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Fuel Depot (Former Shell)




October 2014

36270 Lassen Avenue, Huron


Claim No:  19923


DRAFT

REVIEW SUMMARY REPORT – ADDITIONAL WORK

PRELIMINARY REVIEW – OCTOBER 2014

Current Agency Information





 
	Agency Name:  Central Valley Regional Water

                          Quality Control Board, Fresno

                          (Regional Water Board)
	Address:  1685 E Street

                 Fresno, CA 93706



	Agency Caseworker:  Jeffrey Hannel
	Case No.:  5T10000590


Case Information

	USTCF Claim No.:  19923
	GeoTracker Global ID:  T0601900571 

	Site Name:  Fuel Depot (Former Shell)
	Site Address:  36270 Lassen Avenue

                        Huron, CA 93234

	Responsible Party:  Howard Mouren

	Address:  PO Box 645

                 Coalinga, CA 93210

	USTCF Expenditures to Date:  $0
	Number of Years Case Open:  18


To view all public documents for this case available on GeoTracker use the following URL:  

http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_report.asp?global_id=T0601900571 

Summary
The Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank (UST) Case Closure Policy (Policy) contains general and media-specific criteria, and cases that meet those criteria are appropriate for closure pursuant to the Policy. This case does not meet all of the required criteria of the Policy. Highlights of the case follow: 

This Site is an inactive auto maintenance facility and former commercial petroleum fueling facility.  An unauthorized release was reported in November 1995. No wells have been installed and no active remediation has been conducted.     

The petroleum release is limited to the soil. According to data available in GeoTracker, there are no supply wells or surface water bodies within 1,000 feet of the Site. No other water supply wells have been identified within 1,000 feet of the Site in files reviewed. The unauthorized release is located within the service area of a public water system, as defined in the Policy. The affected groundwater is not currently being used as a source of drinking water, and it is highly unlikely that the affected groundwater will be used as a source of drinking water in the foreseeable future.  Other designated beneficial uses of impacted groundwater are not threatened, and it is highly unlikely that they will be, considering these factors in the context of the site setting.  

Rationale for Closure under the Policy 

· General Criteria:  Inadequate data is available to determine if the case meets all eight Policy general criteria.

· Groundwater Specific Criteria:  The case meets Policy criteria.  This is a soil only case.  There are not sufficient mobile constituents (leachate, vapors, or light non-aqueous liquids [LNAPL]) to cause groundwater to exceed the groundwater criteria in this Policy.  

· Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air:  The case does not meet Policy because inadequate data is available to assess vapor intrusion.
· Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure:  The case does not meet Policy because inadequate data is available to assess direct contact.
Objections to Closure and Responses

According to the September 4, 2014 letter, the Regional Water Board opposes closure because:

· Free product status unknown.

RESPONSE:  We concur, insufficient vertical sampling has been completed to determine if free product exists.

· Inadequate conceptual site model.

RESPONSE:  We concur, insufficient data available in the record to develop a complete conceptual site model.

· Secondary source remains.

RESPONSE:  We concur that the potential for residual secondary source exists.

· MTBE not tested.

RESPONSE:  We concur.

· Groundwater - It is stated that depth to groundwater was 328 feet in 2008 and is not expected to be impacted.  Since the vertical extent of the release has not been defined, this cannot be confirmed.  This criterion has not been met. 

RESPONSE:  We concur; the vertical limits have not been confirmed.

Recommendation

The Fund concurs with the Regional Water Board that the responsible party should conduct additional assessment in order to analyze adequate soil samples to address the issues listed above.

_____________________________


_________________________________

Kirk Larson, P.G.

Date


Robert Trommer, C.H.G.

Date

Engineering Geologist



Senior Engineering Geologist

Technical Review Unit



Chief, Technical Review Unit

(916) 341-5663




(916) 341-5684
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