9355

COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH / HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR INSPECTION REPORT

STID & FACILITY NAME: PG. OF
SUPPLEMENTAL FORM
PRINT NAME: INSPECTED BY:
DATE:
SIGNATURE:
e N —

N PO T W T [ RO




1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy

[ ACAMEDA COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF 1131 Hatbor Bay Pk
ENUIRONMENTAL HEALTH 310/67-6700

yellow -facility
pink -files
Hazardous Materials Inspection Form ", {1
Site Name /);/0 fmjb f\s Today's Date_é_/_i/_?_?
Vi ..

SitelD# _____
Site Address 33/5 BM&J (/Jw [ BYM ¢ Bf”
City @a )C [ // Zip _94 Phone

—___ MAX AMT stored & 500 Ibs, 55 gal., 200 cft.?

Inspection Categories:
Haz. Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER

- .
————1l. Hazardous Materials Business Plan, Acutely Hazar dous Materials

—— lll. Under gr ound Storage Tanks

-

* Calif. Administr ation Code {CAC) or the Health & Safety Code (HS&C)
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ACAMEDA COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF 1131 Harbor Bay Pkwy

Alameda CA 94502

ENUIRONMENTAL HEALTH ~ stomer-emo

white -env.health
yellow -facility
pink -files ; ,

Hazardous Materials Inspection Form " "l
Site ID # 4‘3_? Site Name G{O\)‘R\{’J‘OML’V‘
Site Address §f5‘ M

Today's Date @ /____ _27

City © ak lw Zip 94 Phone
| ————— MAX AMT stored Sm~~—w——

. . TR
Inspection Cateqories:
e l. Haz. Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER

———. Y Hazar dous Materials Business Pan, Acutely Hazar dous Materials
_2=" lll. Under gr cund Storage Tanks

*  Calif. Administr ation Code (CAC) or the Health & Safety Code (HS&C)
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f" ' 1131 Harbor B Pk
T white -env.health ACAMEDA COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF arbor 3ay Fxwy

Alomeda CA 94502
yellow -facility

pink  -files ENUIRUNMENTHL HEALTH 510/567-6700

Hazardous Materials Inspection Form 1. 1l

SitelD# _____ Site Name Gﬂf\k&ﬂhw
Site Address SE'S %-"mn\bm?/

Today's Date = / /e 7 ? 7

City Cekfamdh Zip _94 Phone
————_ MAXAMT stored 3 500 Ibs, 55 gal., 200 cft.? ?&?e > of >
Inspection Categories: _

———w |. Haz. Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER

_D_)%Hazar dous Materials Business Plan, Acutely Hazar dous Materials
2 lIl. Under gr ound Stor age Tanks

*  Calif. Administr ation Code {CAC) or the Health & Safety Code (HS&C)
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Title Inspector
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ENUIRONMENTAL HEALTH 510/667-6700

yellow -facility
pink -files

[whrte -env.health ] M"M EDA COU Nw’ DEPARTMENT OF Ll:grlnggfgfg:sgzwy

Hazardous Materials Inspection Form "’ 1
Site ID # L_/.Z_?_ Site Name @-&vau‘\'at% Today's Date_‘?_/f‘_%/_?_z
Site Addr ess _3?15 M
City @a(cLMJ\ Zip ﬂﬁﬁ.ﬁ/ Phone

o MAX AMT stored 3 500 Ibs, 55 gal., 200 cft.?

Inspection Categories;
e |. Haz. Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER
S ar dous M aterials Business Plan, Acutely Hazar dous Materials
__J_(rn./mzder g ound Storage Tanks

*  Calif. Administr ation Code (CAC) or the Health & Safety Code (HS&C)
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HKZ 9 IN C o/SEMCO

1751 Leslie Street , San Mateo, California, (415) 572-8033 (415) 572-9734 Fax

General Engineering & Enviroumental Cortractors, License # 719103, A, B, C-61/D40, HAZ

April 2, 1997

Mr. Leroy Griffin

Hazardous Materials Supervisor
City of Oakland Fire Department
1605 Martin Luther King Drive
QOakland, California 94612

Re: 3815 Broadway, Oakland, California
Closure in place

Dear Mr. Griffin:

This letter is intended to ask for approval of 6 underground storage tanks at the above referenced
address.

Two of the USTs are located in the sidewalk outside a brick, non reinforced building with one also
being placed 1° away from a high tension power pole. The other four are completely inaccessible
with equipment and located inside the building.

HK2, Inc./SEMCO proposes to rinse and inert the UST’s to meet acceptable oxygen and LEL
levels. The USTs will be cleaned with a high pressure hot water wash. The rinsate will be
disposed under manifest to a licensed hazardous waste disposal facility.

The interior of the USTs will be inspected with a down hole camera to verify suitability for filling
in place. Please refer to the attached letter from Scott Seery at Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health.

Samples as required will be collected by Geo Solv, a separate contractor, previously retained by
the owner. The USTs will be filled with an approved inert material and concrete surface replaced

as required in work area.

Thank you for your assistance m this.f matter

o & 9\—53 f’.u .,
Sincerely, £ 0‘?‘ . cal '*% \(/9
/i {5 u\'.i - 5=
bes M ren g 2%
215 EHICE-
Chuck Kiper, CES, CE‘i % e, g i
President "’3,‘ 0’6.‘ “SSoci a\\O R
o, ’714,.0” mt"‘\ &

cc: Scott Seery e e
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el ® e
. STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM A

COMPLETE THIS FORM FCR EACH FACILITY/SITE

MARK ONLY [ 1 NEW PERMIT (] 3 ReNEWAL PEAMIT [[] 8 CHANGE OF INFORMATION [N 7 PEAMANENTLY CLOSED STTE
ONE ITEM [] 2 wTeERM PEAMIT [T] & amENDED PERMIT [] & TEMPORAAY SITE CLOSURE

|. FACILITY/SITE INFORMATION & ADDRESS - (MUST BE COMPLETED)

£5A OR FACILITY NAME NAME OF CPERATOR
(', [ OVATORLAM
n-SS ;WHEST CROSS STREST PARCEL # [CPTICNAL
2815 BR@ADV\/A-\/ lac Qethur
TiTY NAM | STATE 2IPGOCE SITE PHCGNE # WITH AREA COCE
Oak LAND Tea |79
TO‘QNESQ‘TE ] CORPCRATION  [J INDIWIDUAL [ PAATHERSHIP ] LOCAL-AGENGY ] COUNTY-AGENCY 7] STATE-AGENCY 3 FEDERAL-AGENCY
DISTRICTS
T/3& OF BUSINESS + IFINDIAN [# OF TANKS ATSITE [ £ P. 4. LD icaal
€ (] 1 GassTATION [ ] 2 DISTRIBUTOR T RiservaTion # {optional)
[] 3 FARM ] 4 PROCESSOR [] 5 OTHER CA TRUST LANDS
EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSON {PRIMARY) EMERGENCY CONTACT PERSCN (SECONDARY) - aptional
‘Ij NAME (LAST, FIAST) PHONE # WITH AREA CODE DAYS: NAME (LAST, FIRST) PHONE # WITH AREA CODE
ppel  StupRr Hs659-3677 :
WGHTS: Nalic (LAST, FIAST) PHONE # WiTH AREA CODE NIGHTS: NAME (LAST, FIRST) FHONE # WITH AREA CODE
SAME

Il. PROPERTY QWNER INFORMATION - (MUST BE COMPLETED)

NAME ’D CARE DF ADDRESS INFORMATION

STUART EPPER. _

MALING OR STREET ADDAESS ~" box pindicata % INDIVIDUAL ] LOCAL-AGENCY (] STATE-AGENCY
’53@\ N ~ NA 9“ #‘% p T CCAPORATION PARTNEASHIP [ ] COUNTY-AGENCY [ FEDERALAGENCY

| PHONE # WITH AREA CCOE

\HO-58F- 317

STATE ZiP CODE

TS50, San Frarriseo On | Q4OK/0

I, TANK OWNER INFORMATION - (MUST BE COMPLETED)

NAME CF OWNER CARAE OF ADDRESS INFORMATION
STC R :Deﬂ pefs
MALING CR STREET ADDRESS " box nindiate 1 INDIVIDUAL [ LOCAL-AGENCY ] STATE-AGENCY
33({ NCJ ()Mp‘t <T. % ) CORPORATION [} PARTNERSHIP [ ] GOUNTYAGENGY [ FEDERALAGENCY

STATE 2P COCE . PHOME # WITH AREA COCE

S San Frasciacs Ch | G400 45-557-2¢17

|V. BOARD OF EQUALIZATION UST STORAGE FEE ACCOUNT NUMBER - Call ($16) 739-2582 if questians arise.

rvakpra [4]4]-L [ [T T ]
V. LEGAL NOTIFICATION AND BILLING ADDRESS  Legal natification and billing will be sent to the tank ewner unless box 1 or Il is checked.

CHECK ONE BOX INDICATING WHICH ABOVE ADDRESS SHOULD BE USED FORA LEGAL NOTIFICATIONS AND BILLING: I E} u m w ]

AfHIS FORM HAS HEEN COMPLETED}HIDEH PENALTY OF PERJURY, AND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORAECT

TS NAME [PAIN & SIGNATURE) u) APPLICANTS TITLE CATE TOAYN ?;

Iy 7
/ COUNTY # JURISDICTION # FACILITY #
LOCATION CODE - OPTIONAL ‘CENSUS TRACT # - OPTIONAL SUPVISOR - CISTRICT CODE - OPTIONAL

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCCMPANIED BY AT LEAST (1) OR MJRE PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B, UNLESS THIS IS A CHANGE OF SITE INFORMATIGN ONlaoYoaA i
FORM A (9.5




STATE OF CALIFQANIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH TANK SYSTEM. A

Z’ 7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED ON STE

MARX ONLY 7] s CHANGE OF INFORMATION

[} t new PERMIT (] 3 meEnzway PEAMIT

CNE ITEM D 2 INTERIM PEAMIT Ej 4 AMENDED PEAMIT

D & TEMPORARY TANK CLOSURE C] 8 TANK REMOVED

DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK IS INSTALLED: /’/ﬂ/ra%/u% RSB P e iivins ’
d’

|, TANK DESCRIPTION

COMPLETE ALL ITEMS ~ SPECIFY IF UNKNOWN

(‘ag/m{c:/

A OWNER'S TANK 1 D. #

Lt monur’

8. MANUFACTURED BY:

oA

€. DATE INSTALLED (MCYDAY/YEAR) LMP&{/}’}CJ’Z(LU

B. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLONS: 7&00

[l. TANK CONTENTS

IF A-1 1S MARKED, COMPLETE ITSM C.

12 ASGULAR UNLEACED § AVIATION GAS
1b PREMIUM UNLZADED 7 METHANCL
1c MIOGRADE UNLEACED ; 5 JETFUSL | 8 M8s

[ ] 2 wescen TTHER (GESCAIAZ IN TTEM D. BELGH)

{1+ moToR vEMICLE FUEL

(W2 PETROLEUM

(] 3 cHEMICAL PROCUCT

[] 4on
[ 8o empTY

[T} o5 uniknown

A

8. e L1
Em/pnooucr %
[} 2 wasTe

L. IF{A.1)IS NOT MARKED, ENTER NAME OF SUBSTANCE STORED é o N7_.-
fl. TANK CONSTRUCTION

MARIK ONE ITEM ONLY IN BCXES A, 3. AND C, ANO ALL THAT APPLIES IN 80X D AND E

5 INTEAMAL BLADCER SYSTEM | 35 UMKNQWN

i TERICA LN
A, TYPE GF Q/ooums WALL 3 SINGLE WALL WITH EXTEZRICR U FR
SYSTEM (V"2 sinGLE waLL (] « singie watl IN A vauLT - [] = ormHer
B TANK {E/1 BARE STEEL 2 STAINLESS STESL [ | 3 FiERGLASS [ | 4 STEELCLAD W/ FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
MATERIAL [ ] s concagTE [ s PoLrvinvL CHLORIDE [ ] 7 ALUMINUM [ ] B 1c0% METHANOL COMPATISLE WIFAP
(Primary Task) ™1 o BRONZE [ 10 cawvamzeo STEEL [ | 95 UNKNQWN [ 1 s oTher
i : 4 PHENCLIC LININ
C.INTERIOR ] 1 museer unen 2 ALKYD LINING (] 2 eroxy uning [ ] ENCLIC LINING
LINING OR [] s arass uning ) & ununeo - unkvown [ ] 99 OTHER
COATING IS LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 100% METHANCL? YES . NO___
D. EXTERIOR [] 1 poLvETHYLENE WRAP [_] 2 COATNG 3 vINYL WRAP [ ] 4 FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
CORROSION ol
PROTECTION D 5 CATHODIC PROTECTION [__—l 31 NONE : 45 UNKNOWN D 99 OTHER

SPILL CONTAINMENT INSTALLED (YEAA) QVEAFILL PREVENTION EQUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)

E. SPILL AND QVERFILL, et¢. prop TUBE YES NO " STRIKEA PLATE YES NO DISPENSER CONTAINMENT YES NO

IV. PIPING INFDHMAT@ CIACLE A IF ABOVE GAOUND OR U !F UNDERGAQUND, BOTH IF APPLICABLE

A. SYSTEM TYPE A4 7 sucrion AU 2 PRESSURE AU 3 GRAVITY A U 4 FLEXBLEPIFING A U 39 OTHER

B. CCNSTRUCTION A@‘i SINGLE WALL AU 2 DCUBLE wALL A U 3 UNED TRENCH A U 95 UNKNOWN Al 93 OTHER

C. MATERIAL AND A U 1 BARE STEEL A U 2 STAINLES3 STEEL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PVC)A U 4 FIBERGLASS PIPS
CORROSION AU 5 ALUMINUM A U & CONCRETE A U 7 STEEL W/ COATING A U g 100% METHANCL COMPATIBLE W/FAP
PROTECTION A U 9 GALVANIZED STEEL A U 10 CATHODIC PROTECTION A 5 UNKNOWN AU 99 OTHEA .

D. LEAK DETECTION [ e De o [ ]2 Bt [ fguaigs wiowmn ]V EEGTO0e OF [ ¢ Wnou e [ oveod LG AU AT

V.TANK LEAK DETECTION 4
O v e e N L e T L
O " spmee s ) o e (3 i O 0 B0 v O] o oo [ omen

VI. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION (PeaMaNENT CLOSUAE IN-PLACE)

1, ESTIMATED DATE LAST USED (MOIDAYNH) 2 ESTIMATED QUANTITY OF ] 3. WAS TANK FILLED WI'I;H ves [ w~o [

f SUBSTANCE REVAINING GALLONS INEAT MATERIAL

THIS FGAM HAS BEEN COM#TED UNDE%':NALTY OFféFn’JUF?V AND TQ THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TAUE AND CORRECT

%MQ%WJ 297

LOCAL AGENCY USE OJ(LY THE sr LD. NUMBEFIAé COMPOSED OF THE FOUR NUMBERS BELOW
COUNTY # a(URISDICTION # FACILITY & TANK #
HNREEE

CL] i f ] LT[

PERMIT APPACVED BY/DATE PEAMIT EXPIRATICN DATE

TAMK OWNER'S NAME
(PRINTED & SIGNATURE)

STATE |.D.#

PERMIT MUMBER

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FOAM A HAS BEEN FILED. FORM G MUST BE COMPLETED FOR INSTALLATIONS. THIS FORM
SHOULD BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PLOT PLAN. FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGULATIONS

FORM B {5-95)




' I STATE OF CALFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOQURCES CONTROL BOARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPARATE FORM FCR EACH TANK SYSTEM.

P
MARK ONLY [ ] 1 new permr [ 3 mENEwAL PERMIT [T s CHANGE OF INFORMATION @/ 7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED ON SiTS
ONE ITEM D 2 INTERIM PERMIT D 4 AMENDED PSAMIT D § TEMPORARY TANK CLOSURE D 8 TANK REMGOVED

DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK IS INSTALLED: G/mofm (1 /ﬂ{, gg/q E i j [ )/. A’/& M

|. TANK DESCRIPTION COMPLETE ALL ITEMS = SPECIEY IF UMKNOWN

-
A OWNER'S TANK LD # /Mﬂf}?[! ) B. MANUFACTURED BY: (mi%}

i 7
C. BATE INSTALLED (MO/DAY/YEAR) D. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLOMS:
CA/M,/‘{ ML D scr?
I. TANK CONTENTS IF A-1 15 MARKED, COMPLETE iTEM C.

s [} 1 MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL [3 e on

B.
V72 PETROLEUM :] g0 EMPTY mnooucr

c 12 REGULAR UNLEADED D DIESEL § AVIATION GAS

[ & premum unLzaoED GAsAHCL [ | 7 METHANCL
_ (1 1c miarane wezaned FUEL § 8 M85
[ 2 cHEMICAL PRODUCT [] o5 uninown [] 2 waste [ ] 2 Leaoeo Mﬁhi“ (CESCAIZE N [TEV D. BELOY

5
D. IF (4.1} IS NQT MARKED, ENTEA NAME OF SUBSTANGCE STORED 52-, i/ Cl\77—" CASH:

Il TANK CONSTRUCTION  MARK ONE ITEM ONLY N BOXES A, 8. AND C. AND ALL THAT APPLIES IN 80X D AND €

A TYPE OF [ ] 1 pousts waLL [ ] = SiNGLE WALL WiTH EXTERICA LINER [_] 5 WTERMAL BLADDER SYSTEM [ | 55 UNKNOWN
SYSTEM 2 SGLE WAL (3 4 smaie watl v A vauLT ] s oTHeER

B TANK E/BAHESTEEL ] 2 stamusss svesc [ ] 3 AseAciass [ ] 4 STEELCLAD W/ FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
MATERIAL [] s concrete D § PCLYVINYL CHLCRICE | 7 ALUMINUM ] 8 100% METHANGL COMPATIELE WiFAP
{PrimaryTank) ™ g gronze 7] ro cavawizes stesr [ ] 85 Unknown [ ] e OTHER

C. INTERIOR ] 1 RuBSER UNED ] 2 aero uNvG [] 2 eroxy LNING [ ] 4 PHENGUC LINING
LINING OR | 5 GLASS LINING [] & ununen W UNKNOWN [] 99 oThes
COATING IS LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 10C% METHANGL? YES __ NO__

D.EXTERIOR [ 1 1 POLYETHYLENE wRAP [ ] 2 COATING (] 3 vinvl wRaP [ ] 4 FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
CORROSION
PROTECTION ] s cathooic pAoTECTION [ ] 91 NONE {3735 UNKNOWN (] 99 otHER

SPILL CONTAINMENT INGTALLED (YE&AT OVERFILL FAEVENTION EGUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR]

E. SPILL AND OVERFILL. et. paop ruse vES NO TAIKER FLATE YES NO DISPENSER CONTAINMENT YES NG

IV. PIPING INFORMATION CIACLE A IF ABQVE GROUND OR U IF UNDERGAOUND, BOTH IF APBLICABLE

A, SYSTEMTYPE afi_n sucrion A U 2 PRESSURE AU 2 GRAVITY AU 4 FLEXIBLEPIPING A U 99 OTHEA

8. CONSTRUCTICN A@x SINGLE WALL A U 2 DOUBLE WALL A U 3 UNED TRENCH A U 95 UNKNCWHN A U 99 OTHER

£. MATERIAL AND A U 1 BARE STEEL A U 2 STAINLESS STEEL A U 3 PCLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PVCIJA U 4 FIBERGLASS PIFE
CGRROSION AU 5 ALUMINUM A U 8 CONCRETE A U 7 STEEL W/ COATING AU g 100% METHANGL COMPATIBLE WiFAP
PROTECTION AU 9 GALVANIZED STESL A U 10 CATHODICPROTECTION  ACD)9s LNKNOWN AU 59 OTHER

