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CALIFORNIA WATER QUALI'l.'Y CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER # 88-0~2

SITE CLEANUP REQUIREMENTS FOR:

H.B. Fuller Ccmpany
6925 Central Avenue
Newark, Alameda County

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

L The H.B. Fuller company facility,at 6925 Central Avenue in
Newark, california, is owned and operated by H.B. Fuller Company,
2400 Energy Park Drive, st. Paul, Minnesota. H.B. Fuller Company
is hereinafter called the discharger.

2. H.B. Fuller Company produces industrial adhesives for uses
in commercial packaging. The H.B. Fuller Company site is located
in the southwestern portion of the city of Newark, about 2.5
miles from San Francisco Bay. The local topography is generally
flat to gently sloping, and the site elevation is between ~5 and
20 feet above sea level. The area north of the site is generally
developed for low density residential, commercial and light
industrial occupancy. The area to the south of the site is only
partially developed,with the San Francisco Bay National Wildlife
Refuge bordering the bay at this location.

3. The parcel of land at 6925 Central Avenue was vacant until
~959 when the Paisley Products Company began construction of
their plant foundation. In April 1962, Paisley Products (which
later became part of Nabisco Brands) began production at this
site. H.B. Fuller Company moved on to the 6925 Central Avenue
site in 1975.

4. In 1982, the discharger responded to the Board's Industrial
Facility Questionnaire. Subsequent to review of this
questionnaire, the RWQCB staff requested that the discharger
investigate the possibility of soil and ground water pollution
due to leakage and/or spillage of organic chemicals used and
stored at the site. The discharger has reported the use of
toluene, tetrachloroethene, trichloroethene, and 1,1,1­
trichloroethane at the facility. The discharger also reported
that benzene was part of the raw materials handled by Paisley
Products during their operations on the site.

5. Wahler and Associates performed the preliminary
investigatory work for the discharger and indicated in their May
1983 report that further investigation was warranted. Camp,
Dresser and McKee, Inc. was subsequently employed and released
the results of their investigation in a February, ~984 report.
This report concluded that the distribution of the pollutant
concentrations suggested that the pollution was the result of














