
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
-SAN FRANCTSCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 9L_OB2

SITE CLEANUP REQUIRED{ENTS FOR:

DEPARTIT{ENT OF THE ARMY,
PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO

For: BUILDINGS 23L AND 937, PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO,
FRANCISCO COI'NTY

FTNDINGS

SAN

1.

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco
Bay Region (hereinafter called the Board) finds that:

SITE DESCRIPTION & BACKGROIIND The Department of the Army
(Arny) ohtns and operates the Presidio of San Francisco (PSF)
which is situated at the northern tip of the San Francisco
Peninsula in the City of San Francisco. PSF is an active Army
installation and is headguarters for the Sixth Army.
Additionally, the Letterman Arrny Medical Center, Letterman
Army fnstitute of Research, and Golden Gate Arny Reserve
Center are all located on the Presidio grounds.

The PreSidio comprises approximately 1r416 acres of rolling
hills, gJrass covered sand dunes, rugged sea cliffs and low-
Iying fill and beach areas. The installation, noted for its
picturesgue views; abundant and diverse flora; and rich
history, was brought under National Park status in the 1970fs
as part of the Golden Gate National Recreational Area (GGNRA).
In response to 1988 Federal legislation, PSF as an Army
installation, is in the process of closing all Arny operations
with eventual control of the property reverting to the
NationaL Park Service (NPS). The Arny is responsible for
abating and remediating a1I releases of toxic substances
before NPS takes full control of the land for use as a
National park.

Pollution of eoncern is located at and adjacent, to two
separate buildings: Building 231 and Building 937 (hereinafter
the two building locations will be collectively be referred to
as the nsiter). Building 231 is a former gas station and is
located on Halleck Street and is up-gradient of Crissy Field
and the Bay fAttachrnent 1].



2.

Building 937, was constructed as an aircraft hanger but is now
used for vehicle maintenance. Building 937 is located at the
west end of Crissy Field near the Fort Point Coast Guard
Station. Underground tanke and/or piping associated with the
tanks located at Buildings 231 and 937, are believed to have
contributed to soil and groundwater pollution found at the
Site.

REGUIJATORY STeTUg The Army is a discharger because of their
ownership and operation of a gas station and a vehicle
maintenance facility where releases of pollutants have
occurred. The Arny knew or should have known of the existence
of the discharges and they had ability to prevent the
discharges. Pollutants discharged have affected the
groundwater beneath the buildings and pollutants have migrated
laterally and affeeted adjacent soil and groundwater at the
Site. The Board has not taken prior action against the Arny
at PSF. PSF has aeted in a recalcitrant manner towards the
reguests of Regional Board staff for technical infornation
(see Site History, below).
gfTB HIglrORy The Army has owned and operated Buildings 23L
and 937, for at least 40 years. The Arny has always been the
operator of the gas station at Building 231 and the Arny has
always been the sole operator Building 937.

On June 22, 1989, RI{QCB notified PSF of responsibilities at
Building 23L and requested quarterly progress reports; on
November 22, 1989, RWQCB requested a work-plan and schedule
for cleanup at Building 23Lz and on April 23, 1990, RWQCB
eommented on draft work-plan for Remedial Investigation and
notified USATHMA (cc:PSF) of continued Water Code non-
compliance. All requests lrere made pursuant to Section L3267
of the California Water Code.

In April 1990, Regional Board staff received, from USATHMA,
the Enhanced Preliuinary Assessment describing eontamination
at Building 937. PSF had conducted two studies of groundwater
pollution at Building 937, but the Arny failed to submit those
studies to the Board. The first study was conducted by U.S.
Arrny Environmental Hygiene Agency shortly after discovery of
pollution in 1981. The Environmental Hygiene Agency's
investigation included the installation, measurement and
sampling of 10 groundwater monitoring wells at Building 937.
These wells were apparently abandoned or lost and later, and
in 1984, the Environrnental Hygiene Agency conducted an
additional investigation which included installation,
measurement and sampling of 23 groundnater monitoring wells.
In 1986 Stetson Engineers was hired to further study the
existi.ng data generated by the earlier studies for the
Building 937 location. The Stetson report recomnended further
action.