= il
E:} 1 MECHANICAL LINE LEAK 2 UNE NIGHTNESS 3 CONTIRLCUS INTZASTITAL 4 ELECTACHIC UNE 5 AUTCMATIC PUWP 5! { &i - 7 ff
D. LEAK DETECTION DETECTOA D TESTING - D UCKITCRING ' LEAR DETECTOR SHUTDOWN @49 oTrER L :
V.TANK LEAK DETECTION

[ 1 vua. e MR O e, ¢ aamge e T SR (7 Rie™
D 7 ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%‘é%ﬁs INTEASTITIAL D s SIR ] %%&%:J;:g% 10 :}ﬂéJSN_‘:Il':‘HéY TANK m UNKNOWN D 93 OTHER

VI. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION (PERMANENT CLOSURE IN-PLACE)

1 SSTIMATED DATE LAST LSS0 MOAYIYR) L BSTANGE PEMAIING. saons | wentuarenate e 1w

THIS FORM HAS BEEN COM%TED UNDER PgﬂALTY OF P:RJUHy'Ah.'D TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TAUE AND CORRECT

TANK QWNER'S NAME oATE
{PRINTED & SIGNATURE) %Zd&%/l/)ﬂ//‘ /MA—J , %;',4 7

LOCAL AGENCY USE Op((Y THE STATE w/ NUMBER IS compﬁn OF THE FOUR NUMBERS BELOW

7 coUNTY #  JURISDICTICN # FACILITY # TANK #
STATE|.D.# (1) I LTI id Ll it
PEAMIT NUMBEA PERMIT APPROVED BY/DATE I PEAMIT EXPIRATICN DATE

1S FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY & PERMIT APPLICATICN - FORM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FOAM A HAS BEEN FILED. FORM C MUST BE COMPLETED FOR INSTALLATIONS. THIS FORM
SHOULD BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PLOT PLAN. FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENGCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND S$TORAGE TANK REGULATIONS

FORM B (6-95}



STATE OF CALIFORMIA
STATE WATER RESCURCES CONTROL 8QARD

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPARATE FCRM FOR EACH TANK SYSTEM,

——

MARKONLY [T ] t NEW PERMIT [ 3 RENEWAL PERMIT [ 5 CHANGE OF INFORMATICN X 7 PEAMANENTLY CLOSED ONSITE
QONE ITEM D 2 INTEAIM PERMIT D 4 AMENDED PEAMIT i: & TEMPORARY TANK CLOSURE I TANK REMGVED
DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK IS INSTALLED: (L | m\ A o2 1 L, - 2006 Pracdwett « Cr¥ e
4 S A ¥ ™y
. TANK DESCRIPTION  COMPLETE ALL ITEMS — SPECIFY IF UNKNOWN 0
A OWNER'S TANK LL.D.# 8. MANUFACTURED BY: i
LN AN AN N
C. DATE INSTALLED (MOTAY/EAR ‘ - 0. TANK CAPAGITY IN GALLONS: Py
‘ B S W e T\ Sapac b oo
iI. TANKCONTENTS £ A.11SMARKED. COMPLETE TEME,
a [ 1 MCTOR VEHICLE FUEL [+ 8. te. [ J&f;gé || 3 bEsaL [} & AVIATION GAS
; . (-
[ 2 PETROLEUM [] =0 ewery (A" rroouct [] tePRemm L ¢ GASAHOL [ 7 meThanoL
e . UNLEACED [ ] 5 JETFUEL
[} 2 cHEmCAL PRODUCT [ = unkvown (] 2was™® | [] 212400 [T 0 QTHEA (DESCRIBE IN ITEM D. BELOW)
0. IF (A1} 1S NOT MARKED, ENTER NAME OF SUBSTANCE STORED ;
A} & 3 2 gﬁi.ué")\f?_ C.AS:
M. TANK CONSTRUCTION  MARKONE ITEMONLY INBOXES A. 3. AND G, AND ALL THAT ARSLIES N BOX D AND €
A TYPEOF ] 1 DouBLE walLL [T 2 SINGLE WALL WiTH EXTERICR LINER 71 95 UNKNGWN
SYSTEM W72 SINGLE Wal [ 4 SECONCARY CONTANMENT (VAULTEDTANK) | 99 OTHER
B TANK m/n' BARE STEEL [ ] 2 sTaiMEss STEEL [ ] 3 FBSAGLASS [ | + STEEL CLAD W/FiBERGLASS RENFORCED PLASTIC
‘MATERiAL J____] 5 CONGRETE Q § PCLYVINYL CHLORICE [* 7 ALUMINUM D 3 100% METHANOL CCMPATIBLE W/FRP
(Primary Tank) ] o sronzs [0 1c cALvaNIZED STEZL [ ] 95 UNKNOWN [ ] =8 om™ER
(] ¢ muBBEA LINED [} 2 AXYD LNiNG (7] 3 ePoxy LINNG [ 4 PHENOLIC LINING
C. INJ:;:gH (] 5 alass LINiNG [T s LMLNeD 5 UNKNOWN f % OTHESR
15 LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 100% METHANOL 7 YEZ ___ NO___
D.CORROSION L 1 POLYETHYLENE WRaP [ | 2 COATING ] 3 vavLwAsP [ ] 4 FISERGLASS AEINFORCED PLASTIC
PROTECTION [ | 5 CATHODICPROTECTION __| 91 NCNE g% unknown [ ] s oTHeA
E, SPILL AND OVERFILL SPILL CONTAWMENT INSTALLED (YEAR) OVEAFILL PREVENTION EQUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)
iV, PIPING INFORMATION CIRCLE A IF ABOVE GAOUND OR U IF UNDERGAOUNG, BOTH IF APPLICABLE
A, SYSTEMTYPE A®1 SLCTION A U 2 PRESSURE AU 3 GRaVITY _ AU 39 OTHER
B. CONSTRUCTION A @1 SINGLE WALL A U 2 OOUBLE WALL A U 3 LINED THENCH A U 95 UNKNOWN A U 99 GTHER
©. MATERIAL AND A U 1 BARE STEEL A U 2 STAINLESS STEZL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORICE (P¥C)A U ¢ FIBEAGLASS PIPE
CORRQSION A U 5 ALUMINUM A U & CONCRETE A U 7 STEEL W/ COATING A Y g 100% METHANOL COMPATIALE W/IFRP
PROTECTION A U 9 GALVANIZED STEEL A U 10 CATHCDIC PROTECTICN A@ss UNKNCWN AU 99 OTHER
D. LEAK DETECTION [ |1 AUTOMATICLINELEAKCETECTOR [ | 2 LINE TIGHTNESS TESTING ¢ ﬂgﬁfgmﬁ EA CTHER_ /4 &ngg;& 2
V. TANK LEAK DETECTION
[ ] 1 visuaL ciEcK || 2 INVENTORY RECONCILATION | 3 VADOZE MONITORING [__| 4 AUTOMATIC TANK GAUGING [__| § GROUND WATER MOMITQRING
(] 6 TANK TESTING [ ] 7 INTERSTITIALMONITCAING || 51 NONE 45 LUNKNOWN (] 99 amHER
V1. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION
1. ESTIMATED DATE LAST LISED (MC/CAYAR) 2, ESTIMATED QUANTITY OF 3, WAS TANK FILLED WITH Yes ] ne (]
SUBSTANCE REMAINING GALLONS INERT MATERIAL 7 :

THIS FORM HAS BEEN CON]I%_ETED UNDER BENALTY OF PERJURY, AND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE. IS TRUE AND CORRECT

S/ AAS S S i

7’
LOCAL AGENCY USE ONL/Y THE STATE I.BAUMBER 5 composgo OF THE FOUR NUMBERS BELOW

COUNTY #  JURISDICTICN # FACILITY # TANK #
STATELDA L L) DT TTT] LTl
PEAMIT NUMBER | PEAMIT APPROVED 31/DATE PEAMIT EXPIRATICN DATE
;
FORM 8 {7-91) THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PERMIT APPLICATION - FORAM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FORM A MAS BEEN FILED.

FORGS43-RS



. . STATE OF CALIFORNIA .

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

CCMPLETE A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH TANK SYSTEM.

MARK OMNLY (] 1 new PERMIT [ ] 3 ReNgwAL PEAMIT 5 CHANGE OF INFORMATION @/r PEAMANENTLY CLOSED COM SITE
ONE ITEM D 2 INTEAIM PERMIT |:] 4 AMENOED PERMIT D 6 TEMPQRARY TANK CLOSURE 8 TANK REMOVED

DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE Tank is isTaLLeD: (S L oA TH R\ = 2RI[5 BR,\HDLQQLL \ Onkla
. TANK DESCRIPTION  cOMPLETE ALL ITEMS — SPECIFY IF UNKNDWN

A OWNER'S TANK LD # : , 8. MANUFACTURED BY: hL/V\Ki\}CjL
Liw M Mcraand \ L0 (N
C. DATE INSTALLED (MG/DAY/YEAR) umv\_ D. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLONS: 3%0
II. TANK CONTENTS IF A-1 1S MARKED, COMPLETE ITEM C.

A (] t MOTOR VEMICLE FUEL ]+ on B. c L] 1aAsquAR unEROED || 2 DIESEL [ | B AVIATIGNGAS
, 1h PREMILIM UNLEAD ASAH ;
E/Z PETROLEUM D a0 EMPTY T 7 sACCUCT D EMILM UNLEACED D 4 GASAHCL m 7 METHANOUL
[ ] 1c wocRane unEACED s JETFUEL || 8 Mmas
[_] 2 cremicaLProDUCT [] o5 unnown [ 2 waste (] 2 teacen 99 OTHER (DESCABE INITEM D BELOW)
D. IF {A.1)15 NOT MARKED, ENTEA NAME OF SUBSTANCE STORED 5{,.’ Vs C.AS#:
H. TANK CONSTRUCTION  maRK ONE ITEM ONLY INBOXES A, B, AND C, AND ALL THAT APPLIES IN BOX D AND €
A. TYFE OF [_] 1 DOUBLE WALL (] 3 SINGLE WALL WITH EXTERICR LINER (] 5 INTEANAL BLADDEA SYSTEM [ ] 95 UNKnOWN
SYSTEM 2 SINGLE WALL [ 4 sINGLE WALL IN A vAULT [ 98 oTHeA
B TANK EE(‘BAHESTEEL [] 2 stamiess sTEsL I FIBERGLASS [} 4 sTEELCLAD W/FiBEAGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
MATERIAL ] s concrets (] & Pourvinvt CHWORICE [ 7 alUMINGS ] & 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WFAP
(Primary Tank} ™7 3 gRonzE [] 1o Gavamizeo stest [ es unknows [ | 93 OTHER
C. INTERIOR (] 1 mueser uneD [ 2 ALKYD LINING [} agroxy uning [ ] 4 PHENCUC LNING
LINING OR [] 5 cLass uming [ & ununep 95 UNKNCWN 83 CTHER
COATING IS UNING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 100% METHANOL ? YES__ NO__
D. EXTERI;)H [T1 1 POLYETHYLENE wRaP [ | 2 CCATING [] 3 viNvL wRap [ ] 4 FIBERGLASS AEINFORCED PLASTIC
CCRAROSION
PROTECTION [} 5 CATHODIC PROTECTION D 91 NONE 95 UNKNOWN [} 99 oTuer
SPILL CONTAINMENT INSTALLED (YEAR) CVERFILL PREVENTION EGUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)
E. SPILL AND OVERFILL, ete. prop Tuss ves NG TRIKER PLATE YES NO DISPENSER CONTAINMENT YES ND
IV. PIPING INFORMATION CIRCLE A IF ABOVE GAQUND 0A U |F UNDEAGROUND, BOTH IF APPLICABLE
A. SYSTEM TYPE AQDn sucTion A U 2 PRESSUARE AU 3 GRAWTY A U 4 FLEXBLEPIFING A 1 29 OTHES
B, constaucToN A 1 smeis waly AU 2 DOUBLE wALL A U 3 LINED TRENCH A U 25 UNKNOWN AU 93 OTHER
C. MATERIAL AND A U 1 BARESTEEL A U 2 STAINLESS STEEL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PVCiA Ul 4 FIEERGLASS PIPE
CORROSION AU 5§ ALUMINUM A Y 5 CONCRETE A U 7 STEELW/ CDATING A U 3 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WiERP
PROTECTION A U 9 GALVANIZED STEEL A Y 10 CATHOCIC PROTECTION AT 95 UNKNOWN A It 99 OTHEAR
1 MECHAMICAL LINE LEAK 2 UKE NGHTNESS J ZONTINLCUS INTEASTITIAL 4 ELECTRCNIC LNE 5 ALTCMATIC PUMP :i ﬂe’ﬂ:?:fﬂ
D. LEAK DETECTION [ ] CETZCTOR TESTHG WOWTCENG {EAK CETECTCR SHYTDCWN [3}40“‘5“
V. TANK LEAK DETECTION
2 MANUAL INVENTORY 3 VADDZS 4 AUTOMATIC TANK S GROUND WATER B ANNUAL TANK
[ 1 visuaL creck RECONGILATION MCNITORING U aleme MONITORING TESTING
[} 7 CONTINUQUS INTERSTITIAL D & SR 9 WEEKLY MANUAL 10 MONTHLY TANK 95 LINKNOWN [ ] 9o omeR
MONITORING TANK GAUGING TESTING
VL TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION (PERMANENT CLOSURE IN-PLACE)
1. ESTIMATED DATE LAST USED (MC/DAY/YR) 2. ESTIMATED QUANTITY OF 3WASTANKFILLEDWITH  ves (] o []
SUBSTANCE REMAINING _________ GALLONS INERT MATERIAL 7

THIS FORAM HAS BEEN COMPLETED UNDER PENALPY OF PERJURY, AND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

TANK CWNER'S NAME { DATE (74'
{PRINTED & SIGNATURE) { 6 ; /)'lﬁ/ (é: E 2’? 7
= A LS LA 2

LOCAL AGENCY USE ONL\/ THE STATE LD, NU&(BEH 3 composeﬁ THE FOUR NUMBERS BELOW

_ COUNTY #  JURISDICTION # FACILITY # TANK #
STATELD# () O LTI LTl
PERMIT NUMBER PERMIT APPRAOVED B8Y/DATE | PEAMIT EXPIRATION QATE

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PEAMIT APPLICATION - FORM A, UNLESS & CURRENT FORM A HAS BEEN FILED. FORM C MUST BE COMPLETED FOR INSTALLATIONS. THIS FORM
SHOULD BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PLOT PLAN, FILE THIS FOAM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY (MPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGULATIONS

FORM B (6-35)




T @ @
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE WATEA AESCURCES CONTROL BOARD
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPAAATE FORM FOR EACH TANK SYSTEM.

MARK ONLY ] 1 nEw pEamiT 3 RENEWAL PEAMIT I 5 CHANGE OF INFORMATICHN Z, 7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED ONSiTE
CHE ITEM D 2 INTERIM PERMIT [] ¢ Am=ENDED PERMIT [] & TEMPCRARY TANK CLOSURE 8 TANK AEMCVED

DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK IS NSTALLED: (0 /v ( seader o its ). AR/ 5
. TANK DESCRIPTION  COMPLETE ALLITEMS — SPECISY IF UNKNOWN ‘

A OWNER'S TANK 1.D.¥ /7 M Ne7e b@ B. MANUFACTURED BY: W{/f) h LM(-)
C. DATE INSTALLED (MO/DAY/YEAR) i} M/n LA D. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLOMNS: 5/00 A
II. TANK CONTENTS IF A-115 MARKED, COMPLETE ITEM C.

Ao [] 1 moteR veHicLE FusL 7 ¢ on 8. o | ransmurunecss [ ] 3 oEsEL [ ] 6 AVIATION Gas
5 MLEADE: ,
[ A2 PeTROLEUM [ ] s ety [T erocucT (] 1o pacum mespzs [ 4 GasarcL ] 7 memHancL
{] 1o socRape unzsoen [ ] 5 seTRUEL [ ] 8 Mes
(] s cremicaL PRcoUCT [} 55 unrnown | [] 2 waste (] 2 LeacED [ oTHER (DESCAISE IN T2M 0. BELOW!
D. IF [A.1)1S NOT MARKED, ENTER NAME OF SUSSTANCE STCRED f)o( 0‘&\/‘)" C.AS¥:
il TANK CONSTRUCTION  MaRK GNE ITEM ONLY IN BOXES A, B, AND G. AND ALL THAT APPLIES iN BOX D ANG E
A TYPE OF (] 1 oouste waLL [ 3 SINGLE WALL WITH EXTERIOR LUNER [T 5 NTERNAL BLADCER SYSTEM { ] 95 UNKNGWN
SYSTEM MS:NGLE WALL I:] 4 SINGLE WALL IN A VAULT - [] 9 ovhea
8. TANK [~ Bare sTEZL (] 2 stamiess seet [ ] 3 FIBERGLASS [ ] 4 STESLGULAD W/FIBEAGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
MATERIAL [ ] s concaete [(7] 8 POLYVINYL CHLCRIDE || 7 ALUMINUM [ & 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WiFRP
(Primary Tank) ™ 3 smonze [] 10 GawvaniZED STEEL [ ] 95 UNKNOWN [] s oTHER
C. INTERIOR (] 1 RusesA unED [ 2 akro uninG (] 3 eroxy uNinG || 4 PHENOLIC LINING
LINING CR (] 5 6LAsS LNiNG [ 7 6 ununeo [L4~95 UNKNCWN [ ] 99 omHzn
COATING IS LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 180% METHANCL ? YES ___ NO_
D. EXTERIOR [ 1 poLvETHYLENE wAap [ ] 2 COATING [] s vinvt wrap [ ] 4 FIBEAGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
CORROSION
PROTECTION D 5 CATHODIC PROTECTION |:| 31 NONME []'{UNKNOWN D 99 OTHER
SPILL CONTAINMENT INSTALLED (YEAR) QVEAFILL FREVENTICN ECUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)
E. SPILL ANDQVERFILL, ete. ppopTies vES NOD TRINES PLATE YES NO DISPENSEA CONTAINMENT YES ND
iV. PIPING INFORMATION CIRCLE A IF ABOVE GASUND 0A U IF UNDERGADUND, BOTH IF APPLICABLE
A. SYSTEM TYPE AUt sucmion A U 2 PRESSURE AU 3 GRawTY AU & FLEXIBLEPIPING A U 39 OTHER
B. CONSTRUCTICN A@1 SINGLE WALL A U 2 DOUBLE WALL A U 3 UMED TAENCH A U 95 UNKNOWN AU 9% OTHER
€. MATERIAL AND A L' 1 BaRg STEEL A U 2 STAINLESS STEEL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PVC)A U ¢ FIBERGLASS PIPE
CORROSION AU 5 ALUMINUM A U § CONCRETE A U 7 STEEL W/GOATING A U 3 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WFRF
FROTECTION A U 9 GALYANIZED STEEL A U 10 CATHOOIC PROTECTION A 5 UNKNOWN A U 99 OTHER

il
D. LEAK DETECTION [T]" St tWE LS [T7] 2 Lhe namass (7] 3 ST wWisksTmaL [14 SLECTROuC e [ ] S AVIMATC P00 8 omen{ g AA AU
V. TANK LEAK DETECTION

O e e e 1ot ]+ Ao e ¢ gmm e (¢ s
01 7 gamymesresme O 4 on O+ S O o B o omen (O oves
V9. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION (peamanent CLOSURE IN-PLACE]

e ] AT ) oD

TAIS FORM HAS BEEN COM#TED UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURYyAND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

TANK QWNER'S NAME f DATE

(PRINTED & SGNATUREY
. NUMBER IS COMP@SED OF THE FQUR NUMBERS BELOW

LOCAL AGENCY USE ONLY THESTATEL

COUNTY # JURISDICTION # FACILITY # TANK #
STATELDA L) L) Tl PP ] LT
PERMIT NUMSER | PERMIT AFFROVED BY/DATE l PEAMIT EXPIRATION DATE

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED 8Y A PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FORM A HAS BEEN FILED. FORM C MUST BE COMPLETED FQR INSTALLATIONS. THIS FCRM
SHOULD BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PLOT PLAN, FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANX REGULATIONS

FORM 3 (6-9%



co . $TATE OF CALIEGRNIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD :
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM B

COMPLETE A SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH TANX SYSTEM.

