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DIYISION OF GLEAN WATER PROGRAMS .
20724 T STAEET. SUITE 130

PO BOX 844212

SACRAMENTO CA 94244 2120

Sepiember 22, 1993

Mr. Steve Chrissanthos

Alameda Cellars ;
1769 Otis Avcnue ‘ ,
Alameda, CA 94501 ’- CN

evenan ¢

Re: 2425 Encinal Avenue. Alameda, CA z
USTCFE Claim no. 54

USTCF Cost Pre-Approval & Bid Review Request, no datg

Dear Mr. Chrissanthos:

\ . .
Upon review of the cost estimates and the Remedial Action Plan provided t’o the Tund, cost
preapproval is not appropriate at this time. This is based on that the Remedial Action Plan is not
complete in its evaluation of other corrective action alternatives and it is not apparent if the local
regulator has reviewed the Remedial Action Flan. Ty pically, the evaluation of corrective action
technologies is presented in the Remedial Action Plan and the Remedial Action Plan prepared by
ACC is lacking in this arca. For example, other soul remediation technologies which could have
been considered for this project are: excavation. soil vapor extraction. and no action. Similarly,
groundwaler remediation technologics could include no action and pump and treat. Theno
action alternative would appear to be an appropriate alternative for this siiz, in part, due the site’s
proximity to San Francisco Bay (approximately ¥: mile), resulting in groundwater whichi is
unusable (high Total Dissulved Solids concentrations, high conductivity values). , i :
Duc aforementioned concerns, evaluating the cost estimates is premature. Itis recommended i

thas other alternatives (fate and transport study) be considered. ; i
i H

j For future cost preapproval requests and bid reviews, please use the enclosed form. ;

1f vou have any questions, please call (916) 227-0742. ' o ;

Sincerely, ¢ § ’

?

, i %
Christopher Smith, Water Resources Conirol Enginecr g 3

;
USTCF, Technica!l Review Unit : 1

enclr Cast Pre-Approval / Three-bid Review Request lorm.
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TABLE 3 - Analytical Results - Groundwater from Wells
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01/09/93 ,
04/12/93 12,000 750.0 100.0 500.0
07/13/93 720 119.6 32.7 70.8
10/12/93 8,400 420.0 39.0 280.0
12/20/93 5,200 270.0 58.0 170.0
| osnsia]| 18,000 570.0 180.0 270.0
| oarosrms. NT NT NT NT
" 06/22/94 , 4,800 160.0 56.0 130.0
1200794 9,100 530.0 200.0 350.0
I o3/16/05. 230 15.0 4.5 9.4
06/23/95' 2,700 170.0 19.0 40.0
09/14/95 1,700 160.0 12.0 69.0
12/18/95 . 2,900 1800 57.0 130.0

301.6 598.6 840.2 2,196.1

| owosres 5,680

{0yt 12,000 460.0 110.0 2400  1,600.0
07/13/93 550 145.2 47.5 126.8 127.4
10/12/93 2,000 280.0 17.0 100.0 120.0

I 122003 3,300 450.0 40.0 200.0 350.0,

| osnsrms 7,900 370.0 53.0 190.0 530.0.

ACC Project No. 6039-5

December 29, 1995
Page 9
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| Colleed £ Gty Fh ] st L GeD ot
| 04/08/94 NT NT ~ NT NT NT
06/22/94 3,800 420.0 37.0 140.0 290.0
12/07/94 6,800 640.0 100.0 370.0 950.0
| 03/16/95 6,500 590.0 96.0 360.0 1,000.0
06/23/95 4,300 170.0 58.0 33.0 810.0
09/14/95 1,700 270.0 17.0 76.0 160.0
L 12/18/95 3,900 410.0 52.0 250.0 . 610.0

01/09/93 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5

04/12/93 1,500 95.0 30.0 46.0 85.0

07/13/93 540 18.3 106.2 75.7 128.0

10/12/93 ° 3,500 290.0 230.0 210.0 460.0

12/20/93 690 31.0 10.0 31.0 25.0

03/18/94 450 9.6 11.0 5.5 23.0
“ 04/08/94 NT NT NT NT NT
| 0622794 2,500 150.0 130.0 81.0 280.0
[ 12/07/54 420 16.0 8.3 26.0 37.0

03/16/95 490 19.0 2.7 24.0

06/23/95 860 41.0 5.4 32.0

09/14/95 720 43.0 3.7 50.0

12/18/95 860 27.0 10.0 38.0

j——————

ACC Project No, 6039-5

December 29, 1995
Page 10
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—
ollckte
12/20/93
03/18/94
04/08/04 -
| o229 | . 1,600 39.0 7.5 13.0 16.0
12/07/94 " 2,100 82.0 9.6 4.7 14.0
03/16/95 3,400 140.0 12.0 45.0 29.0
06/23/95 1,800 140.0 13.0 13.0 28.0
| oonamss 3,900 250.0 6.1 3.8 11.0
12/18/95 2,400 94.0 14.0 11.0 29.0 .

12/20/93 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <05| <03
03/18/94 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <05
04/08/94 NT NT NT NT NT
06/22/94 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5"
12/07/94 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
03/16/95 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5-
06/12/95 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
06/14/95 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
12/18/95 <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
T—— .

.ACC Project No. 60393
December 29, 1993
Page 11
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