3.
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4.

fn early 1990, PSF hired Martech, Inc. to install a
sophisticated soir and groundwater cleanup system at Building23L. Yet, there are no docunentation of the systemrs design,
nor are there any supporting documents describing groundwater
contamination at the site. on June 13, 1990, negional Boardstaff met with PsF staff to discuss progress at Buirding 231
and 937 and on August 2, 1990, Regional Board staff sent aretter' to PsF reiteratinq the need for documentation of
investigation and remediation at Buirdings 231 and g37. psF
staff have reported that the Army is currently in dispute with
Martech over contractual obligations.
ryDRocBorJocY Building 23t is rocated over modern beach
deposits, man-made fill and fractured bedrock of the cormaformation. Groundwater at Building 23L tla6 found to be at
gight feet below ground surface (bg;) in 1988. Building 231is approximatery 1roo0 feet south or tne Bay and ground*aterrs aPproxrmaEely lr()OO teeE souttl of the Bay anCl grounCtwater
flow direction is berieved to be generarry toward crissy Field
and the Bay.

Building 937 is located over modern beach deposits and manmadefirr and borings at this location revealed that sandy deposits
extend to a depth of at least 39 feet bgs. Groundwater has
been found at approximately six feet below ground surface.crissy Field was once the location of a salt marsh and dunesysten. Bedrock cut from the hirrside behind Buirding 937 | as
well as buiLding rubble and refuse, was used as fill along the
Bay to create the Crissy Field airstrip. Building 937 is
approvinately 4OO feet from the Bay and groundwater beneath
Building 937 is believed to flow toward the Bay.

Drinking water at PSF is supplied almost totally by
groundwater and surface water pumped at the base of Lobos
Creek. tobos Creek is believed to drain aquifer(s) under the
Northwestern portion of san Francisco. Buildings 231 and 937
are topographically isolated from Lobos Creek at are not in
hydraulic conneetion vith the creek. Groundwater near crissy
Field meets the definition of a trpotential source of drinking
waterrr pursuant to Policy No. B8-G3 and pollutants at Crissy
Field pose a direct threat to Bay water quality. No aquifei
tests have been conducted in the areas of the two buildings.

SUBST'RFACE IT{VESTIGATIONS

Building 937: There are three known underground tanks
located at Building 937. Two 1rO0O-gallon capacity and one
500-ga11on capacity underground tanks are located adjacent to
the building . There may be other tanks or sumps located under
the floor of the building. There is no record that pSF
notified the Board of subsurface release(s) at Buirding 937.
The discovery of the release, and subsequent investigations in
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6.

1981, L984, and 1986 at Building 937 were described in the
Enhanced Prelininary Assessment (USATHI{A, 1999) .

In 1981 the Arny found between I inches and six feet of free
product under Building 937. The material was identified asrrbulk oilrr which had leaked from a filler pipe leading to the
waste tank. The waste tank was used to diesel fuel, waste
oils, paint and lacguer thinner carburetor cleaner and
decreasing solvents. Oil found floating on the water table at
Building 937 hras analyzed and found to contain volatile and
non-volatile pollutants including: benzene, ethylbenzene,
chlorobenzene, toluene, and methylene chloride. Semi-
volatile compounds detect,ed in the oil sample include p-
chloro-m-cresol, naphthalene, and phenanthrene.

Compounds detected in groundwater fron wells located at
Buildingr 937 include PCE 11111r-TCA, 11I-DCA, L,2.-DCA, L,2-
DCE, benzene, chlorobenzene, ethylbenzene, 2-chloroethylvinyl
ether, toluene, napthalene and various phthalates. In
addition, xylenes, phenols and alcohols hrere also present in
groundvater.