P
MARK ONLY (] 1 New peRmm [] 3 AeNEwAL PERMIT [] 5 CHANGE OF INFORMATION ‘3/7 PERMANENTLY CLOSED ON SITE
ONE [TEM [} 2 TERIM PEAMIT [] ¢ AMENDED PERMIT [[] 6 TEMPORARY TANK CLOSURE [ | 8 TANK REMOVED
DBA OR FACILITY NAME WHERE TANK IS INSTALLED: ééh e 1P0e xe] , Ochls ’”5(,

|, TANK DESCRIPTION  cOMPLETE ALL ITEMS — SPECIFY IF UNKNOWN

A OWNERS TANK I 0. ¥ 7 “4(&1 P ) | B. MANUFAGTURED BY: /74t !{ ' il U
C. DATE INSTALLED {MO/DAYYEAR) / 1 /KA/ ¢ LK ) | D. TANK CAPACITY IN GALLONS: - 41- /C:UO
W sla :
Il. TANK CONTENTS IF A-1 1S MARKED, COMPLETE ITEM C.

e L 1a REGWAR UMEAOED [ | 3 DIESEL || 6 AVIATIONGAS

A [ 1 MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL ] aon B . :
9| .
MPETHOLEUM ] w0 ewer AoDUCT 10 PREMAM UNLEADED [ | 4 GasaHoL [ | 7 METHANGL
1c MIDGRADE UNLEACED % s ogeveust [ 8 M3

[ s cremicaL PaoDUCT (] s5 unknows [ 1 2 waste (] 2 Leapen 99 OTHER (DESCRIBE N ITEM D. 8ELOV)
. IF{A.1}18 NOT MARKED, ENTER NAME OQF E :
(A1) £ E OF SUSSTANCE STCRED ..._ﬁ-/‘JCUé/\]T‘ C.AS
. TANK CONSTRUCTION  MaRK ONE ITEM ONLY INBOXES A, 8, AND C, AND ALL THAT APPLIES IN BOX D AND £
A TYPE OF ] 1_oauste waw, [C] 3 SINGLE WALL WITH EXTEAIOA LINEA [ ] 5 INTERNAL BLADDER SYSTEM [ 95 UNKNOWN
SYSTEM 2 SINGLE WALL I:] 4 SINGLE WALL IN A VAULT D 53 OTHEAR
e
B TANK y#1 BARE STEEL (7 2 stamiess sTes.. { ] 3 FEERGLASS [ | 4 STEELCLAD W/ FIBEAGLASS ASINFORCED PLASTIC
MATERIAL [ ] s concreTe (1 & pourvnvi CHLORIGE [ ] 7 ALUMINUM (] 8 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WFRAP
{Primary Tank} [} s sronze (7 1o GaLvANIZED STEEL [_| 95 UNKNOWN ] 99 oTHER
¢. INTERIOR G 1 RUBBER UNED ] 2 Ao uning [] 3 eroxy uminGg [ ] 4 PHENOLIC LINING
LINING OR ] s Gass uNiNG [] & unumep [ usnown  [T] 98 oThen
COATING IS LINING MATERIAL COMPATIBLE WITH 100% METHANGL ? YES __ NO___
D-gé;g%‘ggh‘ [C] 1 rouveTHYLENE wRap [ 2 COATING [ ] 3 vivi wrap [ ] 4 FIBERGLASS REINFORCED PLASTIC
PROTECTION D 5 CATHCBIC PAQTECTION D 91 NOMNE MUNKNOWN l:l 98 QTHER
SPILL CONTAINMENT INSTALLED [YEAR} GVERFILL PREVENTION CLUIPMENT INSTALLED (YEAR)
E.SPILL AND OVERFILL, ete. prop Tuge ves NG STAIKER PLATE YES NG DISPENSER CONTAINMENT YES NO
V. PIPING INFORMATICN CIRCLE A IF ABOVE GROUND OR U IF UNDERGAGUND, BOTH IF APPLICABLE
A, SYSTEM TYPE A SUCTICN A U 2 PRESSURE AU 3 GRAVITY AU 4 FLEXIBLEPIPING A U 39 OTHERA
}
8. CONSTRUCTION U1 SINGLE WALL A U 2 DOUBLE waALL A U 3 UNED TRENCH A U 85 UNKNOWN AU 99 OTHER
C. MATERIAL AND A U 1 BARE STEEL A Y 2 STAINLESS STEEL A U 3 POLYVINYL CHLORICE {PVCIA U 4 FIBERGLASS PIPE
CCRROSION A U 5 ALUMINUM A U & CONCRETE " A U 7 STEEL W/COATING A U g 100% METHANOL COMPATIBLE WiFARP
PROTECTION A U 9 GALVANIZED STEEL A U 10 CATHCOIC PROTECTION n@s UNKNCWN A U 83 OTHER )

1 D. LEAK CETECTION E]1 :EF‘.II;H;;:AL LINE LEAK D 2 %N:nﬂgmﬁass 1 agv:‘n:::\;:r::: INTERSTITSAL 4 Ej;:rgg:gg#:z D 5 Q:LC&\I:: PUWP m/g': OTHE#W
3 L4
V. TANK LEAK DETECTION '

1 VISUA H 2 MANLUAL INVENTORY A VADOZE 4 AUTOMATIC TANK 5 GROUND WATER & ANMUAL TANK
e, S  CSCONGUATINT = NOVIONNG, ot ] 0 Seaeis ran %/" 5 omam
MONITORING TANK GAUGING TESTING
VI. TANK CLOSURE INFORMATION (PEAMANENT CLOSURE IN-PLACE)
1, ESTIMATED DATE LAST USED (MO/DAY/YH} 2 Esstaln;ﬂEg gg;NﬂmmN%F | GALLONS 3 WASI-NT;:TK;L'—;-EQKIH ves (] ~o [

THIS FORM HAS BEEN COMP#D UNDER PENMY OF PERJUR WD TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

TANK OWNER'S NAME - DATE
[PRINTED & SIGNATURE) J_,() 9/_, g__ ? '7
et Ao 7

LCCAL AGENCY USE C}Nf\f THE STATE L)Y NUMBER IS COMPASED OF THE FOUR NUMBERS BELGW
4

_ COUNTY #  JURISDICTION # FACILITY # TANK #
STATE 1D ] il i) iy
PEAMIT NUMBER PEAMIT APPAQVED BY/CATE PERMIT EXPIRATION DATE

THIS FORM MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A PERMIT APPLICATION - FORM A, UNLESS A CURRENT FORM A HAS BEEN FILED. FORM C MUST BE COMPLETED FOR INSTALLATIONS, THIS FORM
SHOULD BE ACCOMPAKIED BY A PLOT PLAN. FILE THIS FORM WITH THE LOCAL AGENCY IMPLEMENTING THE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGULATIONS

FCAM B (6-95)



ALAMEDA COUNTY iALTH CARE SERVICES - EN'\WONMENTAL PROTECTION

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April 1, 1997

TO: Stuart Depper Transmitted via Facsimile (415) 589-3673
FROM: Scott Seery

SUBJ: Requirements for gaining "reasonable" viewing access to

USTs to be closed in place in order to determine degree of
sludge/product removal and cleaning effectiveness

As we discussed today, I expect that a reasonable attempt to view
the inside of the subject underground storage tanks (UST) be made
to 1) determine success of product and sludge removal, and 2} to
gauge effectiveness of tank cleaning efforts.

Typically, it is necessary to expose the top of and gain access
to each UST. Should manways or other removable bulkheads be
present atop each, such may be removed to gain access to the
interior of the tank. Alternatively it is often necessary to cut
a hole into a UST using nonsparking tools (i.e., "nibbler") to
affect the same access to a tank’s interior.

In vour case I have agreed to allow your contractor to use a
"down-hole" camera or camera-like device to view the interior of
each tank to be closed in place. This will accomplish the same
as opening a bulkhead or cutting a hole. The downside, of
course, is that should the tank not be adequately cleaned or
voided of product/sludge, you may have to proceed with breaking
concrete, exposing tank tops, and gaining access in the ways
noted previously.

Lastly, permission for allowing in place closure, although
accommodated in the UST laws, is per the discretion of the Fire
Marshall. You should call Mr. Leroy Griffin of Oakland Fire @
(510) 238-7759 to get clearance for all tanks to be proposed for
in place closure.

¢: Larry Blazer
Chuck Kiper, SEMCO
Frank Goldman, GeoSolwv
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ALAMEDA COUNTY EEALTH CARE SERVICES - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April 1, 19287

TO: Stuart Depper Transmitted via Facsimile (415) 5895-3679

FROM: Scott Seery

SUBJ: Requirements for gaining "reasonable" viewing access to
USTs to be closed in place in order to determine degree of

sludge/product removal and cleaning effectivanaess

i AR

As we discussed today, I expect that a reasonable attempt to view
the inside of the subject underground storage tanks (UST) be made
to 1) determine success of product  and eludge removal, and 2} to
gauge effectiveness of tank cleaning efforts.

Typically, it is necessary tc expose the top of and galin access
to each UST. Should manways or cther removable bulkheads be
present atop each, such may be removed to gain access to the
interior of the tank. Alternatively it is often necessary to cut
a hole into a UST using nonsparking tools (i.e., "nibbler") to
affect the same access to a tank’s interiox. '

In your case I have agreed to allow your contractor to use a
vdown-hele" camera or camera-like device to view the interior of
gach tank tc be closed in place. This will accomplish the eame
as opening a bulkhead or cutting a hole. The downgide, of
course, is that should the tank not be adequately cleaned or
voided of product/sludge, you may have to proceed with breaking
concrete, exposing tank tops, and gaining access in the ways
noted previously.

Lastly, permission for allowing in place closure, although
accommodated in the UST laws, is per the discretion of the Fire
Marchall. You should call Mr. Leroy Griffin of Oakland Fire @
(510) 23B-775% to get clearance for all tanks to be proposed for
in place cleosure.

c: Larry Blazer

MAaair s 7 v CITIRAMN
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ALAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
MEMORANDUM

DATE: april 1, 19897

TO: Stuart Depper Transmitted via Facszimile (415) 585-3879
FROM: Scott Seery

SUBJ: Requirements for gaining "reasonable™ viewlng access to

USTe to be closed in place in order to determine degree of
Bludge/product removal and cleaning effactiveness -

AU

R AR 5 7

As we discussed today, 1 expect that a reasonable attempt to view
the inside of the subject underground storage tanks (UST) be mage
to 1) determine success of product and sludge removal, and 2) to
gauge effectiveness of tank cleaning efforts.

Typically, it is necessary to expose the top of and gain access
Lo each UST. 8hould manways or other removable bulkheadg be
present atop each, such may be removed to gain access to the
interior of the tank. Alternatively it is often necegsary to cut
a hole into a UST using nonsparking toels (i.e., "nibbler") to
affect the same access to a tank’s interior.

In your case I have agreed to allow your contractor to use a
"down-hole" camera or camera-like device to view the interior of
each tank to be closed in place. This will accomplish the same
as opening a bulkhead or cutting a hole. The downside, of
course, is that should the tank not be adequately cleaned or
voided of product/sludge, you may have to proceed with breaking
concrete, expesing tank tops, and gaining access in the ways
noted previously.

Lastly, permission for allowing in place closure, although
accommodated in the UST laws, is per the discretion of the Fire
Marshall. You should call Mr. Leroy Griffin of Qakland Fire @
(510) 23B-7759 to get clearance for all tanks to be proposed for
in place closure,

o: Larry Blazer
Chuok Kiner QEMOO
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ALAMEDA COUNTY EEALTH CARE SERVICES - ENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April 1, 1937

TC: Btuart Depper Tranemitted via Pacgimile (415) 589-2679
FROﬁ: Bcott Besry

SUBJ: Reguirements for gaining "reasonable” viewing access to

USTs to be closad in place in order te determine degree of
sludge/product removal and cleaning effectiveness -

As we discussed today, I expect that a reasomable attempt to view
the inside of the subject underground storage tanks (UST) be made
to 1) determine success of product and sludge removal, and 2} to
gauge effectiveness of tank cleaning efforts,

Typically, it is necessary to expose the top of and gain access
to each UST. Should manways or other removable bulkheads be
present atop each, such may be removed to gain access to the
interior of the tank. Alternatively it iz often necessary to cut
a hole into a UST using nonsparking tools (i.e., "nikbler") to
affect the same access to a tank’s interier.

In your case I have agreed to allow your cantractor to use a
"down-hole™ camera ox camera-like device to view the interior of
each tank to be closed in place. This will accomplish the same
as opening a bulkhead or cutting a hole. The downside, cf
course, is that should the tank pot be adequately cleaned or
voided of product/sludge, you may have to proceed with breaking
concrete, exposing tank tops, znd gaining accesg in the ways
noted previously.

Lastly, permission for allowing in place closure, although
accommodated in the UST laws, is per the discretion of the Fire
Marshall. You should call Mr. Leroy Griffin of Oakland Fire @
(10} 238-7759 to get clearance for all tanks to be proposed for
in place closure.

c: Larry Blazer
Churdk Kimer SFEMONO




HK2, Inc. /semco
Environmental Contractors & General Engineering
License # 719103 A, B, C57,C-61/D40, ASB

Hazardous Substances Certification

1751 Leslie Street, San Mateo, California 94402
Email - HK2Inc@ acl.com
(800) 831-2344 / (415) 572-8033
(415) 572-9734 FAX

CONTRACT

® ¢

DATE:

NO: 97-0163

SUBMITTED TO-

LOCATION:

Stuart Deppér
338 North Canal Street, # 26
So. San Francisco, CA 94080

3815 Broadway
Oakland, California

ATTN:;

JOB DESCRIPTION:

PHONE:
FAX:

(415) 589-3677
(415) 589-3679

Closure of UST

‘We hereby submit specifications and estimates for the following:

* Secure required permits from Alameda County Environmental Health Department and Oakland
Fire Department.
e Pump residual product and water from underground storage tanks (USTs) in preparation to
perform 2 high pressure hot water detergent wash.
+ Perform high pressure hot water detergent wash through accessible openings per customer’s

request.

e Disposal of 500 gallons rinsate and residual product is included in contract price by 2 licensed
hazardous waste hauler to an appropriate disposal facility.
» Verify LEL or oxygen content of UST interiors utilizing a Gastech 1314,

gallon, one 4000 gallon, two 1000 gallon and one 804 gallon.

Remove existing fill boxes and appurtenances in sidewalk area and resurface to match existing.
Report of activities by a registered professional.
Clean jobsite and dispose of construction debris.
For legal manifesting and disposal of regulated waste associated with your project, please obtain
a temporary ID Number from the Environmental Protection Agency by calling (800) 618-6942.
+ In the event of contamination, caving conditions, high watertable, underground pbstacles,

shoring or utilities, an estimate will be developed for the additional costs.

Fill interior of USTs with approved inert material. Tank sizes are one (1) 5000 gallon, one 3500



*" March 28, 1997 . .
/ Page 2
% Contract # 97-0163
Stuart Depper

o During this project, we recommend that the Owner or representative be on site or available by
telephone,

We hereby propose to furnish labor and materials in accordance with the above specifications, for the
sum of $ 16,100.00, with payment to be made as follows: 15% UPON ACCEPTANCE OF
CONTRACT, 70% UPON UST CLOSURES, 15% UPON COMPLETION.

Note: This contract allows for one hour of truck time with a vacuum truck and up to 500 gallons

of waste product. Any excess will be billed at $ 85.00 per hour for trucking and $ 1.25
per gallon for liquid. '

Shouid sampling be required, other than recent Tracer tests provide by owner, a separate
quote will be issued.

AL Fdny tiiel) B Sc bonns 77e2 72 ﬂ/ﬂma&fj{ Ly
SN T ud 05 woekdlpg 227 (E7€

Authorized % /
Signature 4‘4 2t
Chuck Kiper CES, CEI ~
President

Note: This contract may be withdrawn by us if not accepted within 30 days.

Acceptance of Contract: The above specifications, conditions, anud prices are hereby accepted. You
are authorized to do the work as specified. Payment will be made as outlined above. The customer
agrees to pay all charges within 30 days of invoicing and pay interest at the rate of 1 1/2% per month
on any unpaid balance, unless otherwise stated above. The prevailing party in any legal action
arising out of this contract shall be reimbursed for it's reasonable attorney's fees and costs incurred
in such action.

Authorized .
Date:_61/77 Signature:M—
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Srel et OA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVIGES AGENCY ,
L . @PARTMENT OF ENVIFONMENTAL TH

IRONMENTAI: PROTECTION D SION

4

1131 HARBOR BAY PARKWAY, RM 250  _— ) -
ALAKEDA, CA 94502-6577 - | O.] uéﬁ}(
PHONE # 510/567-6700
FAX # 510/337-9335 Coun e

Project Specialist

* ok * Complete accordlng to a.ttached :Lnstructlons * & X

1. Name of Business GM\/HTQR\LLW\ /9‘%&7 /9/21_%/,(3 %W |

Business Owner or Contact Person {(PRINT) 6 s DPDHGIR

2. Site Address %8[51 ’RR(“HDW.QY

city (O%KLHNQ Zip Phone —
3. Mailing Address _ 3 3% ‘\1 KCH\JRL, ST REET = A
city Jo. San Faacciaco Zip G408 phene *H15-589- 3(077

4. Property Owner STLL%QT- —DQPP&Q.

Business Name (i1f applicable) .

adaress _338 No.Canar OTREET, #Ao

City, State SO.FSF’H\\J E{HNC[‘%K(‘J / Q@Y Zip Q‘lla?o

5. Generator name under which tank will be manifested

%, Nla A

EPA ID# under which tank will be manifested C Al L C _f_ _’A_&fﬁ 71 :_)"’/

rev 4/6/95 . -1 -



B ]

10.

s Contractor N e g _.

nddress /78] Lesué ST _ .
city Sars Marces , CA Q43 vhone 455798033
License Type' _/{Q (YA ID# Q,Tﬁi Clof _/D‘[G, H_JQ_Z_

*Effective Januvary 1, 1992, Business and Professicpal Code Section 7053.7 requires prime

contractors to also hold Eazardous Waste Certification issued by the Statae Contractors
License Beard. A

Consultant (if applicable) N lPt

2ddress

City, State Phone

Main Contact Person for Investigation (if applicable}

Name _Chacle \r{@ﬂo\_ Title ?@QﬁiD€M+
Coqnpany HK’I—.\___NC / SEMCD |

Phone FlS-H12 K02 E

. Number of underground tanks being closed with this plan (D

Length of piping being removed under this plan N,pr

Total number of underground tanks at this facility (**confirmed with
owner or operator)

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

** Underground storage tanks must be handled as hazardous waste **

&) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter

Name gUé(?GRﬁe:m SrpiaonNMentre  EPAa I.D. No. Cad9%695 7isl

Hauler License No. @a‘-[-& License Exp. Date 7/??
Address ﬁc?g() 5{\\&\\ (ecioue,
City NEL..}CA_\{K state C& zip _G4H6C

b} Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Disposal Site
Name ;7.( IR G REEN &mftm'ﬂew%ﬁt.. Epa ID# CoDI506I5TL]
Address _(p8R0 Secvth Quewcee,
City NE’.QQQ\/\ | state C&x Zip 445¢0

rev 4/6/9% - 2 -



*.."¢) Tank and Pipil"x'ransporter . ' . .

. Name N//Jr ’ EPA I.D. No.
‘;Iauler License No. License Exp. Date
2Address
City State ' Zip

d) Tank and Piping Disposal Site

Name N ‘ & EPA I.D. No.
Address

City State Zip

1l1. Sample Collector (lFf#pp'\Lc,P«\Bie_3
Name MaR ’D\;ISFQE; ', Dente Mievo
company __HKa Tae [Scmco
Address _I115i Lestie ST
city _ans Mede o state CO  zip QYYE2D Phone %/5-572:5033

12. Laboratory (e QDP\lCﬂB{QB

Name NO@\T\—\ ‘ﬁrwrc—:- [-—,‘r\)mRon\e‘\\H Pl

Address _90 5 Spé\,uue ST _
city De.Samt Fraucigean state CH& zip _QUOSO

State Certification No. l'? ‘53

13. Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes[ ] Wo[ ] Unknown [x]

If yes, descrilbe.

rev 4/6/95 -3 -



CA4. 0 UesSClLile Metnods TO e used [OoL rendering tank(s)

LNnert: |

H\@H ’.eﬁsmze, o wgmaﬁe\tc%em— u“ff%f—}
20 \bs Aaxy |

VO peQ

looo _gallons

Durce ot &

Before tanks are pumped out and inerted, all associated piping must ke
All accessible associated piping must then

flushed out into the tanks.
be removed.

Inaccessible piping must be permanently plugged,

The Bay Area Air Quality Management Districkt, 415/771-6000, along with
local Fire and Building Departments, must also be contacted for tank

removal permits.

Fire departments typically require the use of a
combustible gas indicator to verify tank inertness.

It is the

contractor’s responsibility to bring a working combustible gas indicator
on-site to verify that the tank is inert.

15. Tank History and Sampling Information #** (see instructions) #*#

Tank

Capacity

Use History
include date last
used (estimated)

Material to be sampled
(tank contents, soil,
groundwater)

Location and
Depth of Samples

Y00
4) 1coo
Hooo
250

5600

/

f%ufwf

%ﬂ? Qlunir_

Z%Lfd éyz ZLi(cd-/m/ C?é/“?_
o

>

é{{cb ZZT@MZ,QU

One s¢il sample must be cellected for every 20 linear feet of piping that %s
removed. A ground water sample must be collected if any ground water is
present in the excavation.

rev 4/8/95



Excavated/Stockpiled Ej"l : .
d Soil V!;n

e {estimated) Sampling Plan

M)A e UL
Vo (otiacted WW%WQ

Stockpile

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

Will the excavated soil be returned to the excavation immediately
atter tank removal? [ ] yss { ] no { ] unknocwn

If yes, explain reasoning

If unknown at this point in time, please be aware that excavated soil may
not be returned to the exzcavation without prior appreval from Alameda
County. This means that the contractor, comsultant, or responsible party
must communiecate with the Specialist IN ADVANCE of backfilling
cperations. R

16. Chemical methods and associated detection limits to be used for analyzing
samples: :
The Tri-Regional Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical quantitation reporting limits should be followed.
See attached Table 2. ‘

17. Submit Site Health and Safety Plan (See Instructions)

Contaminant | EPA or Other EPA or Cther Analysis Method
Scught Sample Preparation Method Number Detection
Method Number Limit

rev 4/6/95 -5 -



‘ B ..18.. Submlt Workerrs mpensation Cert:.flcate coi

Name of Insurer

19. submit Plot Plan ***(See Instructions)***
20. Enclose Deposit (See Instructions)

21. Report any 1leaks or contaminatiocn to this office within 5 days of
discovery.
The written report shall be made on an Underground Storage Tank
Unauthorized Leak/Contamination Site Report (ULR) form.

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

23. Submit State (Underground Storage Tank Permit Application) Forms A and B
(one B form for each UST to be removed) (mark box 8 for "tank remcved” in
the upper right hand corner)

I declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief that the statements and
J.nfor—latlon provided above are correct and true.

I understand that information, in addition to that provided above, may be
needed in order to obtain approval from the Environmental Protection Division
and that no work is to begin on this project until this plan 1s approved.

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

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

Once I have received my stamped, accepted closure plan, 1 will contact the
project Eazardous Materials Specialist at least three working days in advance
of site work to schedule the required imspections.

CONTRACTOR INFORMATIONM

Name of Businesh . __HAA Tiva / SEALO

Name of Indi _Ahenle &44&&;—%@0

signaturel@ s S L & 0 e Date %3—4/7
RECENT ThNK

. oA} ;’wm.rcle one)
‘\\; P
Y Name of Business 7 ae PA/QL (}@Q/

)(ﬁame of Individu QS'%C{ ﬂ@ﬂrﬁé’/

2 :
o A L S
Signature @;’/f;.ﬂj Date %//7

rev 4/6/95 - 6 -



white -env.health HI‘HMEDH CUUNW’ DEPHRTMENT OF Hj:ﬂﬂg?g;ﬂgz{)zgwy
yelow -faciy ENUIRONMENTAL HEALTH =~ swsereroo
Hazardous Materials Inspection Form ", "l

Site ID #fﬁfﬁ Site Name G‘th'ﬁmr Gann, Today's Date 5 /2.9 7.7
Site Addr ess %Y S W |

oty Oxblard so 931 e

_____ MAX AMT stored 3 500 Ibs, 55 gal., 200 cft.?

Inspe¢tion Categorijes:
——__} Haz. Mat/Waste GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER

II. Hazardous Materials Business Plan, Acutely Hazar dous Materials
IL. Under gr ound Stor age Tanks

*  Calif. Administration Code (CAC) or the Health & Safety Code (HS&C)

Comments;

Jolm Uwﬁpg_. Uas mea«)(ﬂoﬂc)e AR @&Sf M(QQ,}QSO S e
BAAEL>  Las Maﬁm

(5) 287-3677 of% Shat Sa -
H 975 — 2762 P '
=

Larry Seto amd T el Bob , StuarF  and fUrs . ob%.ga&n,.
aud Fravk Coldwsen ot Tl site foday o locate 1 o
USTL , and 2N Deecy athac aassféég 7’3(/»@7" aras” (e
locofed +hoo (2N bsTe bdems 1te sifeconlle on B coleceln
Deggues cbimcl wivetladins ) ag war. sheen Ti tg@d
Gecess “fubes Ao Aoz (@) addiBome] ST [(oeated
w?‘zu« tla Gloveruw—y Lac hty . Mactold [ polor s Fous
vt direct o foom 77% Lo lo s (scated @ conlf i ﬂﬂa:f&?
WO @_) (CM_«?LI Sel € amnTavied ?‘ZPC_,.’ dro, claon fog tocliies  cvea
noted rpam'ﬁc‘h of 6&;[::’? SRR %7 é‘fcw;‘//: <t Zd.‘?{ﬂ/auge.

// -;
. Py
ontac _
Title Inspector 2 . 75&‘2%//

Signature Signatur e 4//2%‘“7/ /%l' =




P ®

Alameda County ‘*25 7
District Attorney’s Office 'ﬁ',:@ e
“Thamas J. Orloff, Distrlct Attorney /2; {.‘:“}:;-:.;f
Ay
"9‘2’ Cff;, -7
% P
%

Apnl §, 1997

Kevin D Taguchi
Attorney at Law
Gatehouse Plaza
1209 B Street, Suite 218
Hayward, CA 94541
Re:  Depper Order
Dear Mr. Taguchi:
Enclosed is the order we discussed with Judge Goodman yesterday afternoon.

Please sign and return it within the next 7 days.

As we discussed, it there are any technical questions, I have no objections to anyone
dealing directly with Scott Seery, who can be reached at 567-6783.

Very truly yours,

THOMAS J. ORLOFF
District Attorn.

awrence C.Lﬁlézer

Deputy District Attorney

7/

TIOLCB:dm
Enclosure

cc: Scott Seery

Consumer & Environmentat Protection Division, Alrport Corporate Centre, 7677 Oakport Street. Sutte 400, Oakland, CA 94621 Phone 565-9281 Fax 569-0605

S —
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S ATLAMEDA COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES AGENCY

. . . D TMENT OF -ENVIRONMENTAL ‘LTH
. ‘ TRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVWEBION
oL 1131 HARBOR BAY PARKWAY, RM 250
» e N ATAMEDA, CA 94502-6577
e Lo L% IPHORE ¥ 2510#567-670G °
‘:'.3 % o FBX ¥: lﬂJ337-9335§§ - }{]
& & oAl
o o3 @ g gl 3
2. 3% g g% ¥ 9
© E8ul i~ ;E.: S £
™ "":Esu k4] Ik
2 @ gl TS -
9 ToPRig g kag 3\
o L TP g 8§ TEL A
£ RS RO ¢
- > trh .58 g {%
; LK Y Haem
= % | T8 ¥3 3
Ny Fy D Eé : %31 g
T._.q“ ;o
Vi i53 3

k & % Cr.\mp}.ete accordlng to a.ttached :Lnstruct:l.ons * k *

1. Name of Business (er \/HTOR\LLHY\ /9‘%&7 /a/,d’ié/b MCMLM ]

Business Owner or Contact Person (PRINT) 6 AR P\T“ D(:Dﬂﬁz

2. Site Address %8 15 ’BR‘(\HDWHy

city @4KLAND Zip [X_ Phone —
3. Mailing Address _ 3 3¢ Nc (Canac QTRCET Sl P

City--SengxN Francisco Zip Q408 _ rhone 4Hi5-H89- 2(07L
4. Property Owner _ Q'ﬂ (AR PD@P pe i<,

Business Nam.e. (if applicable)‘ -

Address _ 3L .NO‘O&NALJ ST‘P\F—?ET} # o

City, State 50;;6;*[\‘. Féﬁmc(q(m { C A Zip Q‘FO?O
5. Generator name under which tank will be manifested

B,  NiA
EPA ID# under which tank will be manifested CA (G OO L 4¥ 2 7 / 2

rev 4/6/95 ' -1 - ’;




10.

! 'cOptractor 7(71 EVL/S@WO l
. A@éress /75, L(‘_‘ﬁdc 57

Cilt‘y 34—1‘\/ /Maree y CH Q#%Jal Phene ﬁ §~572—&:; ‘
License Type' ZI9I(5A ID# {q % Clel /D‘!@ HQZ_

*Effective January 1, 1592, Susinesa and Professional Code Section 7058.7 regquires prime

contractors to also hold Hazardous Waste Certification igsued by the State Contractors
License Board.

|
Consultant (if applicable) N P(

Address

City, State Phone

. Main Contact Person for Investigation (if applicable)

Name a\f\u\LK \f{u\je\(—l Title ?\QQS\DGN".T‘

Company *414’]_?&(,/ SEMCD

Phone Y\ H-HIRAEECD >

. Number of underground tanks being closed with this plan (D

Length of piping being removed under this plan N ’ A’

Total numbexr of under&round tanks at this facility {(**confirmed with
owner or operator)

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

** Underground storage tanks must be handled as hazardous waste **

a) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Transporter

.) Y . . .
Name éue({C%Re&m SrnudontEentne  EPA I.D. Wo. CAQQS{%QE el

Hzuler License No. (93%&\ License Exp. Date 7/?5‘*
Address [QS/B?O 61{'*"\\?“\ @UQ.K\BLL(GJ
city Newer K state CQ zip _A4HeC

b) Product/Residual Sludge/Rinsate Disposal Site
Name SAIERE REEN SNuv@cnvevtae EPA D¢ _CRDAK0LI576)
Address _ (pEKO Smﬁr\r\ HDoewin @,
City DN E oo state (&% zip A4He

rev 4/6/9% - 2 -




¢) Tank and PipinggIransporter . .

.ﬁame l\l/ A EPA Ig. No.

Hauler License No. L.icense Exp. Date
Address
City State ______ Zip

d) Tank and Piping Disposal Site

Nanme [\I l Pt EPA I.D. No.
Address
City State Zip

11. Sample Collector ((Ffﬁ‘rpp\\c_\&.\’b‘ew

Name _MARK DyseRr | Denje Milawe

Company HiKa, Tac [ Semce

Address 1193 lesiie ST

city _aws Madteo state CR  zip Y4402 phone #(5-5 725033

12. Laboratory (i Ap p\lcﬂl}le)

Name NDQ\TH ArnTE lj:\,vmmuw\et\é*\\b

Address 40 D, SP\{LLCQ ST

City So.San ﬁh&ucxﬁc@ State __Cﬁ__, Zip Q‘—KBS’O

State Certification No. {153

13, Have tanks or pipes leaked in the past? Yes[ ] No[ ] Unknown[x]

If yes, describe.

rev 4/6/95 -3 =



- 14y Descrlbe methods to be used for renderlng tank(S) inert:

H LG ot ?1.55th1& Heor winte® g\% Reen uﬁl{%h‘l

2c \bs (&R\J \CC e l oo aalle s
cusﬁ&ﬁ/mc SUCCESS 1D B
DuURGe Lovta ave. uEmFIEb [ sees 4/ 7 /727 MEQen ]

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

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 415/771-6000, along with
local Fire and Bulldlng Departments, must also be contacted for tank
removal permits. Fire departments typically require the use of a
combustible gas indicator to verify tank inertness. It is the
contractor’s respensibility toibrlng'a'worklng combustible gas indicator
on-site to verify that the tank is inert.

15. Tank History and Sampling Information *** (see instructiong) #***

Tank Material to be sampled | Location and

(tank contents, soil, Depth of Samples

Capacity Use History groundwater)
include date last -

‘used (estimated)

7 7 _ Zﬁ&wwu : ut@u&u
Y00 2%”& e %&/
lié%?(j;?zafdﬁza/,C¥Zuéxﬁi_,ﬂ;>
5@(;%’7\'7" Cy M

2) 1600

~Hoo0o
3500//

oo /| Bl O

One soil sample must be collected for every 20 linear feet of piping that is
removed. A ground water sample must be collected if any ground water is
present in the excavation. ,

rev 4/6/95 - 4 -



igtdckpiled Soil volume (estimated) Sampling Plan
G fecite QUL
Vi (iitiacted Qdﬁ(\%wﬁ

' . Excavated/Stockpiled Sg"
o s "'F‘ |

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

Will the excavated soil be returned to the excavation immedistely
after tank removal? [ ] yes { 1 no [ ] unknown

If yes, explain reasoning

If unknown at this point in time, please be aware that excavated soil may
not be returned to the excavation without prior approval from Alameda
County. This means that the contractor, consultant, or responsible party
must communicate with the 8Specialist IN ADVANCE of backfilling
operations. .

156. Chemical methods and associated detection limits to be used for analyzing
samples: '
?he Tri-Regional Board recommended minimum verification analyses
and practical gquantitation reporting limits should be followed.
See attached Table 2.

p/i;. submit Site Health and Safety Plan (See Instructions)

pr— _— e ———ie e ————
— —— ———— ———

Contaminant | EPA or Other EPA or Other Analysis Method
Sought Sample Preparation Method Number Detection
Method Number Limit

SEE . GeeSelu  werk pla

rev 4/6/95 - 5 =
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Submit Worker’s c%p;r:iation certificate cop
O
" Name of Insurer 1R s Coande

19. Submit Plot Plan #**(See Instructions)**

20. Enclose Deposit (See Instructions)

21. Report any 1leaks or contamination to this office within 5 days of
discovery. :
The written report shall be made on an Underground Storage Tank
Unauthorized Leak/Contamination Site Report (ULR) form.

52. Submit a closure report to this office within 60 days of the tank

removal. The report must contain all information listed in item 22 of
the instructions.

23. Submit State (Underground Storage Tank Permit Application) Forms A and B
(one B form for each UST to be removed) (mark box 8 for "tank removed" in
the upper right hand corner)

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

I understand that information, in addition te that provided above, may be
needed in order to obtain approval from the Environmental Protection Division
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.

I understand that all work performed during this project will be done in
compliance with all applicable OSHA (occupational Safety and Health
Administration) requirements concerning personnel health and safety. 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.

Oonce I have received my stamped, accepted closure plan, I will contact the
project Hazardous Materials Specialist at least three working days in advance
of site work to schedule the required inspections.

CONTRACTOR INFORMATION
Name of Business . ZL/A//Q’ lN/Cl /?/“H/‘—/(fé@
il p 1(4//5 pat 2™ ;{{//M/U 7
7~ LI,.._,-., LL.// Date %g"é /7
T RECENT TANK OPEMTOQE(Circle one)

Y 'i’/ "
W Name of Business 7 be Lé%;’?"éct C T

Name of Indi

dual

XName of Individ?‘} 2T ﬂé:ﬁ;ﬁg/ .
Lo g e
Signature " 1\,/&“’7 L[:_i'/},f,g; Date %’//7

rev 4/6/95 - 6 -



Alarmada County

District Attorney’s Office
Thomas J. Orloff, District Attarney

February 28, 1997

Stuart Depper
3130 Diablo View Road
Lafayette, CA 9454_9

Re: People v. Stuart Depper
Docket No. 116653B
Probation Violation Hearing

Dear Mr. Depper:

As you no doubt are aware, your case is scheduled for a probation violation
hearing on April 3, 1997, at 9:00 a.m. in Department 7. Because it is my understanding
that you are currently not represented by counsel, | am writing this letter to you rather
than an attorney.

The Court's order that a tank closure and site investigation workplan, acceptable
to the County, be submitted to the County, has not been complied with, in spite of the
fact that the underlying legal obligation has been conveyed to you and your co-
defendant repeatedly over a period of several years. So that there will be no
misunderstanding, this letter is to inform you that, if such a workplan (not a bid
package) is not submitted to Mr. Seery prior to the hearing date, it will be the position
of this Office that you are in violation of your probation and should be immediately
remanded back into custody.

It is also the purpose of this letter to inform you, that, should you desire to be
representad by counsel, you should make those arrangements promptly, because | will
object to any continuance of this matter based on a contention that the new lawyer
must familiarize him or herself with the case. Given your earlier representation that you
are now employed (made to convince the court that you should be allowed into a
private work furlough facility), you are apparently not again eligible to be represented
by the Public Defender's Office.

Consumer & Environmentai Protection Division, Airport Corporate Centre, 7477 Ookport Sireet, Suite 400, Oaklond. CA 94621 Phone 569-9281 Fax 569-0505

e —




Stuart Depper
February 28, 1997
Page 2

| will be happy to discuss the matter with whomever you retain between now and
the hearing. Because of my complete lack of trust in our motives and credibility, |
would prefer not to speak to you directly.

Very truly yours,

THOMAS J. ORLOFF
District Attorney

Lawrence C. Blazer [~
Deputy District Attorney

cc:  Honorable Larry Goodman
William Linehan
Scott Seery
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ALAMEDA COUNTY eEALTH CARE SERVICES - EN‘RONMENTAL PROTECTION

MEMORANDUM

DATE: October 31, 1996
TO: Robert Depper, John Murphy
FROM: Scott Seery

SUBJ: Requirements of Robert Depper to comply with conditions of
probation (PFN: AWD 305)

m E
Y e

( 1) Hire a qualified, CA-registered / licensed environmental
professicrdal / contractor to assist in complying with current
outstanding UST issues and subsequent tasks

V/B Identify locations and orientatiocns of zll USTs and
assoclated piping systems

2 }/6/ Submit UST closure application for approval by ACDEH and
Oakland Fire Department

0 Perform UST closures under ACDEH and FD oversight

L/ﬂf Submit work plan for performing a soil and water
ﬁ( investigation (SWI)

o Perform SWI and submit SWI report documenting results

0 Determine occurrence and affect timely removal of any free-
product encountered in wells or other structures -
appropriate method to be determined by ACDEH

i v/g/ Submit Underground Storage Tank Unauthorized Release
(Leak) /Contamination Site Report (ULR)

¢ Submit technical reports every 3 months until advised
otherwise which document sampling of wells, laboratory
analyses, plume isoconcentration and flow gradient maps,
etc.