Building 231: In December of 1988 gross soit contamination
was found at Building 231 when four 10rOo0-gallon underground
tanks srere removed. Martech, consultants for the Arny,
subsequently removed 4,00O gallons of floating product from
the water table which leaked from one or more of the tanks
and/or associated piping. According to a rrshort Summary
Reporto submitted by Martech to the Regional Board in December
of 1988, approximately 4r000 gallons of floating hydroearbon
product was removed from the water table at this location. In
a subsequent work-plan dated November 8, 1989, some further
soil sanpling data vas presented which showed as much as 2r500
ppn of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) (i.e., 0.252 by
weight) was present in soil at Building 23L. These soil
samples were taken from eight soil borings and they were found
to contain benzene at 17.0 ppmr toluene at 130 ppn and xylene
at 29O ppn. Af,ter the drilling these borings, Martech
installed five monitoring wells at BuildLng 231 and measured
product tltickness; however no samples of grroundwater srere ever
analyzed.

REUEDTAIT INVESTIGATION/FEASIBrITIT! gTUDy

The United States Arny Toxice and Hazardous Materials Agency
(USATHI,IA) is eurrently conducting a Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility study (RI/FS) of PSF as a part of Base Closure and
subsequent transfer to the National Park Service. The RI
work-plan incLuded drilling of numerous borings and
installation of groundwater nronitoring wells at and near both
Building 23L and 937. The purpose of the RI was to
investigate base-wide contamination and not necessarily focus
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8.

9.

on pollution at Buitdings 231 and 937.

GROUNDWATER PIJItl.tEg Groundwater beneath Building 937 is
contaminated and floating product is beLieved to be migrating
away from the souree area toward northeast and the Bay. Nospecific investigation of groundwater pollution migration atBuilding 23L has been conducted. However some lateraldefinition nay be deternined by the recent saurpling of
monj.toring welrs constructed ly usarrua during the 1990 Rr.

fNIIERIU REI,IEDIeL ACTfON8 Interirn remedial action was taken atbuilding in that 4rOOO gallons of floating petroleum product
was removed from the wat,er table. No other interim remedial
measures have occurred.

ScoPE oF THrg ORDER This order contains tasks for compretionof groundwater characterization at the site; imprementation
and evaluation of interim remedial actions for on-site andoff-site soil and groundwater pollution, and evaluation and
implementation of final cleanup actions. These tasks are
necessary to alleviate the threat to surface and groundwater
posed by the nigration of chemicals and to provide a
substantive technical basis for designing and evaluating the
effectiveness of final cleanup alternatives.
BASfN PIJAN The Board adopted a revLsed Water euality Control
Pran for the san Francisco Bay Basin (Basin plan) on December
L7, 1985. The Basin Plan contains water guality objectives andbeneficial uses for the central San Francisco Bay and
contiguous surface and groundwaters.

11. GROUNDWATER BENfFfCfAL UgE Groundwater at Buildings 231 and
937 currently have no existing use. The potential beneficial
uses include:

10.

L2.

8.
b.
c.
d.

Industrial process water supply
Industrial service water supply
Municipal and domestic water supply
Agricultural water supply

SURFACE WAIER BENfFICAIT UgE The existing and potential
beneficial uses of the Central Bay and Oakland Estuary
include:

a.
b.

Contact and non-contact water recreation
Wildlife habitat
Preservation of rare and endangered species
Estuarine habitat
Fish spawning and migration
Industrial process and service supply
Shell fishing
Navigation

c.
d.
e.
f.
9.
h.

5
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i. Ocean eommercial and sport fishing
The Dischargers have caused or permitted, and threaten to
cause or permit waste to be discharged or deposited where it
is or probably will be discharged to waters of the State and
create or threaten to create a condition of pollution or
nuisance.