2) Develop an appropriate corrective action plan (CAP) based on
evaluation of "risk" following ASTM E 1739-95 guidance

3) Address lingering hazardous waste issues (i.e., hazardous
waste disposal manifests), as appropriate

attachments

c: Larry Seto
Larry Blazer



Alameda County
District Attorney’s Office

September 27, 1996

Mei-Ling Pastor

Deputy Probation Officer

Alameda County Probation Department
Qic: 22801

Re: Robert Depper (PFN: AWD 305)
Superior Court No. 116653A
Conditions of Probation

§2:6 HY 1-13096
3

Dear Ms. Pastor:

Pursuant to our conversation this morning, this letter is to set forth and
explain the special conditions of probation imposed on Robert Depper when he
was sentenced by Judge Lambden on September 20, 1996.

Mr. Depper was given three years of formal probation with the suspension
of one year in jail. The conditions of probation included the requirement that he
submit a work plan for a subsurface investigation for the site formerly known as
"The Glovatorium™ {at 38th and Broadway in Qakland) to determine the extent of
the environmental contamination at that Jocation. This workplan reguirements

include:

1) It must be acceptable to the Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health Services, Environmental Protection
Division.

2) It must be prepared by a licensed environmental engineer or
geologist.

3} It will include underground storage tank closure applications.

4}  will include a plan to identify the location of underground

tanks at the facility.

5) It will include soil and groundwatef sampling and analysis.

The workplan must be submitted by December 1, 1896. ?

g

v

—

Consumer & Ervitonrnantal Frotection Division, Airport Corporate Centre, 7677 Qakport Street, Suite 400, Qakiand, CA 94621 Fhone 569-9261 Fax £69-0805
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September 27, 1996
Page 2

Once the workplan is submitted and approved, its implementation must
begin within a reasonable time; once the extent of the contamination is
determined, a corrective action plan and ultimate remediation will be required.

The Environmental Health contact person is Scott Seery, a Hazardous
Materials Specialist, who will oversee this process. He can be reached at 567-
6783 (Tie line: 36783).

The defendant was further ordered to cooperate with his probation officer
regarding the unfinished investigation of his assets. He must comply with any
further requests for further reasonable requests for information of that sort,
lincluding the turnover of tax returns, bank account locations and records, stock
holdings, loan applications, etc.).

The conditions of probation include a search clause allowing warrantless
entry of environmental regulators and law enforcement officials onto business
premises owned, operated or controlled by the defendant.

The defendant was ordered to pay:

1) $37,527 (as restitution for personnel costs) 10 the Alameda
County Department of Health Care Services, Environmental
Protection Division.

2) $11,977 (as restitution for lab fees) to the Alameda County
Hazardous Material Program Training and Response Trust
Account.

3) A restitution fine of $200
4) A criminal fine pursuant to Health & Safety Code § 25189.5(e)

or $5,000.00. This fine is to be apportioned, pursuant of
Health & Safety Code §25192, as follows:




September 27, 1996
Page 3

{(a) 50% to the California Hazardous Substance
Account:

Accounting Unit

Department of Toxic Substances Control
California Environmental Protection Agency
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, CA 95812

(b)  25% to the Alameda District Attorney’s Office.

(c) 15% to the Alameda County Department of
Environmental Health. ‘

(d) 10% to the Oakland Police Department.
A progress report is scheduied for April 28, 1997 at 8:31 AM in Department
As | indicated when we spoke over the phone, it may be useful for you to
sit down with me (and perhaps Mr. Seery) and discuss these requirements. If you
have any questions at all, feel free to contact me or Mr. Seery. :
Very truly yours,

THOMAS J. ORLOFF
District Attorney

G

7
rence C. Blazer ﬁ !
puty District Attorney

TJO:LCB:dm

cc: William Linehan
Scott Seery
Court file

App: VT
LS

&<
Mmoo



Cal/EPA

State Water
Resources
Control Board

Division of
Clean Water
Programs

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA
94244-2120

2014 T Street,

Suiie 130
Sacramento, CA
95814
(916) 227-4325
FAX (916) 2274349

o
Q C’ Recycled Paper

WU * Gt op o

JUL 241996 LER T Pif 2
Stewart Depper
Glovatorium

31 Muth Drive
Orinda, CA 94563

Dear Mr. Depper:

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK (UST) LOCAL OVERSIGHT PROGRAM, SITE
NO. 439, 3815 BROADWAY, OAKLAND, ALAMEDA COUNTY

In response to our recent telephone conversation, I have enclosed a detailed accounting of
site-specific charges incurred by the County from March 20, 1995 to April 4, 1996. To
date you have only been billed for costs incurred through December 31, 1995. Tbelieve
your specific concern relates to charges made against activity code 206 which is an
enforcement code.

According to Scott Seery of the County, litigation you are currently involved with covers
several issues. Mr. Seery’s time was associated with the underground storage tank issue
and appropriately charged to you because it relates to enforcing state regulations
regarding corrective action. Another issue related to hazardous waste and was handled by
Larry Seto of the County. ' '

If you have any questions concerning the enclosed information, please telephone Mr.
Seery at (510) 567-6783. For questions concerning the invoices, please telephone me at
(916) 227-4325.

Sincerely,

_—,;'L\/.( }L (7/(’ -7

Lori Casias
Local Oversight Program

Enclosure

cc; Scott Seery
Alameda County
Hazardous Materials Division
1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, 2nd Floor
Alameda, CA 94502

Our mission 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 fuliire generations.

Pete Wilson
Governor
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ALAMEDA COUNTY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

1 06/21/96
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE "

AGENCY#: 10000 SOURCE OF FUNDS: F-FEDERAL INSPECTOR: 80
StID: 439 SUBSTANCE: 8052413 -Stoddard Solvent
SITE NAME: Glovatorium DATE REPORTED : 10/15/90
ADDRESS : 3815 Broadway DATE CONFIRMED: 10/15/90
CITY/ZIF : Oakland, C& 94611 MULTIPLE RP's : N
CASE TYPE: G CONTRACT STATUS: 4 PRIQOR:1B3 EMERGENCY RESPONSE:

RP SEARCH : S DATE END: 03/21/95

PRELIM ASSESSMENT : DATE BEGIN: DATE END:

REMEDIAL INVESTIG : DATE BEGIN: DATE END:

REMEDIAIL ACTION : DATE BEGIN: DATE END:

POST REMED MONITOR: DATE BEGIN: DATE END:

TYPE ENFORCEMENT ACTION TAKEN: 1 DATE OF ENFORC. ACTION: 03/22/95

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK CLEANUP SITE - SCREEN #2 "

LUOFT FIELD MANUAL CONSIDERATICN: 3 CASE CLOSED: on:
DT EXC START: REMEDIAL ACTIONS TAKEN: NT

RP #1: CONTACT: Robert Depper RP COST:

RP COMPANY NAME: Glovatorium Ph:

ADDRESS: 31 Muth Dr.
CITY/STATE: Orinda, C A 94563
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Listinyg of all activities since 1991 for StID # 439

as of 06/21/9%6

Act9l 4
Act9z 1
Act92 2
Act92 3
Act92 4
Act92 5
Act93 1
Act93 2
Act93 3
Act93 4
Act94 1
Act94 2
Act94 3
Act94 4
Act95 1

ActivDat

03/20/95

03/21/95
03/21/95
03/21/95
03/22/95

03/22/95

03/22/95
03/23/95

Act95 2
05/08/95
05/12/95

05/12/95

05/12/95
05/16/95

05/17/95
05/17/95
06/13/95

06/29/95
Act9s 3
08/10/95

08/15/95
08/15/95

08/29/95
‘08/30/95

£TID /39
Insp ACT Actiwv
S0S 206 2.2
S8 200 0.8
TP 206 0.6
S0S 215 2.6
S0OS5 200 0.4
S0S 206 3.5
S05 215 2.5
808 206 2.3
SOS 204 0.2
S0S 204 0.1
S08 206 0.3
508 215 0.3
S08 204 0.3
505 204 0.4
S0O8 206 0.2
SH 212 0.5
TP 215 0.1
SCS 206 0.4
S08 204 0.2
S0s 215 G.9
505 204 0.2
508 206 0.2

Past-It™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 I#oi pages » 1)
VLo Cosins [ il Dy
Dept.?-X"L}D..IQL'B Ph. ) é:?f : /
VLIC ) SEP- G 7E3
Fax#(cgfé‘)_zz?hq‘aqs Fax #

Cﬁdkh)a:thﬁLMVh
RIS
Cokland

—

RE -

stid ActCostF

aComment

439 $117.28 meeting @ DA's office re: UST and
CAP igsues

439 542 .65 RP search; database input

439 $37.44 w/808, Larry Blazer

439 3138.60 begin case review

439 §21.32 enter data into SWRCB database;
issue NORR

439 $186.58 discuss case w/ DA'g office (Larry
Blazer); draft
enforcement/compliance document
for same

439 $133.27 continue cage review

439 $122.61 complete enforcement document for
DA; meeting @ DA's office

439 510.66 discuss case w/ Larry Blazer (DA)

439 $5.33 call to SWRCB re: SB2004
elegibility

439 $15.99 calli to Larry Balzer {(DA) re:
defendant's SB2004 aplication

439 $15.99 cage review

439 $15.992 calls to SWRCRB re: S5B2004
acceptance 4

439 $21.32 calls to SWRCB re: SB2004 issues

439 $10.66 call to Larry Blazer (DA's office}

439 $26.65 talked to Sal Germanas ( McClaren
Hart) re: status & site search,
clean up fund reimbursement

439 $6.24 supv. case review

439 4$21.32 calls w/ Larry Blazer (DA's
office) re: enf case

439 $10.66 calls w/ Larry Blazer (DA's
office) re:facts of case

439 $47.98 case file review;

439 $10.66 call w/ Larry Blazer (DA's office)

439 $10.66 discuss enf case w/ larry Balzer

(DA's office)
meeting

and upcoming 2/5
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08/06/95 SOS 206 3.3 439 3180.07 meeting at DATs office re:
gentencing hearing issues; prep
for meeting; prepare declaration
for court record

Act95 4

10/04/95 S08 206 0.1 439 $5.57 call w/ Larry Blazer (DA's office)
re: rescheduled court date

12/05/95 SOS 206 0.3 439 $16.70 call w/ Larry Blazer (DA's office)
re: Dec. 8th court appearance

12/05/95 808 215 2.4 439 8133.64 begin review of case file in prep
for 12/8 court appearance

12/07/95 S0S 215 1.5 439 $83.52 continue case review in prep for
12/8 court appearance

12/08/95 S80S 206 3.3 439 8183.75 sentencing hearing for S. Depper,
Alameda Co Superior Court, Dept. 5
- postponed; prep for testimony;
discuss case issues w/ larry
Blazer (DA's office)

01/17/96 S0OS 206 0.1 439 $0.00 call w/ Larry Blazer (DA's office)
re: 1/19 court date

01/18/96 S80S 206 1.3 439 $0.00 begin prep for 1/19 court date for
sentencing of 8. Depper

01/19/96 S0OS 206 3.5 439 $4.68 attend hearing for sentencing of S
Depper - rescheduled for 3/1/9%6

01/22/96 SOS 206 0.5 439 $0.00 discuss enf case w/ Larry Blazer
(DA's office)

01/24/96 S0OS 215 1.5 439 $0.00 research Stoddard toxicity for UST
release investigation

01/25/926 SOS 215 1.5 439 $0.00 research dry cleaning industry/
golvent usage

¢2/28/96 SOS 204 0.9 439 $0.00 calls w/ Larry Blazer (DA's

office) re: upcoming sentencing

hearing and other issues related
to 8toddard solvent; call to K,

Graves (RWQCB)

t2/28/96 S08 212 0.3 439 $0.00 call to Peter Brennan (Depper atty)

02/28/96 S0S 215 0.8 439 $0.00 case review; review of Staoddard
golvent toxicity literature

03/26/96 S80S 204 0.1 439 $0.00 discuss case w/ Larry Balzer (DA'S
office)

04/04/96 S0S 206 4.2 439 $0.00 sentencing hearing for S Depper;

prep; travel

complete




o0 JUN-Z21-1996 B92:48 SWRCB-CLEAN WATER FPRGMS 916 227 4349 P.@1-02

¥

pg. 1* ' . _NVOICE FOR OVERSIGHT COSIS . finsi0a
gend Payment to: State Water Resources Control Board
Underground Storage Tank Local Oversight Program Bill Date:
PO Box 924212 04/26/96

Sacramento, CA $4244-2120

Local Agency: COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

Site Logcation:

SITE # 439

GLOVATORIUM GLOVATORTUM

ROBERT DEPPER ‘ 3815 BROADWAY

31 MUTH DR QAKLAND, CA

ORINDA, CA 94563 94611
Total previously billed: 3 2,171.10
Payment (8} received as of !/ 7/ $ 0.00
++Now Charges - Billing Period:07/01/95 through 12/31/95 $ 1,056.80
FUND: F Total amount due: § 3,227.90

State Health and Safety Code Sections 25297.1 and 25360 and Title 42 of the United States Code Section 6091h(h)(6) require recovery
of costs ascociated with the lecal oversight program. When your site was put in the locel oversight pregram, you received a
Letter explaining that the State Water Rezources Control Roard (State Bosrd) would bill yeu for public costs of cleanup oversight.
This Bill includes site specific and pragram management charges. Site specific charges directly relate €o your site. Examples
are sampling for soil and ground Water contamination, site inspections, and reviening reports and workplans. A description of
sctivity codes follows the itemized charges. Program management {ncludes other costs associated with program operation. Such cosis
may include: space rental, office services and supplies, purchase of sampling equipment, training and the salary and benefits of
suppart personnel (i.e., cleriecal staff, accountant, program supervisery, Progream management charges are talculated at not more
than 50 percant of site specific charges. The exact rate is shown en the last page of your bill.

1 you received an invaice for s previous billing period, those charges are shown o= "fotal Previously Billed'. Any payments you

made on the previous billing are shown as "Payment Received". The total of any unpaid previous belance plus new charges s

shown as "Tote! Amount Due".
=x gee jtemized list of new charges on next page{s).

FOR INFORMATION CALL: LORI CASIAS ¢916) 227-4325

PAYMENT TS DUE IN 30 DAYS

-------------------------------- cut on thig line---------==----<-==°"°"-"""°7°7°°°°°7
Return this part with your check made payable to SWRCB. Use the enclosed
envelope and send to the address above. ‘

Local Agency: COUNTY OF ALAMEDA Site #: 439
Site Locaktion:

GLOVATORIUM GLOVATCORIUM

ROBERT DEPPER 3815 BROADWAY

31 MUTH DR QAKLAND, CA

c4611

Post-it* Fax Note 7671 oo [ |eeges® 2
“=45&4;tf*f5_ From },;4c Total amount due: § 3,227.20
Co/apt. co

Enter amount paid: §

Phore # Phona #

Fox & {% Fex #




e JUN-21-15996 B9:48 SWRCB-CLEAN WATER PRGMS 916 227 4349 P.B2-82
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find10b - Local ageacy: COUNTY OF ALAMEDR
pa. 2 Site number: 439

) BiLling date: Q4r26/96
1TEMIZED NEW CHARGES

Site specific charges for billing period: 07/01/55 - 12751/95

HOURS RATE
DATE . NAME *ACT ST or sT oT IND TRAVEL TOTAL
08/10/95 Scott SEERY. 204 n.40 0.0 4428 0.00 0.151& Q.00 21.32
G8/15/95 Scot® SEERY 215 0.%0 0.0 L4529 0.00 D.1516 0.00 47.98
08/15/95 Scott SEERY 204 0.20 0.0 46.29 0.00 0.1516 0,09 10.46
0Bf29/95 Scott SEERY 204 0.20 0.0 45.29 0.00 0.1516 0.00 10,45
08730795 Scott SEERY 204 0.20 Q.0 45.29 0.0¢ 0.1516 0.00 10.66
09/06/95 Seolt SEERY Z06 3.30 0.0 46,29 0.00 0.1516 414 180.07
10704495 Scatt SEERY 206 0.18 6.0 48.36 0.00 G.1514 0.00 5.57
12705795 Scott SEERY 208 0.30 0.0 £8.36 G.00 0.1514 0.00 16.70
12/05/95 Scott SEERY 215 2.40 0.0 48.36 0.00 0.1514 0.00 133.64
12/07#95 Scott SEERY 215 1.50 0.0 48,34 6.00 0.1514 0.00 83 .52
1208/95 Scott SEERY 204 3.30 0.0 48.34 0.00 0.1514 0.00 183.75
SITE SPECIFIC TOTALS: 12.8 Q.0 ] 704.53
PROGCRAM MANACEMENT CHARGE (calcwlated at 50% of site specific charges): % 352 27
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $ 1056.80

* ACTIVITY CODES AND DESCRIPTIONS: (ACT).

300 (200} Responsible Party identification =nd notification

305 (204) Meeting With Regiona!l Beard or other affected agencies regarding a specific size

305 {205; Dovelopment of cnforcement sctians against @ Responsible Party

307 (207) isswance of a closure document

310 (210) Tite visits

31t (211) Sempling activities

3tz (212) Meetings with responsible parties or respensible party consultants

315 {215) Review of reperts, workplans, preliminary assessments, remedial sctien ptans, or post-remediai menitoring

TOTAL P.@2
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA Dept. 3

Date: May 22, 1996 - Hon. JAMES R. LAMBDEN, Judge Phil Secane, Dep. Clk.
Connie Parchman, Reporter

= ED
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA  Counsel appearing  Lawrence Blazer, Depyty FILED

OifdClerk

for Plaintiff District Attomey MEDA COUNTY
Plaintiff
Vs, Counsel appearing Peter Brennan, MAY 2 2 1996
for Defendant Deputy Public Defender
STUART DEPPER RONALD G, OVERHOLT,
Probation Officer Coline MetoyeBy Phil Seoane B
Defendant appearing Deputy T
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: MINUTE ORDER RE: PROBATION No. 116653b

(AWD419 3146471)

Thig action comes on regularly this day for report of the Prabation Officer and sentence.
By agreement of counsel the previous plea on August 4, 1985 of nolo contendere to count five is VACATED and

The defendant now enters a new and differenct plea of NOLO CONTENDERE, to a violation of Section 25189.5(b)
of the Health and Safety Code of California, as charged in count one of the First Amended Informaton. On motion of

the District Attorney and in the furtherance of justice, the Coun ordered the second through sixteenth counts
dismissed.

The Court having read and considered the report of the Probation Officer: Imposition of sentence is suspended for
a period of THREE (3) YEARS during which time the defendant is placed under the care, custody and control of the
Probation Officer of Alameda County, subject to the following terms and conditions, to-wit: Defendant shall:

X Serve the first ONE (1) YEAR of said probationary period in the Alameda County Jail with credit for time
served: 1 Total days [ (actual days + GT/WT days; (] inciuding GT/WT); and upon release
therefrom;

Report forthwith to the Probation Officer and thereafter as directed and follow all directives of the Probation
Officer.

Obey all laws of the community and be of good conduct.

Seek and maintain regular employment and/or schooling; if change place of employment or residence notify
Probation Officer of any change within 7 days.

If arrested give true name, correct address and accurate birthdate to arresting officer and report in writing to
the Probation Officer within 7 days of said arrest.

Obey all the requirements of Hazardous Waste Generator under the Hazardous Waste control Act.

Submit to search of business premises by any Environmental Regulator, Law Enforcement Officer or
Probation Officer.

Submit to the Alameda County Department of Enviranment Health, Hazards Material Division for
implementation of work plan. Said plan to include soil sampling and ground water monitoring.

Pay lab fee of $4,128.00 for the October 1990 search warrant samples paid by the Alameda County
Hazardous Materials Program Training and Response Trust Account.

Pay lab fee of $7,849.00 for the October 1992 search warrant samples paid by the alameda County
Hazardous Materials Program Training and Response Trust Account.

Restitution of $33,702.00 of time spent on case by Environmental Health personnel (authorized by County
Ordinance) is reserved.

Fine of $5,000.00 is stayed until clean up of the premises is done and then said sum is applied for the clean
up.

Any order for restitution is enforceable as a Civil Judgment.

Defendant’s request for Electronic Menotoring is denied.

Matter is continued to JULY 25, 1996 at 9:05 a.m. in Dept. #5 for execution of sentence.
Defendant ordered to return.

X KX X
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THELEN, MARRIN, JOHNSON & BRIDGES

ATTORMEYS AT LAW

SAN FRANCISCOQ SEVENTEENTH FLOOR . NEW YORK
LOS ANGELES 333 WEST SAN CARLOS STREET _ SAN JOSE
SAM JOSE, CALIFORNIA ©5110-270)

GREGORY P. O'HARA (408) 292-5800

FaX {4gar 287-8040

November 20, 1995

Diane Talsky

Deputy Probation Officer
400 Broadway

Ozkland, CA 94607

Re: Stuart Depper

Dear Ms. Talsky:

This letter is to follow up on our recent telephone
conversations about Stuart Depper and the business he was once
associated with, the Glovatorium. I have represented Mr. Depper

.- for the last two years with regard to environmental compliance
matters and I have assisted his father, Robert Depper, in a few
limited instances regarding similar issues. Over the course of
my representation of Stuart Depper, I have gained a fairly good
understanding of the problem encountered at the Glovatorium. At
your request, I provide you with this brief history and synopsis
of the environmental problems encountered by the Glovatorium.

Robert Depper has been in the dry cleaning business
virtually all of his life. He purchased the Glovatorium in the
late 1960's as a wholesale dry cleaning plant to run as the
family business which he would eventually pass along to his sons.
Over the course of time, Robert Depper also established or
acquired several other dry cleaning stores, which were more of a
retail nature rather than a wholesale nature like the
Glovatorium.

In the dry cleaning industry, there are two different
kinds of dry cleaning. plants: there are stoddard solvent plants
and perchlorethelene (PCE) plants. Stoddard solvent and PCE are
both solvents, but they are very different chemicals. While both
of them can be used to clean clothes without the use of water
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(dry cleaning), stoddard solvent is derived from petroleum, but
PCE is not. 1In the 1960s, stoddard solvent plants were the most
common type of dry cleaning plant. With the invention of PCE,

the popularity of PCE as a dry cleanlng solvent grew dramatically
in the 70's and 80's

While the introduction of PCE to the dry cleaning
industry caused a dramatic shift in the chemical of choice for
most dry cleaning plants, there still remained for many years to
come dry cleaning plants which used stoddard solvent. Robert
Depper's plant, the Glovatorium, had been established as a
stoddard sclvent plant, and he kept it as such until the business
was closed in the early 1990s. Converting the plant to PCE use
would have been, after all, an extremely expensive process and
would have resulted in no appreciable benefit to the Depper
family or the business enterprise.

It is helpful in understanding the environmental status
of the Glovatorium property to appreciate the difference in
impact that stoddard solvent and PCE may have on the environment.
Stoddard solvent, a petroleum distillate, is lighter than water.
Therefore, if it is released from an underground storage tank or
pipe and seeps into soil, it tends to float on top of any
groundwater that it encounters. PCE, on the other hand, is
heavier than water. If PCE is released from a tank or a pipe, it
tends to penetrate soils quickly and when it reaches groundwater,
it drops down to the bottom of the aquifer where it may migrate
along the bottom of the aguifer until -it finds a pathway to
migrate to a lower aquifer. For this and other reasons, solvents
such as PCE (and TCE and TCA used in the electronics industry)
are of much greater concern to the regulatory authorities when
they are released to the subsurface than are petroleum products.
By way of example, it is fairly standard policy for the San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board to defer
oversight and cleanup of petroleum releases from underground
storage tanks to local agencies such as the ¢ity, county, or a
local water district. However, if there is a release of PCE or a
similar chlorinated solvent, the Regional Water Quality Control
Board or the state Department of Toxic Substances Control will
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usually assert jurisdiction over the site and compel immediate
action.

There is also a significant difference in the health
effects of stoddard solvent and PCE. PCE is a "listed" chemical
under both the federal Resource Conservation Recovery Act and the
State Hazardous Waste Control Law and it is considered a
hazardous substance under the Federal Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act ("Superfund"). Stoddard
solvent, on the other hand, is not a listed waste under RCRA or
California's Hazardous Waste Control Law and, as a petroleum
product, it is specifically excluded from the jurisdiction of
Superfund.

The regulatory treatment of petroleum releases is
evident in the passage of California's Underground Storage Tank
Law. Under that law, a fund has been established through taxes
on petroleum. That fund is managed by the State Water Resources
Contrcl Board, the parent agency to the San Francisco Bay

.- Regional Water Quality Control Board. The fund is available to

pay for the investigation and cleanup of releases of petroleum
from underground storage tanks. In fact, once the owner/operator
of the leaking tank pays the first $5,000 for cleanup, the fund
will pay for the next $1 million of expenses incurred. The
policy behind the statute establishing the fund is that the wvast
majority of petroleum underground storage tanks were installed
and used by our socilety at a time when our society as a whole did
not fully appreciate the impact to the environment if the tanks
leaked. The legislature deemed it unfair to impose exdrbitant
cleanup costs on small business people for leaking underground
storage tanks when our entire society was guilty of ignorance of
the environmental impact that the releases may have.

Over the course of time, our ignorance as a society
gave way to a better understanding of all chemical uses in
business and how those chemicals affect not only human health,
but the environment as well. With the occurrence of the Love
Canal incident in the-late 1970s, there was a movement to
understand the effects of chemicals on our ecology and to -
regulate those chemicals in such a fashion as to balance the
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beneficial uses of the chemicals in our every day life against
the potential harm that may result if the chemicals escape their
containexrs. The 1980s saw a proliferation of environmental laws
as we, as a society, struggled (as we still do) to understand the
impact of chemicals on our environment. Of course, it would have
been an easy solution to simply outlaw all chemical use. But
that, as you might imagine, would have brought our economy to an
immediate halt. The other extreme was to allow business as usual
with virtually no protection of the environment, but that option
was equally unacceptable. The struggle to balance the protection
of the environment against the legitimate use of chemicals has
been the battle line for industry, health agencies, environmental
groups, government, and the populous.

In particular, the struggle over the past ten years
with environmental regulation has stratified society about the
extent of environmental regulation which is appropriate. As a
case in point, you may note that it is very popular these days
for politicians to speak against further environmental regulation

+ and instead promote a dismantling of the current regulatory

Ny

quagmire. Ten years ago, any politician who proffered such
suggestions would be accused of blasphemy. The study of
environmental health and regulation has now evolved to a point
where, like the study of ‘economics, if you ask ten professionals
about appropriate regulation, you will get ten vastly different
answers. ' :

Within our brief and tumultucus history of developing
environmental regulation, people like Robert Depper and Stuart
Depper, who grew up in a very different society, tried to adapt.
Adapting was not always easy, especially when several requlatory
agencies assert jurisdiction over a single property and may make
conflicting demands or have conflicting views about what the
appropriate action, if any, is to be taken for the site. What is
worse is that within a single agency different staff people may
have different opinions about whether a site needs to be further
investigated or cleaned up or whether no action should be taken.

To compound matters, regulatory agencies are renown.for
having high turnover rates as their young professiocnals leave the
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staff level positions to join industry for greater pay and
opportunity. It has not been uncommon for a single business to
get conflicting viewpoints among regulatory agencies and even
within a single regulatory agency about what action need or need
not be taken as staff workers come and go. To further compound
the whole process, the laws and regulations change on an annual,
if not a monthly, basis. BAdding to the confusion is the fact
that regulatory agencies also issue "guidance documents" by which
they interpret the various laws and regulations which are rapidly
changing. To expect any business, much less a small business, to
stay abreast of changes in the law, regulations, interpretation
by agencies of the requlations, and the particular opinions of
staff members at the agencies, is impractical. For this very
reason, Governor Wilson has attempted in vain to consolidate
regulatory agencies, streamline the regulatory process, and
simplify environmental regulation so that businesses will not
continue to flee the state in search of a simpler regulatory
system ih neighboring states.

The problems encountered by Robert Depper and Stuart
Depper at the Glovatorium is the product of several factors.
First, there was the onslaught of environmental regulation.
Then, there was the constant change in environmental regulation
and the interpretation and application of those laws. Third,
there was a failure by the Glovatorium to satisfy its regulators
as the laws were adopted, changed or were interpreted. 2As a
small businessman, Stuart Depper did not have the financial
wherewithal cr the necessary sophistication to -hire a -
professional whose job it was to ensure environmental compliance.
Like most small business people, Stuart Depper relied upon the
regulators to inform him if something needed to be done or
changed. While Mr. Depper might take action to correct
violations, the agency inspectors would find new violations on a
subsequent visit. As a result, Stuart Depper became increasingly
frustrated with the entire process and the regulators became
hostile towards Mr. Depper when his frustration was expressed.
Perhaps Stuart Depper's greatest failing in this entire situation
was his lack of understanding of the regulatory process in which
he had become involved and his inability to cope with the “
increased regulation and heightened scrutiny. While ignorance of
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the law and failing to understand the system may not be a defense
to responsibility, it would be a travesty to incarcerate Mr.
Depper as a result of his inopportune involvement in the
evolution of environmental regulation. As a direct result of his
growing frustration with the regulatory process and his inability
to ensure compliance, Stuart Depper has now abandoned the dry
cleaning business which his father established and passed along
to him. He has done so with a great degree of regret and sense
of loss for not having been able to continue the family business.

As for the current state of the Glovatorium property,
it is suspected that there are petroleum products in the soil
beneath the site. The source of those petroleum products is not
entirely clear. Analytical samples of some soil has shown that
there is diesel and/or gascline in the subsurface but not
stoddard solvent. That finding is unexplainable. BRlso, through
our investigation of the history of the Glovatorium plant, we
took the deposition zbout a year ago of a gentleman who used to
sell soaps and detergents to Robert Depper's predecessor at the
Glovatorium. This fellow related to us a story in which the
previous owner of the Glovatorium had improperly plumbed his
underground storage tanks to his dry cleaning machines resulting
in the discharge of many gallons of stoddard solvent to the
subsurface. What was done in response to the release is unknown.
The fact remains, though, that the Glovatorium property poses no
immediate threat to human health and its impact on the
environment is minimal. That conclusion is manifest in the fact
that no regulatory agency has scen fit to undertake anv remedial
action at the property.

Stuart Depper has submitted to the State Water
Resources Control Board an application to the California
Underground Storage Tank Fund. If and when those funds are made
available, they will be used to investigate and remediate any
impact of stoddard solvent at the site which is deemed to be
unacceptable,

Of course, as time goes on, what is "unacceptable"
changes. 1In fact, the State Water Resources Control Board is.
currently considering the adoption of Resolution 92-49 which
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would allow property owners to leave petroleum contamination on
their sites if they can establish there is no significant impact
to the environment. This, of course, is a dramatic change from
past regulatory policy, and it illustrates poignantly how
regulatory agencies significantly change the requirements of
compliance with the simple adoption of policy documents which
interpret the law. If Resolution 92-49 is adopted, thousands of
property owners in this state, and perhaps the Glovatorium, will
be allowed to leave petroleum contamination in the subsuxface
rather than paying millions of dollars to clean it up. The
change in policy is due to the fact that regulatory agencies now
recognize that petroleum products biodegrade naturally in the
subsurface and do not pose significant health threats if they are
not likely to reach a source of drinking water. Resolution 92-49%
simply reflects our growing sophistication as a society to a
point where we now accept some contamination in the subsurface
from past practices because we know that it will self-remediate
and pose no threat to our environment or our persons.

In summary, Stuart Depper's greatest wrongdoing has
been an ignorance of the current regulatory network governing his
business and his inability to change the historical events which
had caused contamination of the property. As an unfortunate
result, Stuart Depper has given up his business in the :
Glovatorium and suffered the humiliation of a failed business and
the defense of civil and criminal charges against him. While it
is true that ‘all businesses must comply with the law no matter
how complex or volatile they may.be, it would seem an unfair
punishment to incarcerate Stuart Depper as a small business man
who got caught up in the crow's nest of environmental regqulation.
Especially in light of Stuart Depper's commitment to pursue
funding to conduct whatever remedial investigation is necessary
at the Glovatorium property, it would alsc seem contrary to the
interests of the regulatory agencies and society as a whole to
incarcerate Stuart Depper and preclude him from pursuing the
investigation and remediation of the site.
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If I can be of any further assistance, please do not
hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

regory P. Hara

GPO/bl
23345
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Alameda County Judge sentences cleaner
to jail for “cynical assault on the-earth™" -

lameda County Superior Court Judge James Lambden
recently sentenced the former general manager of the
Glovatorium, an Oakland dry cleaning facility
spedializing in leather goods, to one year in jail. The defendant,
Stuart Depper of Lafayette, has been convicted earlier of felony
1 of hazardous waste pursuant to a plea agreement
which provided for the dismissal of several other felonies.

Depper’s crimes were characterized by Judge Lambden as
“nothing less than a murderous assault on the earth...
undertaken in a cynical fashion.”

describe a long pattern of environmental violations

The charges filed by the Alameda County DA's Office
which included the following:

(1). Regularly dumping toxic perchloroethylene
waste into the fadility's dumpsters from which it
ended up in local landfills (where it could leach
into groundwater); :

(2) Dlegally dumping (stoddard) solvent waste into
the sanitary sewer system which adversely affected
East Bay Municipal Untility District's (EBMUD)
biological treatment system (potentially -
contaminating EBMUD's own discharges into the
San Francisco Bay);

(3) Dlegally continuing to use leaking underground
storage tanks containing dry cleaning solvent for
years, while knowing of the constant leakage (and
the tanks were in contact with subsurface
groundwater); .

(4) Tlegally dumping solvent-contaminated soil on
the property of co-defendant Robert Depper (father
of defendant Stuart) in Orinda; and

(5) Megally using dry cleanirig machinery and
storing waste solvents in ways which violated a
variety of Bay Area Air Qualily- Management
District (BAAQMD) regulations, after repeated

warnings.

Depper's request that he be allowed to serve the jail time

LT s

by way of electronic surveillance was turned down by
Judge Lambden, noting the seriousness of the crimes
committed and the length of ime over which they occurred.

Deputy District Attorney Larry Blazer who prosecuted the case
pointed out that this was one of the worst environmental cases
he had seen in the past six years. He added that the defendant's

many lies tb envirbnmental regulators over the years were an
appropriate basis for severe punishment above and beyond the
crimes committed. o3

he sentence included the additional requirement that

Depperassist in an investigation to determine the extent

of contamination at the sites - the dry cleaning fadlity
and the Orinda property - and the ultimate deanup that will be
necessary. | 2o N .__1___:. Bl M ;
(Notes: Judge Lambden has been appointed to the First District
Court of Appeal, but petiodically returtis to an Alameda
County courtroom to wrap up matters he was handling before
his elevation. Robert Depper, the father, was scheduled to be
sentenced sometime in June, but no information has been
forwarded to Cn. For further information regarding, this case,
contact Larry Blazer at 510/ 569-9281.) (@

Haz Matazz ...
Frqm p- 2

mitum. And speaking of directory, the published roster

of officers in the June issue contained the wrong contact

numbers for our president, Jim Frank. Talktoour
fearless leader at (916) 386-6162 or send him a fax at (916) 336-
7011. Sorry for the confusion. We at the newsletter strive to
give you accurate information at all times. We also take extra
effort to ensure that the newsletter has a minimum of errors in
spelling, grammar, typos, etc. So, let us know when you find
any. Ibelieve in the (now dead) Russian writer who said,
“Forgive no error you recognize,” for it will propagate itself.
No one is perfect, and all that. But we should be willing to
accept and redtify errors, | g

et us know. We shall also be interested, however, in your
opinion of the newsletter. If you like it, give us a pat on
the back. If you don't, tell us why and we shall try and
please you, We were told that the newsletter is too “dark.”
Gray and full of text. Is it too much information? Is it too
difficult to read? Let me explain. We are a newsletter Lhat tries
to look like a newspaper, instead of a magazine. We are
maximizing space use so our type is smaller and we do not
have empty, open spaces. If we did our lay-out under an
assumption that we can add as much pages as we can, we will
end up being a magazine. And I am not creative enough, or
computer-literate enough to do a magazine. Besides, 1 do nol
think you will want to pay for compesing and printing one. As
it is now, a 16-page newsletter like the last one and this, with
pictures, cost around $3.00 to produce and distribute, given the
350 or so members we have. If you have anything at all to say
about the newsletter; good or bad, say it. After all, this is your
newsletter. We need you to contribute to it. ‘
e -+ wiiHaz Matazz ... p. 6

5



a4
¢
FTATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFOMMIA ENVIRDONMENTAL TN ATEHCY PETE Wi 508, (Guvsrmor

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

DIVISION OF CLEAN WATER PROGRAMS
2014 T Street, Suite 130
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DIVISION OF CLLEAN WATER PROGRAMS
FAX (916) 227-4349 - Main fax

FAX (916) 227-4595 - Cleanup Fund

FAX (916) 227-4530 - Facilities Planning

(If you did not receive all your FAX, please call (916) 227- )
ask for )

—
No. of Pages __ .~ (including this transmittal sheet)

—

| | ¥For your information

| | Per your request

| | For your review and comments

| | Original will be coming in the mail
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Tracer Research Corporation

855 Norch Business Centee Drive  Tucsan, Arizona a570s (602) 8688-9400

CERTIFICATE OF TRAINING
TRACER RESFARCIH CORPORATION TRACER TIGHT®
LEAK DETECTION METHOD

To Whom It May Concermn:

Tracer Research Carporation provides the following cerlification to Dave Reeves
with respect to the completion of sufficient training in the performance ol the
Tracer Research Corporation Tracer Tightty Leak Detection Method and the Tracer
Research Corporation Monthly Monitoring Method.

This certificate authorizes Dave Reeves of Tlorizon Engineering to perform the
Tracer Research Corporation Tracer ‘Tight® Leak Detection Method.

[aving completed the necessary requisements and traiaing the aforementioned

cmployce has demonsirated  ceriifisble knawledge of the Tracer Research
Corporation Leak Detection methodology and concept.

TRACER RESEARCH CORPORATION

Certified by: é‘y‘.{
Jim Cook
Affiliate Operabions

Certification VMalid: OLF3193 thru O01/31/94 -
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This is to certify that
DAVID W. REEVES

(HORIZON ENGINEERING & TESTING, INC.)

CERTIFICATICON NUMBER: HT/LT 063

has completed a course

W ir

T —

in fundamentals of line testing methods
incorporating use of the
Hasstech ACURITE™ Fipeline Tester

according to NFPA 329-87.

LAY

=
Date: 10/22/92 . HASSTECH, INC.

EXPIRATION DATE:

10/22/94 oy m J :l_.

Mike Treat
i’ TRAINING MANAGER
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I ALAMEDA COUNTY TLTH CARE SERVICES - ENViONMENTAL PROTECTION

MEMORANDUM

March 22, 1995 |
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Scott Seery, ACDEH

GLOVATORIUM, 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94611 STID 439

Regquirements for e ring compliance with UST laws

requlations, and other applicable standards and peolicy

The following steps are necessary to ensure compliance with all

local,

state and federal UST law, regulations, and other

standards and policy:

1)

2)

The exact number and locations of all underground storage
tanks (UST) and product conveyance, return or other piping
and appurtenances must be determined. Such can be
accomplished through submittal of "as-built" engineering
drawings or, if such drawings are not available, through
the use of remote sensing techniques (e.g., ground
penetrating radar, etc.).