This action is an Order to enforce the laws and regulations
adrninistered by the Board. This action is categorically
exempt from the provisions of the CEQA pursuant to Section
15321 of the Resources Agency Guidelines.

The Board has notified the Dischargers, responsible parties
and interested agencies and persons of its intent under
California Water Code Section 13304 to prescribe Site Cleanup
Requirements for the discharge and has provided them with the
opportunity for a public hearing and an opportunity to submit
their written views and recommendations.

The Board, in a public meeting, heard and considered all
comnents pertaining to the discharge. .

A.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to Section 13304 of the California
water code, that the Dischargers shall cleanup and abate the
effects described in the above findings as follows:

SPECTFTCATTONS

1. Renediatioa Activitles: The Dischargers shall conduct
site investigation, monitoring and remediation activities
as needed to define the current local hydrogeologic
eonditions, to define the lateral and vertical extent of
soil and groundwater pollution, and to remediate soil and
groundwater polJ.ution. Should monitoring results show
evidence of pollutant migration, additional
characterization and remediation may be required.

2. Nuisance Clause: The storage, handling, treatment or
disposal of soil or groundwater containing pollutants
stralt not create a -nuisance as def ined - i-n Section
1.3050(n) of the California Water Code.

3. Clean-up. Goalg - Soils: The cleanup goal for source-
area soils are as follows. For volatile organic
coutpounds the cleanup level shall be no greater than 1
ppn. A11 samples shall be analyzed using applicable EPA
analytical methods or methods shown through State or peer
review approval to be equivalent to EPA methods.

Alternate soil cleanup goals may be proposed based on

€



B.

site specific data. If higher levels of pollutants to be
left in soils are proposed, the Dischargers nust
demonstrate that cleanup to the aforementioned levels is
infeasible, that the alternate levels will not threaten
the quality of waters of the State, and that human health
and the environment are protected. Final cleanup goals
for source-area soils must be acceptable to the Executive
Officer. If any chenicals are left in the soil, follow up
groundwater monitoring will be required.

4. Clean-up Goal.s - Groundwater: Final cleanup levels andgoals for polluted groundwater, including sources of
drinking water, on-site and off-site, shall be background
water quality if feasible, in accordance with the State
Water Resources Control Boardrs Resolution No. 58-16,rrStatenent of Policy with Respect to Maintaining High
Quality of Waters in Californiatt, and other applicable
standards and shall be based on an evaluation of the
cost, effectiveness and a risk assessment to determine
affect on human health and the environment, and shall be
approved by the Board. These levels shall have a goal of
reducing the nobility, toxicity, and volume of
pollutants.

5. Reslanation: If groundwater extraction and treatment is
considered as an alternative, the feasibility of water
reuse, re-injection,,and disposal to the sanitary sewer
must be evaluated. Based on the Regional Board Resolution
88*160, the Dischargers shall optiraize, with a goal of
100t, the reclamation or reuse of groundwater extracted
as a result of cleanup activities. The Dischargers shall
not be found in violation of this Order if documented
factors beyond the Dischargersr control prevent the
Dischargers from attaining this goal, provided the
Dischargers have made a good faith effort to attain this
goal. ff reuse or re-injection is part of a proposed
alternative, an application for Waste Discharge
Requirements may be required. If discharge to waters of
the State is part of a proposed alternative, an
application for an NPDES permit urust be completed and
subnitted, and must include the evaluation of the
feasibility of water reuse, re-injection, and disposal to
the sanitary sehrer.

PROHTBITIONg

1. The diecharge of wastes or hazardous materials in a
manner which will degrade water quality or adversely
affect the beneficial uses of the waters of the State is
prohibited.

2. Further significant migration of pollutants through

7



c.

subsurface transport to waters of the State is pro-
hibited.

3. Activities associated with the subsurface investigationand cleanup which will cause significant adverse
nigration of pollutants are prohibited.