USTs no longer in use must be permanently closed in
accordance with the provisions of Article 7, 23CCR:

Section 2670 - At least 30 calendar days prior to UST
closure an application for such must be submitted to ACDEH
for review and approval before commencing closure
activities

Section 2672 (b} - Owners/cperators of USTs subject to
permanent closure through removal must comply with
applicable provisions of Chapter 6.5, Division 20,
California Health and Safety Code (HSC) and the following:

o all residual liquid, solids, or sludges shall bke
removed and handled as hazardous waste or recyclable
materials in accordance with Chapter 6.5 HSC

© the UST shall be inerted to levels which preclude
explosion or to lower levels required by the local
agencies

o removed USTs shall be transported and handled as
hazardous waste

Section 2672 (¢} - Owners/operators of USTs where in-place
closure has been approved shall comply with the applicable
provisions of Chapters 6.5 and 6.7 of Division 20, HSC, and
the following:
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3)

4)

Blazer
ovatorium .
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o all residual liquid, solids, or sludges shall be
removed and handled as hazardous waste or recyclable
materials in accordance with Chapters 6.5 and 6.7 HSC

the UST shall be inerted to levels which preclude
explosion or to lower levels required by the local
agencies

Q

o all piping associated with USTs shall be removed and
disposed unless removal might damage structures or
other pipes that are being used and which are
contained in a common trench, in which case the
closed piping shall be emptied of all contents and
capped

o the UST shall be completely filled with an inert
golid

The sampling plan associated with the UST closures must be
in the form of a Soil and Water Investigation (SWI), an
element of the Corrective Action Regulations (Article 11,
23CCR). All post-closure sampling and other corrective
action activities must be in conformance with:

a) SWRCB Leaking Underground Fuel Tank Field Manual (LUFT),

October 1989;

b) Tri-Regional Board Staff Recommendations for Preliminary

Evaluation and Investigation of Underground Tank Sites, 10
August 1990; and,

¢) all provisions of Article 5, Release Reporting and
Initial Abatement Requirements, and Article 11, Corrective
Action Requirements, 23CCR

The requirements for the initiation of the SWI and
subsequent corrective action elements, including the
development of a Corrective Action Plan (CAP), include,
among others, the fcllowing:

o All corrective action elements, and report and work
plan submittals, must be directly supervised by a
California-registered geologist or civil engineer
whose name and California registration stamp appear
on each submitted document

o detailed work plans describing the specific scope of
work for each phase of corrective action are to be
submitted to ACDEH for review and approval before
implementation

Further, all corrective action shall be in compliance with
Section 2721 (b), Article 11, 23CCR), as follows:
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o all applicable waste discharge requirements (WDR) or
other order issued pursuant to Division 7, commencing
with section 13000 of the Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Control Act (Water Code)

o all applicable state policies for water guality
control adapted pursuant to Article 3 (commencing
with Section 13140) of Chapter 3 of Division 7 of the
Water Code

o all applicable water quality control plans adopted
pursuant to Article 3 (commencing with Section 13240)
of Chapter 4 of Division 7 of the Water Code

o all applicable reguirements of Chapter 6.7
(commencing with Section 25280} and the regulations
(Chapter 16, Title 23 CCR) promulgated thereto

o all applicable requirements of Article 4 of Chapter
6.75 HSC, applicable provisions of this Chapter, and
the Federal Act

Free product (FP) must be removed from ground water and
s0il to the maximum extent practical, as determined by
ACDEH. FP removal shall result in proper treatment,
discharge or disposal of recovered product in full
compliance with applicable local, state and federal
regqulations. (Section 2655, Article 5, 23CCR}

Until investigation and cleanup are complete, as determined
by ACDEH, technical reports are to be submitted to ACDEH
every gquarter, or more fregquently if otherwise specified.
(Section 2652({d), Article 5, 23CCR)

Submit a completed and signed Underground Storage Tank
Unauthorized Release (Leak) / Contamination Site Report to
ACDEH. (Section 2652 (c}), Article 5, 23CCR)
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MEMORANDUM
DATE: September 29, 1994
TO: Files hats

FROM: Larry Seto

-

SUBJ: The Leather Cleanera, 3815 Broadway, Oakland

ot

Today I had a meeting in our office with representatives of The
Leather Cleaners. Persons present during the meeting:

Stuart Depper, Owner of the former The Leather Cleaners
Gregory O'Hara, Attorney at Law representing Stuart Depper
Paul Smith, Sr. Haz. Mat. Sepc.

Larry Seto, Sr. Haz. Mat. Spec.

In my letter dated September 23, 1994 to Depper, I stated no
attorneys were to be present. I elected to still have the
meeting after O’Hara said he only wanted to explain Stuart
Depper’s position and relationship with the site. ©O'Hara said
that Reobert Depper, Stuart’s father is the property owner, and
the owner of the underground tanks. Stuart is helping his father
manage the property at 3815 Broadway. O’Hara said he will
contact Rober Depper concerning the underground tanks. Presently
O‘Hara has not been retained by Robert Depper. The Leather
Cleaners went out of business on May 20, 1994. (Note: This is
contrary to what Depper told me on 9-21-94. During a phone
conversation, he said The Leather Cleaners was out of business
effective that day. I told him his accountant, John Yep informed
us The Leather Cleaners will go ocut of business on Sept.26th.
Depper then saild that he just signed the papers, and that John
does know about it yet. A section of the former Leather Cleaner
facility is presently being leased to Swanson’s Cleaner (Agency
Shop) out of Sacramento, and another section to Professional
Industrial Services (dry cleaning operation) owned and operated
by Eric Depper. ©O’'Hara and Stuart Depper said that Professional
Industrial Services (PSI) has been operating on the site a few
Years concurrently with The Leather Cleanera. They claim that
they do not know how to contact Eric Depper. They also claim
that Eric hae not spoke to Stuart or Robert Depper in years.

They are also not sure if Eric still receives mail at the above
address. Stuart Depper is the only officer for Leather Cleaners.
He claims that the drums Paul and I saw on the site last week is
not his, but possibly what was generated by PSI. I told him I
wanted to see copies of his manifests for the disposal of the
hazardous waste that he disposed of since 10/92. He and his
attorney said he will make me copies. Depper also said that John
Yep has not leased a space at the above address from him yet.

Robert Depper started the Glovatorium Inc., then changed it to
the Glovatorium. In 1992 Stuart started The Leather Cleaners.
Robert Depper’s address is 31 Muth Drive, Orinda, CA 94563.
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O’'Hara said that they want to store rainwater from the roof in
the middle of the facility in the underground tanks because the
rainwater is getting into the EBMUD sewer system, and EBMUD
suspect the rainwater is detrimental to their system. Depper
said he was going to ‘usesthe rainwater for cooling his eguipment
at the site. (If he is out of business at the site, what
equipment is he going to cool?) ©fhara and Depper said there no
intention to store hazardous substances in the undergound tanks
in the next 12 months. I told them if there is no intention of
storing hazardous substances within the next 12 consecutive
months in the underground tanks, the tanks must be permanently
closed per section 2670, Title 23. I also informed them that
,when a tank is permanently closed, sampling of the soil midpoint
beneath the tank, and groundwater if present must be tested to
verify that a release from the tank has not occurred per section
2672(d) Title 23. 1In addition, they were informed that if an
underground tank is closed in place, it shall be completely
filled with an inert solid, unless the owner intends to use the
underground storage tank for the storage of a nonhazardous
substance which is compatible with the previous use and
construction of the underground storage tank per section
2672 (c) (4), Title 23. O’Hara said the tanks are empty, and that
rainwater is compatible with previous use of the tamnk. Depper
said the rainwater can have chemicals added to it from prevent it
from corroding the undergound tank. We went back and forth
concerning this issue. I told them I would contact the State
Water Resources Control Board and the Regional Board to get an
interpretation of the Title 23 regulations concerning permanent
closure. I gave O'Hara a copy of the closure regulations,
Article 7, Title 23, 19%94. O0‘Hara said he would like to talk, or
meet with the State to present his argument.

At the conclusion of our meeting, O‘Hara said he would contact
Robert Depper concerning the underground tanks, and inform him of
our position. I told Depper and O’Hara that I would contact the
State to get their interpretation of their closure requirements.
I did not push the issue of identifying the generator of the
hazardous waste drums on-site last week (9-21-94) since the
District Attorney’s representative was not present. I felt this
issue could be discussed later with the assistance from the
district attorney’s office.
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RAFAT A SHAHID, Assistant Agency Direcior

ALAMEDA COUNTY CC 430-4510
DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

September 23, 1994 . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION
1131 HARBOR BAY PEWY., EM.250
ALAMEDA, CAL. 94502-6577

Mr. Stuart Depper a;?gm
3815 Broadway Street
Oakland, CA 394611

RE: The Leather Cleaner, 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Depper:

‘On September 21, 1994, I performed a routine hazardous
materials/waste inspection with Paul Smith from my office at the
above site. We were given consgent to perform our inspection from
your Accountant, John Yep. Prior to our inspecticn, Mr. Yep
informed us that The Leather Cleaner will be going out of

business effective September 26, 1994. During our inspection, we
observed the following violaticons of the Hazardous Waste Control
Law:

1. There are a minimum of fifty (50), 55 gallon drums located

throughout the facility. Most of the drums are not
labelled, or are improperly labelled without an
accumulation start date.

2. A number of the labelled drums on-site have an accumulation
start date which exceeds the 90 day accumulation time.

3. Numerous uncovered contailners containing hazardous
materials/waste are stored throughout the site.

4. In a number of locations, there is inadequate aisle space
to allow the movement of equipment and personnel in
the event of an emergency.

5. There are six underground tanks on-site that are not
registered and permitted. These tanks muat be permanently
closed if the storage of hazardous substancee has ceased
and the tanks will not be used, or are not intended for
use, for the storage of hazardous substances within the
next 12 consecutive months. (Section 2670{(c), Article 7,
California Code of Regulations, Title 23}
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In addition, we did not see any of 55 gallon drums that we
numbered during our last site visit on October 16, 1992. Please
submit within 30 days copies of all manifests for the disposal of
hazardous waste from the above gite since October le, 1992,

We were approximately thirty (30) minutes into the inspection
when you called the facility. After scheduling a meeting with me
Lo complete my inspection next Thursday, September 23, 1994 at
1:00pm with yourself, and the new business owner, you asked us to
leave. ( we agreed no attorneys will be Present during this
meeting) . Mr. Smith and I left the premises immediately after I
completed my phone conversation with vyou.

Pleage be Prepared to address the viclations noted in this letter
hext Thursday.

Hazardous Materialg Specialist

co: John Yep, Accountant, The Leather Cleaner
Ed Howell, Chief, Environmental Protection
Filesg
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Certified Mailer$ P 386 338 346 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Division
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
QOakland, CA 94621

{510) 271-4320
May 1, 15994

Mr. Stuart Depper

The Leather Cleaner/Glovatorium
3815 Broadway

Oakland, CA 94611

RE: Five Year Permits for Underground Tanks at
3815 Broadway, Cakland, CA

Dear Mr. Depper:

I have reviewed the information your consultant, Certified
Environmental Corporation, submitted in response to my letter
dated January 13, 1994. Listed below are comments for each item
as numbered in my January letter.

#1 & #2 Forms A & B are unacceptable. All copies of the
original A & B forms using the most current forms
must be submitted to this office. (Enclosed are
the most current forms)

#4 The underground tank monitoring plan is
unacceptable. Your plan must be in accordance to
Article 4, Chapter 16, Title 23, California Code
of Regulations. (See enclosed example)

#5 & #6 The partially complete report for your tank and
pipeline precision test is unacceptable. A
complete report with a signature from Ehe
precision testing company is required.

#7 The plot plan is unacceptable. All drains and
doors in the facility must be identified. An
overall scaled plot plan with respect to landmarks
and property lines must also be submitted.

(See enclosed example)

#8 The spill response plan is acceptable.

#9 This item pertains tec underground tanks that are
not currently in use. Please see Sections 2670
and 2671, Chapter 16, Title 23, Califoxnia Code of
Regulations.



Our records indicate that your position is the underground tanks
at the above site has not been in'use a number of years. 1In
addition to registering these tanks, closure of these tanks in
accordance to Article 7, Chapter 16, Title 23, California Code of
Regulations may be required. See also Uniform Fire Code, Section
79.166 (e} . o

If you have any quespioni, please contact me at (510) 271-4320.

S g

Sr. Hazardous Materials Specialist

co: Ed Howell, Chief, Hazardous Materials Division
Barry Gallagher, Attorney
Gary Rogers, Ph.D., Certified Environmental Corporation
Larry Blazer, Alameda County District Attorney’s Office
Oakland Fire Department
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February 16, 1994

Larry Seto " ™
Alameda County Health Services
80 Swan Way, Rm. 200

Oakland, CA 94621

(510) 271-4320
Re:  Permits for UST’s located at 3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA

* Dear Mr. Seto:
I have enclosed a copy of the information requested in your letter dated Jan. 13, 1994 regarding
underground storage tank permits for The Glovetorium (The Leather Cleaner), 3815 Broadway,
QOakland, California.
Information has been provided to address items #1, #2, #4, #5, #6, #7, and #8. I am not clear
on what is needed for Item #9 (a letter stating how the tanks are to be maintained during one

year closure). I would appreciate receiving additiona! information on this requirement.

If you have questions, please call me at 415-341-7630. Thank you for your help in this regard.

Sincerely,

Gary Rogers, Ph.D.
District Manager

3160 Crow Canyon Road Ofc (510) 867-0322
Suite 350 Fax (5310} 867-0915
San Ramon, California 94583 {800) 447-0171
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(510) 271-4320
January 13, 1994
o
Mr. Stuart Depper
Leather Cleaner/Glovatorium
3815 Broadway
Oakland, CA 94611
" Re: FIVE-YEAR PERMITS FOR OPERATION OF BIX

UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANEKS (UST’s) AT
3815 Broadway, Oakland, CA

Dear Mr. Depper:

I have received your attorney’s letter dated January 5, 1994.
According to our records the Leather Cleaner/Glovatorium has not
received a five-year permit to operate underground storage tanks
(UGT’s). Please complete the following items marked below and
return them to me within 30 days. The example plans enclosed
should be used only as guidelines, and may not meet all your
requirements under Title 23.

1. Complete UST PERMIT FORM A - one per facility. (enclosed)

== 2. Complete UST PERMIT FORM B - one per tank. (enclosed)

-— 3. Complete UST PERMIT FORM C - one per tank if information is

available. ' (enclosed)

A written tank monitoring plan. (enclosed)

-=/58. Results of precision tank test(s) (initial and annual).

== 6. Results of precision pipeline leak detector tests (initial

E//’ and annual).

3{,?. An accurate and complete plot plan. {enclosed)
A written spill response plan. (enclosed)

== 9. Letter stating how the tanks are to be maintained during
one year closure.

Title 23 of the california Code of Regqulation prohibits the
operation of ANY UST without a permit. In addition, Title 23
states that permanent closure shall apply to those UGTs in which
the storage of hazardous substances has ceased and the tanks will
nhot be used or are not intended for use, for storage of hazardous
substances within the next 12 consecutive months. Please feel
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L.aw OFFICES OF BARRY M. GALLAGHER
A PROFESZIONAL CORPORATION

BARRY M. GALLAGHER ONE KAISER PLAZA, SUITE 2450
RICHARD J, TAGGI OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94612-3685
ROBERT F RICH TELEPHONE SIO-836-1266

FACSIMILE 510-836-1559

v .January 5, 1994

Department of Environmental Health
80 Swan Way, Suite 200
Oakland, CA 94621

Attn: Larry Seto

Re: Leather Cleaner/Glovatorium Property at
3815 Broadway, Oakland, california
Bubject: Updating Tank permits

Dear Mr. Seto:

The owner of the property where the Leather Cleaner/
Glovatorium business is conducted at 3815 Broadway, Oakland,
California, has asked me to write this letter requesting assistance
and attention by the Department of Environmental Health to the
request by the owner to update tank permits, as required by law, on
the six tanks at the property, all of which have been tested and
which test results show the absence of leakage. Copies of those
test results are available through this office or directly from
Certified Environmental Consulting, Inc., attention Gary Rogers, at
32 West 25th Avenue, Suite 102, San Mateo, California 94403 (415-
341-7630).

Efforts to date by the owner to obtain the Department of
Environmental Health's cooperation in obtaining update tank permits
has been to no avail, and your assistance and cooperation is both
necessary and appreciated. If there are reasons why the Department
of Environmental Health will not or can not comply with this
request, I ask that you advise me promptly.

81

BEMG/mcc
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NED ROBINSON
‘_,\' "-. 2HorRNEY AT LAW
\\2\& %‘730 MT. DIABLO BLVLD, SUITE 330
P Q. BOX 1757
LAFAYETTE, CALIFORMIA B45498-7087
{415) 284-3304 -

'y

January 22, 1991

e regeh

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Department of Environmental Health
Hazardous Materials Program

80 Swan Way, Room 200

Oakland, CA 94621

. Attn: Gilbert M. Wistar

RE: Robert Depper - The Glovatorium
Dear Mr. Wistar:

As the attorney for Robert Depper and The Glovatorium, I am in
receipt of a copy of your letter of January 8, 1991. No mention
is made of the result of the tests of the soil samples taken at 31
Muth Drive in Orinda.

I would appreciate it if you would provide me with a copy of the
results of the testing of the soils at 31 Muth Drive and the
recommendations for clean-up, if any, of that property.

By a copy of this letter, I am making the same request to the
Contra Costa County Health Services, who are copied on your letter.

Thanking you in advance for your cooperation,
Vecy truly yuurs,

/ Lol e

Ned Robinson
Attorney at Law

nr:lo

cc: Robert Depper Jim Haltum
The Glovatorium Contra Costa County Health Services
3815 Broadway 4333 Pacheco Boulevard

Oakland, CA 94511 Martinez, CA 94553
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January 8, 1991

Mr. Robert Depper
The Glovatorium
3815 Broadway
Oakland, CA 94611

S RN

RE: Analytical results of samples collected from the Glovatorium in
October 1990; interim measures that the Glovatorium must
implement in response

Dear Mr. Depper:

As you may recall, on October 15, 1990, environmental samples were
collected from the Glovatorium and from 31 Muth Dr., Orinda, under a
search warrant obtained by the Oakland Police Dept. Agencies present
during this sampling included the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, the California Dept. of Fish and Game, our office, the Contra
Costa County Health Services Dept., the Alameda County District
Attorney's Office, the Oakland Police Dept., and the Berkeley

Environmental Health Dept. Seven soil samples were taken from the o

back yard of the Orinda residence, and the samples indicated below
were collected from the Glovatorium facility.

Glovatorium Sample Locations and Lab Results /

A. Ligquid samples from the well installed into the underground
storage tank area, and from the 55-gallon drum into which this
well is pumped. All of these samples were dual-phase, that is,
they contained a substantial amount of floating solvent on top of
water. The top portion of these samples tested at up to 100%
Stoddard solvent, and the bottom (water) portion of these samples
contained as much as 3,300 parts per million (ppm) of dissolved
Stoddard solvent.

B. Liquid and sludge samples from six floor drains/sumps that
discharge into the EBMUD sanitary sewer system; during the
sampling, connections from each drain to the sanitary sewer
outlet on Manila Ave. were confirmed with a flouricine dye tracer
test. Nearly all of these samples were found to contain Stoddard
solvent, at concentrations of up to 110,000 ppm.

C. Liguid samples from the Manila Ave. sanitary sewer manhole,
collected on October 12, 1990 using a timed autcmatic sampler.
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Mr. Robert Depper
January 8, 1991
Page 2 of 4

Three of these samples were found to contain Stoddard solvent and
diesel, at levels of up to 120 rpm and 52 ppm, respectively.

quuld samples from the caustic tank adjacent to the well
installed in the underground tank storage area, and from the
floor drain that thig“tank empties into. These samples contained
minor amounts of heavy metals and a nearly neutral pH of 7.4.

Standing liquid from the floors of the dry-cleaning room and the
dryer room. These samples contained up to 59 ppm Stoddard
solvent. After sampling, what appeared to be pure hydrocarbon
liquid ocozed through the floor of the dryer room (based on its
obvious phase separation from water that came with it).