PROVI8ION8 The Dischargers shall comply with the
Prohibitions and specifications above, in accoidince with thefolloving tinre schedule and tasks:

1. GENERAIJ TAgKg END COUPIJETION DATE8.

a. TASK: SUBI{IT SAII{PLING AND ANALYSIS,
AND QUALITY ASST RANCE PROJECt PLANS.

Subutit Sarnpling and Analysis, and Quality Assurance
Project Plans for projected on and off-site
sanpling, acceptable to the Executive Officer.
COUPLETION DATE: July 1, 1991

TASK: SI'BI,TIT A GROT]NDWATER II{ONITORING PLAN.

Subnit a groundwater monitoring plan, acceptable to
the Exeeutive Officer, that addresses nonitoring of
groundwater f,rom wellE representative of conditions
f,ound at the site. The plan shall include
monitoring of groundwater in areas where gasoline,
petroleum products and other chenicals have been
detected. Thie monitoring plan may be modified
based upon resuLts of additional pollution
investigations.
COMPLETION DATE: JuIy.1, 1991

BUIIJDIIqG 231 TegKg eND COUPLETION DATES

SI'BII{IT A SITE RE}TEDIATION PI,AN ADDRESSING
RB{EDIATTON OF GROITNDWATER POLLIITTON AT, AND
EMANATING FROII{ BUILDING 23L.

Subnit a Site Renediation Plan acceptable to the
Executive Officer that fulLy describes renedial
actions to be taken to control, abate and/or removepollution found in groundwater dt, and emanating
fron Building 23L. The plan shall include a
discussion of all existing data, a review of the
effectiveness of any existing interim remedial
measures ineluding the existing groundwater and

b.

2.

a.

vapor extraction system.

g

fn addition the Plan



b.

e.

d.

shall include a couprehensive schedule for
irnplementation of the existing groundwater and
vapor extraction system.

COMPLETION DATE: June 15. 1991

II.{PLE!,IENTATION OF RE!{EDIAL ACTIONS: GROI'NDWATER.

Subnit a technical report acceptable to the
Executive Officer documenting in detail how
remedial actions at Building Z3L have been
implemented.

COITIPLETION DATE: July 15, 1991.

SUBITIIT A REPORT OF SOILS INVESTIGATION.

Subnit a report acceptable to the Executive Officer
describing the extent of soil pollution at Building
231. This report shall include alt analytical
data, chain of euetody and documentation of testing
using applicabLe EPA methods or equivalent methods.

COII{PLETION DATB: Julv 15, 1991.

SI'BMIT A REPORT ON THE ETFESTTVENESS OF FINAL
REII{EDIAI, ACTION: GROT]NDWATER AND SOILS.

Subnit a technical report accept,able to the
Execut,ive Officer which evaluates the effectiveness
of the interim remedial aetions for the soil and
groundwater at Building 23L. This report should
document inplementation of any additional measures
necessary to fully contain the groundwater.

COI,TPLETION DATE: Januarv 1. 4992-

BUILpTNG 937, TASKS ANp COMPLETTON pATES.

A. TASK: WORK PI,AN FOR SOIL AND GROI,NDWATER POLLUTTON
CHARACTERIZATION AT BUILDING 937.

Subnit a work plan acceptable to the Executive
Officer which describes a hydrogeologic
investigation that will determine the lateral and
verticaL extent of soil and groundwater pollution
dt, and emanating from Building 937. This plan
shall include a proposal to investigate groundwater
fsund under Crissy Field in order to delineate the
extent of groundwater pollution. This plan shall

3.
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include a complete schedule for implementation and
remediation.

COMPLETION DATE: Aucrust 15, 1991

b. TASK: COII{PLETE SOTL AND GROI,NDWATER POLLUTION
CHARACTERIZATION.