Soil from under the concrete floor in the dry-cleaning room.
This scil, which smelled strongly of hydrocarbons, tested out at
91,000 ppm Stoddard solvent.

Solid samples from each of fifteen 55-gallon drums containing
soil and concrete debris; about half of these drums were located
behind the sandblaster, and the other half in the heated drying
room. Of the 15 drums, 13 were shown to contain Stoddard
solvent, at levels of up to 32,000 ppm. The samples were
collected from the top 6-8 inches of these drums, where
evaporation and natural drainage may result in samples with
unrepresentative (low) levels of hydrocarbons, therefore, the
average levels of solvents in these drums is likely to be higher
than the reported results. 1In addition, the two drums with
"non-detect" levels of solvents from the top 6-8 inches may have
significant contamination towards their bottoms.

Solid samples from a dumpster within the building that smelled
strongly of dry cleaning solvent, as a result of which we
quarantined the dumpster. These samples contained up to 320,000
ppm, or 32%, perchloroethylene.

Interim Action Requirements

Based on these results, the Glovatorium must take the the following
steps:

l.

There are clearly leaks or holes (or both) in the underground
tank cluster under the floor of the building. The ongoing
releases from the tank system are a source of gross pollution to
the groundwater, which may be a flowing underground stream in
this area. Therefore, all of the underground tanks currently in
use must be pumped out completely, and their use halted
indefinitely. An alternative storage method for Stoddard solvent
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Mr. Robert Depper
January 8, 1991
Page 3 of 4

must be implemented, subject to approval from the Oakland Fire
Dept., the Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and us.

2. Soil borings and groundwater monitoring wells must be installed
around the underground storage tanks, and downgradient of these
tanks. Borings and ‘%&lls must alsoc be installed beneath the
dry-cleaning room and dryer room, where there is evidence of
significant subsurface contamination that may have already, and
could continue to, migrate off-site. Following a full definition
of the types, concentrations, and areal extent of hydrocarbon
contamination, a comprehensive cleanup plan will need to be
developed and implemented. Additionally, leakage/spillage from
the dry-cleaning machines and dryers must be contained and
prevented from reaching subsurface soils.

3. Contaminated sludge and water from the sanitary sewer drains and
sumps must be removed and handled as hazardous waste. The
Glovatorium must desist immediately from disposing of
hydrocarbon-contaminated water or pure hydrocarbons to the
sanitary sewer, either directly or indirectly, to the extent that
such discharges exceed EBMUD influent limits.

4. Solls and debris in the 55-gallon drums are likely to qualify as
hazardous waste, based on flammability or toxicity criteria.
Therefore, this material must be removed from the site and be
treated/disposed of as hazardous waste (unless the Glovatorium
can demonstrate this waste to be nonhazardous, according to Sec.
66305, Div. 4, Title 22, california Code of Regqulations).
However, if all or part of this waste is proved to be
nonhazardous, there still may be disposal restrictions that will
require coordination with this office.

5. As mentioned in person to Stuart Depper on November 20, 1990,
perchloroethylene-contaminated waste in the gquarantined dumpster
needs to be segregated from rubbish, with the solvent-laden waste
handled as hazardous. The Glovatorium must send this office a
letter that indicates how this waste will be segregated and
treated or disposed of, and how the Glovatorium will handle such
waste in the future (it is not appropriate to mix it with simple
rubbish). If the letter is acceptable, a representative from
this office will be available to remove the quarantine and
witness the separation of hazardous waste from other trash.

6. Cleanup of contaminated soil at 31 Muth Drive in Orinda must be
coordinated through the Contra Costa County Health Services
Dept., Hazardous Materials Section. They can be reached at:

4333 Pacheco Blvd.
Martinez, CA 94553-2295 ph. (415) 646-2286
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Please submit a work plan to this office that takes into account all
of the above considerations. Thé work plan must be prepared and
signed by a California-Registered Geologist or Professional Engineer;
it must be thorough in scope and include a schedule for
implementation of specific tasks. The work plan is due in 60 days,
that is, no later than Maréh 8, 1991.

If you have any gquestions concerning the contents of this letter,
please contact the undersigned at 271-4320.

Sincerely, -

Nl 25", LT

Gil wistar
Hazardous Materials Specialist

¢: Ned Robinson, Attorney-at-Law (3730 Mt. Diablo Blvd., Suite 330,

P.0. Box 1757, Lafayette, CA 94549)

Jim Haltum, Contra Costa County Health Services Dept. (4333
Pacheco Blvd., Martinez, CA 94553-2295)

Alan Whitman, Oakland Police Dept.

Mark Thomson, Alameda County District Attorney's Office, Consumer
and Environmental Protection Division

Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. Agency Director, Environmental Health

files
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Hazardous Materlals Program
August 20, 1990 80 Swah Way, Rm. 200

. ) Qakiand, CA 94621
Glovatorium (415)
3815 Broadway

Oakland, CA 94611

RE: 3815 Broadway

B4

INAL NOTICE OF

Dear owner/operator:

Our records indicate that there are undergrgund tank(s) at your site
at the above facility. You have been notified of the below
violations and you have not yet corrected them.

-

In accordance with the California Code of Regulat%ons, Title 23,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 16 Underground Tank Regulations you must
perform one of the following actions:

1. Submit a tank closure plan to this Department as regquired by
Article 7, 2670, forms available from this office, or 3

2. Apply for a permit as required by Article 10, 2710.  Permit
applications Part A and B are available from this office.

Please note that section 25299 of the California Health and Safety
Code states that any operator or owner of an undergound storage tank
is liable for a civil penalty of not less than five hundred dollars
or more than five thousand dollars per day for failure to obtain a
pernit, or failing to properly close an undergound storage tank, as
required .by section 25298.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact this
office at 271-4320.

Sincerely,

Ve E 0l

Thomas F. Peacock, Senior HMS
Hazardous Materials Division

TFP:tfp

cc: Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attorney, Consumer and
Environmental Protection Agency
Lester Feldman, RWQCB
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4. Sec. 67105 - OQur facility now has a complete
record of all MSDS training records on file, and all
new employees are involved in the MSDS program. These
employees have read all M3DS sheets, bulletins and
booklets that we have received. Personel who work
anywhere near' any chemicals or who handle any
potentially hazardous materials are fully knowledgeable
and have been madg; aware of any possible health risks
to them. Y

5. BSec. 67140 - A contingency plan has been Prepared
and was posted at the required locations throughout
the facility and will remain in those places.

6. BSec. 67141 - We have a posted list of persons
qualified to act as emergency coordinators in the
event of a waste material release.

7. BSec. 67241 - Reference to "some drums rusted..."
The drums in question contained water which was being
used during the last drought.

8. Sec. 67243 - The open half-drum containing
stoddard waste has been eliminated.
Title 19:

9. Sec. 25504a - Regarding inventory information
on chemicals handled in large gquantities, we have
submitted a 1list of these items to your office. If

you have not received them, pPlease let me know and
I'll furnish you with another copy. The only items
of this type that we handle in large quantities are
the Chevron solvent #3325, or stoddard solvent, and
perchlorethylene.

Title 23:

10. Sec. 25292 - We have contacted expert
consultants with regards to. the six underground tanks
at our facility. When they have completed their study
and made recommendations as to +the best course of
action, we will advise you of our plans.

I hope that these remedial actions we have taken meet
with the approval of your agency. 1If you have further
questions, do not hesitate to contact me directly.
Five copies of this letter are enclosed for distribution
to those who received copies of your letter to me.
We do not have mailing addresses for them.

Yours sincerely,

‘Stuart Depper
THE GLOVATORIUM
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Copies enclosed for:

Doug Krause, DDHS.

Alan Whitman, Oakland Police Department

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District Attornery, Consumer
Environmental Protéction Division

Rafat A. Shahid, Asst. AgencyDirector, Environmental
Health
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August 17, 1990

Alameda County Health Care Services
Dept. of Environmental Health

B0 Swan Way - Rm. 200

Oakland, CA 94621

Attn:

Thomas Peacock

Dear Mr.

Peacock:

In response to your Jletter dated August 20,

1950,

regarding underground tanks at our facility at 3815
Broadway, Oakland, we would like to call your attention
to the fact that we’ have already submitted Form "A"
to your office. A copy of that form is enclosed
with this letter.

As for form "B", we are informed by the Water Resources
Board, that it is unnecessary to file this form due

to the fact that there has been no change as regards
these tanks.

Yourg singerely,
,Aﬁgz'ﬂgé;ﬁﬂ Y

Stuart Depper
THE GLOVATORIUM

encl: copy of Form "A" £

3815 Broadway Oakland, California 94611 415 658-8680




-

——

T )
T

®

" ALAMEDA COUNTY
HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program

MEMORANDUM 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Oakland, CA 94621
. (415)
TO: File . .
FROM: Gil Wistar fgkib
':-"'?’Ch-:l'
DATE: May 2, 1990

SUBJECT: Information gained from April 24, 1990 inspection at the
Glovatorium, 3815 Broadway, Oakland

I‘ conducted a follow-up inspection at the Glovatorium to check on
this facility's actions to comply with the generator, business plan,
and underground tank violations for which it was cited in a Final
Notice of Violation from this office dated January 22, 1990.

The following are the specific hazardous material/waste violations I
noted during the inspection (Title 22).

Sec. 66508

= Although most containers of hazardous materials and wastes are
now labeled properly, several stray drums had no labels: a

55-gallon aqueous ammonia drum and a 5-gallon pail of waste
oil. e

= 1 perused the disposal record carefully. Receipts on-site for
perchloroethylene ("perc.," a chlorinated solvent) waste date
back to 1/19/88; there is a 4-month gap between 1/19/88 and
5/20/88 that may indicate storage greater than 90 days. Also,
receipts/manifests for the full three years prior to the
inspection date were not produced because the owner, Stu
Depper, claims that the Glovatorium only began to generate
perc. waste immediately prior to the initial 1/19/88 pickup
date. (Curiously, Alan Whitman of Oakland PD has found
evidence that Safety-Kleen picked up some perc. waste from the
facility prior to 1988.)

- For stoddard {petruleum-based} solvent, Mr. Depper produced
receipts for disposal of "still-bottom" waste dating back to
1/8/88. There is a gap of 6 months between 3/17/88 and 9/26/88
(Depper claims that this was the result of the stoddard
distillation unit being out of commission during the summer of
1988, meaning that no purification of stoddard occurred over
this period and therefore no waste was generated.) 1In
addition, there is a gap of more than 90 days between 12/13/88
and 4/3/89. Mr. Depper says that he took stoddard waste to the
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former, Chevron Station at 3701 Broadway prior to 1/88, and
received no receipts for this disposal.

Sec. 66492

~ The on-site records for disposal of both perc. and stoddard
solvent are jincomplete, since they don't go back the full three
Years required under this section, and contain some gaps that
might indicate,gto:age of hazardous waste for over 90 days.
R F R
Sec. 67124

- The aqueous ammonia drum referred to earlier was inaccessible,
hidden behind several pieces of equipment and two-wheeled
laundry carts. In my judgment, this violates the aisle-space
provision of Title 22; Mr. Depper argued this point because he
felt that the drum should be inaccessible to employees.

o

Business Plan (Health ‘and Safety Code)

Sec. 25504(a), 25504(b)(3), and 25509(a)

- The Glovatorium still has not sent a hazardous material /waste
inventory to our‘office. Mr. Depper stated that he has
submitted a chemical inventory to the Bay Area Air Quality
Managment District, and implied that he thought this satisfied
the "agencies'" ‘chemical inventory requirement.

- Whereas the Glovatorium has submitted certain elements of the
required emergency response and contingency plan, as well as an
employee training plan, it has not submitted a suitable
evacuation plan complete with a floor plan of the facility
showing hazardou$ material storage areas.

Underground Tanks (Title 23)

Sec. 2641 |

- This section specifies the requirements for underground tank

monitoring alternatives,
I

- Here is the situation at the facility: there are six tanks,
five of which are installed in a row, vertically, beneath part
of the building., This cluster of five tanks has one
observation well, supposedly downgradient of the tanks, which
range in size from 1,000-gallon to 3,000-gallon. The sixth
tank, the 3,000-gallon "fill tank," is located under the
sidewalk outside the building, and has no monitoring associated
with it. All six tanks contain stoddard solvent, some being

clean and some being relatively dirty, but none is considered a
waste material. |
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The only monitoring that the facility uses is the annual
checking of the one observation well (I saw no reports showing
that even this has been done).

= Minimum monitoring requirements that Alternative #2 of this
section specifies: =
“am i
a. four monitoring wells around the cluster of five tanks, to
be sampled twice a year;
b. two monitorifgiwélls around the single outside tank; and
c. an indeterminate number of vadose (dry soil vapor) wells
around both tank areas.

Mr. Depper stated that he has solicited bids from four consultants to
handle his underground tank problems, but this office has received
nothing from the Glovatorium or any of these consultants.

Interestingly, on April 10, Mr. Lito Ding from the federal Small
Business Administration in Mountain View, CA called me to check out
an application that thée Glovatorium had filed to obtain an SBA loan
or grant for underground tank repair. Apparently, Mr. Depper
indicated on the application that the October 1989 earthquake "caused
his tanks to-leak." During the April 24 inspection, I asked him if
he knew whether his tanks were in fact leaking, making no reference
to the SBA application; he emphatically denied that they were
leaking, because the insides had been coated with some sort of
leak-proof material within the past several years.

Other Information if

The Deppers own the building and the tanks. Technichem in Emeryville
(the current perc. waste hauler) supplies recycled perc. to tht=e
facility. East Bay ©Oil in Richmond supplies the stoddard (Chevron
325) solvent, a total 'of 4,000 to 5,000 gallons of which was used in
1989 at the Glovatorium. Recycletron 0il Co. (AKA Refineries
Service) of Patterson, CA picks up the waste stoddard. Business at
the facility is heaviest during the winter (November to February).

§
:
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Dry Cleaning Speczalzsts
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Alameda County Heaith Care Services

Dept. of Environmé&ntad Health

80 Swan Way, Suite 200

Oakland, CA 94621

‘Re: Second response to your letter dated 7/5/89.
Attn: Gil Wistar

Dear Mr. Wistar:

In reply to your letter, my responses are referenced
in the same order (Title & Section) as listed in your

communication.
Title 22:

1. Sec. 66509 - In this facility all hazardous
waste containers are labeled at present, and have
been for some time. Thank you for making us aware

of the accumulation date.

2. Sec, 66492 - As we mentioned in our previous
letter, we have not been generating perchlorethylene
waste for three years. When we did begin to generate
such waste, those copies were produced. You have
already contacted our hazardous waste hauler,
Technichem, 1Inc., and they have provided you with
copies of all records relating to waste pickup which
show that we have performed according to the law.

3. Sec. 67124 -~ We have made additional aisle
space available so there is now no lack of space around
any hazardous waste drums. These drums may contain

a variety of materials, not all of which are hazardous.
We feel that if we wish to store drums containing
water, it is our option to do so. In any case, we
have now removed all of these drums except those
currently in use from our facility.

-Continued-

3815 Broadway Qakland, California 94611 415 658-8660
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HEALTH CARE SERVICES

AGENCY
DAVID J. KEARS, Agency Director

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hazardous Materials Program

Certified Mailer # P 833 981 480 80 Swan Way, Rm. 200
Oakland, CA 94621
{415)

July 10, 1989

T4 % Q‘mm}

- Mr. Stuart Depper
The Glovatorium
3815 Broadway
Oakland, CcA 94611

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Dear Mr. Depper:

On July 5, 1989 Gil Wistar of the Alameda county Department of
Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Division inspected the
Premises at 3815 Broadway in Oakland. The following vielations of
the california Code of Regulations were noted at this facility.

Title 22:

1. Sec. 66508 - Some hazardous waste and hazardous material
containers are not labeled for composition/physical state,
type of hazards posed, and name/address of waste
generator. 1In addition, no beginning accumulation date was
identified on any waste container on the premises,

2. Sec. 66492 - The facility could not readily produce copies
of hazardous waste disposal receipts dating back three
years. Such receipts must be maintained in an accessible
file and should document that proper disposal of wastes is
occurring at least every 90 days.

3. Sec. 67124 - In several areas around the facility, there is
insufficient aisle Space and access for the proper storage
of hazardous materials. In all areas, hazardous materials
and wastes should be stored to allow unobstructed movement
of personnel and equipment in the event of fire or spill.
This also means that drums should not have any debris
stored on or around them, and that empty drums should
either be stored together in a secure area or removed from
the facility.
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Mr. Stuart Depper
July 10, 1989
Page 2 of 3

4, Sec, 67105 - The facility has incomplete records of
employee training. An MSDS training program has been
imlplemented, but more site-specific training and
documentation are needed to ensure employees’ familiarity
with proper hanq;inq and emergency procedures for hazardous
materials., TR

5. Sec. 67140 - A contingency plan for the facility has not
been prepared.

6. Sec. 67141 - There is no listing of persons qualified to
act as emergency coordinators in the event of a waste
material release.

7. Sec. 67241 - One of the stoddard waste drums and at least
one product drum are rusted, badly dented, or both. These
and any other such containers in deteriorated condition
must be replaced with undamaged containers.

8. Sec. 67243 - One half-full drum in the back, containing
stoddard waste, was found to be open. Drums should always
be kept closed except when adding or withdrawing waste from

themn.
Title 19:
9. Sec. 25504a - The facility business plan requires annual

inventory information on all chemicals handled in
quantities above 500 pounds (solids), 55 gallons (liquids),
or 200 cubic feet (gases). Although you mentioned that you
had submitted this list, our office has not received it.

Title 23:

10. Sec. 25292 - The six underground storage tanks on the
facility have incomplete monitoring provisions for the
detection of unauthorized releases of hazardous materials.
(See discussion below.)

According to Sec. 2641 of Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 16
(enclosed for your information), there are eight monitoring
alternatives for existing underground tanks (those installed before
1/1/84). You stated that it was not possible to conduct precision
tests on the tanks because of limitations in the amount of stoddard
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Mr. Stuart Depper
July 10, 1989
Page 3 of 3

one time. Therefore,

: t a
that could be transported to your site at any This is because

you are limited to monitoring alternative 2. P
alternatives 1, 3, 5, 7,Aandg8 all require precigion testlzq-t_al
alternative 4 cannot be used in the Bay Area because o ?n eg t
beneficial uses of watér-ad and around San Francisco Bayi in
alternative 6 is limited to motor vehicle fuel storage tanks.

For your specific situation, alternative 2 reguires thi::a
downgradient monitoring wells, as well as vadose (unlal - E:?Ltigne
monitoring; your tank farm has only one monitoring WEl“uE?d ed ég
In order to keep operating these six tanks, then, you ot 1223 the
take actions to comply with Title 23; otherwise, Yyou must ©

tanks by filing a closure permit with this office.

In accordance with Sec. 66328, a Plan of correction must Ejas
submitted to this office within 30 days, or by August 9, o
The plan should specify the actions you will take to addiesigsuie
above violaticns and the expected dates of completion. ‘tg' o
plan for your underground tanks must also be submitted within
days.

Your attention is directed to Sections 25184, 25189, and zﬁigi :id
the California Health and Safety Code, which provide fgrlCE_ﬂn of
criminal penalties of up to $25,000 per day for gach vio 35;94 2
these regulations. In addition, in acceordance with Sec. Eder s
the Health and Safety Code, any owner or operator of an ;2 ega
tank who operates or improperly closes the tank without aga -
County’s approval is liable for fines of up to $50,000 per y
each count.

e~ter, please contact

If you have an esti i this 1
Y Y qu lons concernlng s¢ 271-4320.

Gil Wistar, Hazardous Materials Specialist,

Sincerely,

ELen. Slad) :
Rafat A. Shahid, cChief
Hazardous Materials Division
RAS:GW:gw
enclosure
cc: Doug Krause, DOHS

Gil Jensen, Alameda County District ATT<TneYs
Environmental Protection Division

consumer and
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