Subnit a technical report acceptable to the
Executive Off,icer containing the results of a
hydrogeologic investigation to which fully defines
the lateral and vertieal extent of soil and
groundwater pollution in the vicinity of Building
937 which were affected by releases frorn the
Building. This report shall at a minimum include
soil and groundwater sarnpling and analysis and a
comprehensive evaluation of existing data for this
area. The report shall fulIy describe the location
of pollutants, pollutant source areas, all
underground tanks, and the hydraulic properties of
affected water-bearing zones. The report shall
also contain a groundwater nonitoring program,
including sanpling and analysis and quality
agsurance plans.

COIIIPLETION DATE: 15 waaks after anorowal of C-3.a-

c. TASK: SI]B}TTT A REMEDIAL ACTION FEASTBILITY STUDY.

Subnit a technical report acceptable to the
Executive Officer which contains a detailed
evaluation of all remedial alternatives in order to
select interim remedial actions for soil and
groundwater pollution existing at and adjacent to
Building 937. The report shall include a detailed
screening of technical alternatives for soil and
groundwater pollution remediation. The study shall
include an assessment of 1) potential
effectiveness t 2) technical and adninistrative
feasibility, and 3) projected eosts of remedial
action. The study shall include a rationales for
both the alternatives selected for screening and a
detailed explanation of the alternatives selected.
Innovative and emerging technologies shall be
included in the technology screening but may be
addressed separately from other technologies. The
study shall contain recornmendations for
implementation, and a plan and schedule for
inplementation of the proposed interim remedial
actions.

8 weeks after abbroval of e-3-b-COUPLETION DATE:

t0.



d. TASK: TUPLE!{ENTATIoN oF PHASE 1 INTERTU REMEDIAL
ASTION IN AFFE TED GROT'NDWATER ZONES.

Suburit a teehnical report acceptable to the
Executive Officer docunenting implementation of
int,erim remedial actions for trfreLtr and floatingmaterial found in the water-bearing zones at theSite that have been affected by pollutants that
have emanated from Building 937.

COI,TPLETION DATE:

e. SI,BMIT A REPoRT
REUEDIAL AETION:

1O weeks after arcnrowa] of C-3^c

ON THE EFFECTTVENESS OF PHASE II
GROT'NDWATER AND SOILS.

4.

5.

Submit a technical report acceptable to the
Executive Officer which evaluates the effect,iveness
of the interim remedial actions for the soil and
groundwater at Building 937. This report should
docurnent inplementation of any additional measures
necessary to fully contain disolved-phasepollutants found in the groundwater.

COUPLETION DATE:
C.3.C.

14 weeks after approval of the

If the dischargers are delayed, interrupted or preventedfrgn neeting any of the completion dates specified inthis Order, the dischargers shall pronptly notify the
Executive officer prior to the due date-

The Dischargers shall submit to the Regional Board
acceptable reports on compliance with the requirements ofthis Order, and acceptable activity nonitoring reportsthat contain descriptions and results of work performed.
These reports are to be submitted according to a program
prescribed by the Regional Board and outlfned be1ow.

ON A QUARTERITY BA8I8, technical reports on statusof compliance with this Order shall be submitted by
each Discharger to the Board, commencing on JuIv
20 1991. Each quarterly gtatus report shall coverthe previous calendar quarter and shall include,
but are not linited to, the following:
i. Sunmary of work completed since submittal of the
previous report, and work projected to be completed
by the time of the next report.
ii. Identification of any obstacles which may

11
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threaten compliance with the schedule of this Order
and hrhat actions are being taken to overcome these
obstacles.

b. AII8O, OU A QUARIIERL,Y BAgIg, technical reports onsoil and groundwater monitoring shall be submitted
by each Discharger to the Board, commencing on ,fuly
20, 1991, and covering the previous calendarquarter. Each quarterly nonLtorl.ng report shal1
include, but need not be linited to, the following
information:

i. Results of guarterly free product measurements
and water guality sampling analyses for all
on-site wells.

ii. Quarterly updated water table and piezometric
surface mapE, based on the nost recent water
level measurements for all affected water
bearing zones for all on-site and off-site
wells.

iii. A cumulative tabulation of volurne of extracted
groundwater, guarterly chemical analysis
results for all groundwater extraction wells,
and pounds of pollutants removed.

iv. A cunulative tabulation of all well
construction details, and guarterly water
level measurements.

v. Results of soil vapor sampling analyses, soil
pollution plune maps based on these results, a
cumulative tabulation of chemical analysis
results for all soil vapor extraction wells,
and a cunulative tabulation of pounds of
chemicals removed.

Olf Att AIINUAIT BAgIg, teehnical
proltress of conpliance with all
this Order shall be submitted to

reports on the
requirements of

the Board each
Discharger, due on
L992t and covering the previous year. Annual
reports may include quarterly reports due
concurrently. The progress reports shal1 include,
but need not be linited to, progress on the site
investigation and renedial actions, and operation
of interim and final remedial actions and lor
syst,ems.

All hydrogeological plans, specifications, reports, and
documents shall be signed by or stamped with the seal of

LZ



5.

6.

7.

a registered geologist or professional engineer, or a
certified engineering geologist.
ALl sampres shall be analyzed by state certified labora-tories or laboratories aceepted by the Board using
approved EPA methods for the type of analysis to beperformed. All laboratories shall maintain quality
Assurance/Quality Control records for Board review.
The Dischargers shall naintain in good working order, andoperater is efficiently as possible, dDy facility or
contror system instalLed to achieve compliance with the
requirements of this Order.

Copies of all correspondence, reports, and documentspertaining to eompliance with this Order, shall beprovided to the following agencies:

a. San Francisco County Department of public Health,
Environmental Hea1th Division, Toxics and Health
and Safety Bureau.

b. Offiee of the San Francisco City Attorney,
Attention; Ms.Elaine Warren.

c. State Department of Health Services lToxLcSubstances Control Division-Region 2, Site
Mitigation Section: ^e,ttention Mr. Ctren Kao.

The Dischargers shall pernit the Board or its authorized
representative, in accordance with Section L3267 (c) of
the California Water Code:

a. Entry upon premises in which any pollution sources
existr or may potentially exist t ot in which any
required reeords are kept, which are relevant to
this Order.

Access to copy any records required to be kept
under the terms and conditions of this Order.

8.

b.

c. Inspection of any monitoring eguipment or methodo-
logy implemented in response t,o this Order.

d. Sampling of any groundwater or soil which is acces-sibler. or may become accessible, as part of any
investigation or remediar action program undertaken
by the dischargers.

9 - The Dischargers sharl f,ile a report on any changes insite occupancy and ownership associated with the ralirity
described in this order.

L0. rf any hazardous substance is discharged in or on any

l:L



waters of the state, or discharged and deposited where it,
ll, or probably will be discharged in or on any waters ofthe state in guantities required to be reported pursuant
to water code sections L327L and L3272, each oischargershalr report such discharge to this Regionar Board, at
(41-5) 464-L25s on weekdays during office hours from 8a-m. to 5 p-m., and to the office of Ernergency servicesat (800) 852-7550 during non-business houis. A writtenreport sharl be fired with the Regionar Board within five(5) working days and shall contaln information relativeto: the nature of waste or pollutant, quantity involved,duration of incident, cause of spill, spill irevention,contror, and countermeasure plan (spccJ in effect, iidny, estimated size of affected. area, nature of effect,corrective measures that have been taken or pranned, anda schedule of these activities, and persons/agencies
notified.

l-L- The Board wilr review this order periodicarly and mayrevise the requirements when necesJary.

I' Steven R. Ritchie, Executive officer, do hereby certify that theforegoing is a full, true and correct copy of an- order idopted bythe california Regional Water Quality Con-t-rol Board, san FranciscoBay Region, on May 15, 1991

Executive Officer
D. APPENDICES

A. Site Map.
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