DOCUMENTATION OF EXVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION
Interim Final 2/5/99
RCRA Corrective Action
Environmental Indicator (ET) RCRIS code (CA725)

Current Human Exposures Under Control

Facility Name: Delta Rubber Company

Facility Address: 39 Wauregan Road, P.Q., Box 300, Danielson, CT 06239-0300

Facility EPA ID #: CTDU46238630

1. Has all availablc relevany/significant information on known and rcasonably suspected releascs (o soil,

groundwatcr, surface watcr/scdiments, and air, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (c.g., from Solid Waslc
Management Units (SWMU), Regulated Units (RU). and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been considered 1n
this El determination?
__x__Ifyes - check here and continue with #2 below.
If no - re-evaluate existing data, or

il data arc not available skip to #6 and cnter"IN" (morc information nceded) status codc.

BACKGROUND

Definition of Environmental Indicators (for the RCRA Corrective Action)

Envirommental Indicators (EI) are measures being used by the RCRA Corrective Action program to go beyond
programmatic aclivity measurcs (C.g.. Teporls received and approved. clc.) to track changes in the quality of the
environment. The two ET developed to-date indicate the quality of the cnvironment in relation to current human
expostres to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An El for non-human (ecological)
receptors is intended to be developed in the future. :

Definition of " Current Human Exposures Under Control” El

A positive "Current Human Exposures Under Control” E1 determination ("YE" status code) indicates that there are
no "unacceptable” human cxposurcs (o "contamination” (i.c., contaminanis in concentrations in ¢xcess of
approprialc risk-based levels) that can be reasonably expected under current land- and groundwalcr-usc conditions
(for all "contamination" subject to RCRA corrective action at or from the identified facility (i.e., site-wide)).

Relationship of EI to Final Remedies

While Final remedies remain the long-term objective of the RCRA Corrective Action program the El are near-term
objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of
1993, GPRA). The "Current Human Exposurcs Under Control” ET arc for rcasonably cxpected human exposurcs
under current land- and groundwalcr-usc conditions ONLY. and do not consider potential future land- or
groundwater-use conditions or ecological receptors. The RCRA Corrective Action program’s overall mission to
protect human health and the environment requires that Final remedies address these issues (i.e.. potential future
human cxposurc scenarios. future land and groundwaler uscs. and ccological receplors).

Duration / Applicability of EI Determinations

EI Determinations status codes should remain in RCRTS national databasc ONLY as long as they remain (rue (i.c.,
RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information).
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2. Are groundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspecied 1o be "contaminated'!
above appropriately protective risk-based "levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate
standards. guidelines. guidance, or criteria) from releases subject 1o RCRA Corrective Action (from SWMUs, RUs or
AOCsy?

Yes No 2 Rationale + Key Contaminants
Groundwater X
Air (indoors) - X There is no reason to suspect indoor air contarnination
resulting (rom releases at/from the facility. While
TICE concentrations were observed in proundwater in AOC
16 (former solvent storage area)_there are no buildings in
this arca and downgradicnt wells did not detect any VOCs.
Surlace Soil (eg.. =2 1O X Soils in AQC 6 & 7 contain PAlls exceeding CT DLP
Residential Direet Exposure Criteria (sce below),
Surface Walter X There is no reason 1o suspect contaminated sediments

and surface water based on existing data and history

of facility operations.

Scdiment X

Subsurf. Soil (e.g. =2 1) X Soil samples do not show elevated conlaminant levels
in subsurfaco soils.

Air (outdoors) x There is no reason (o suspect outdoor air
contamination resulting from releases at/from the

facility.

o (for all media) - skip 10 46, and enter "Y15," status code aller providing or citing appropriate
"levels.” and referencing sufficient supporting documentation demonstrating that these "levels” are
not exceeded.

X Il yes (for any media) - continue after identifying key contaminants in each "contaminated”
medium, eiting appropriate "levels” (or provide an cxplanation for the determination that the
medium could pose an unacceptable risk), and referencing supporling documentation.

If unknown (for any media) - skip (o 46 and enlter "IN" stalus code.

Rationale and Reference(s): T'CI concentrations in three temporary wells in the vicinily of AOC 16 were detected
above CT RSR GA/GAA Groundwater Protection Criteria in 1996, Howover, extensive monitoring sinec in closc
proximity lo and downgradient from these temporary wells has nol detected VOCs in groundwater. 3ased on the
results of this additional monitoring and high groundwater tlow velocitics at the site (moving toward the Quincbaug
River). itis not likely that there is a groundwater plume at the facility. Soils in AOC 6 were sampled for VOCs,
SVOCs, metals, PCBs, cyanide and TPH. TPH was found at clevated levels, but is not considered to be toxic and
therefore was not compared 1o risk based levels. Benzo(b)luoranthene was detected at 1900 rg/kg (above C'T 1)1P
Residential Dircet Exposure Criteria, but below Industrial/Commercial Dircct Exposure Criteria) in onc out of 21 soil
samples collected at the surface (0.25' depth). AQC 7 receives run-olT from Route 12 through a culvert and requires
periodic remediation by the CT DOT. Soils in AQC 7 were sampled for metals, PCBs, eyanide, TPH, VOCs, and
SVOCs. 8VOCs were analyzed in 26 samples. Benzo(w)pyrene was detected at fevels greater than the
Industrial/Cemmercial Dircet Exposure Criferia in 6 samples (all within the top 1.5 foet of soil). The maximum
concentration detecled was 4,200 g/kg. :

FFootnotes:
! "Contamination” and "contaminated” describes media containing contaminants (in any form, NAPL and/or dissolved,
vapors, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess of appropnialely protective risk-based "levels”
(for the media, that identity risks within the acceptable nisk range).

2Reccnt cvideneo (from the Colorado Dept. of Public Health and Environment, and others) suggost that unacceptable
indoor air concentrations are more common in structures ahove groundwater with volatile contaminants than
previously belicved. This is a rapidly developing ficld and reviewers arc cncouraged to lock to the latest guidance for
the appropriate methods and seale of demonstration necessary to be reasonably certain that indoor air (in structures
located above {and adjacent to) groundwater with volatile contaminants) docs not present unacceptable risks.
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Arc there complete pathways between "contamination” and human receplors such that cxposurcs can be
reasonably expected under the current (land- and groundwater-use) conditions?

Suinmary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table

Potential Human Receptors (Under Current Conditions}

“Contaminated” Media Residents Workers Day-Care Construction Trespassers Recreation F ood*

Soil (surface. e.g.. <2 ft) X X

Evaluation Table:

1. Strikc-out specific Media including Human Receplors’ spaces for Media which arc not
"contaminated”) as identified in #2 above.

2. cnter "yes" or "no" for potential "completencss™ under cach "Contaminated" Mcdia -- Human
Receptor combination (Pathway).

Note: 1n order to focus the evaluation to the most probable combinations some potential "Contaminated”
Media - Human Receptor combinations (Pathways) do not have check spaces ("___"). While these
combinations may not be probable in most situations they may be possible in some settings and should be
addcd as nceessary.

If no (pathways are not complete for any contaminated media-receptor combination) -
skip to #6. and enter "YE" status code. after explaining and/or referencing condition(s)
in-placc, whether natural or man-made, preventing a complete exposurc pathway from
cach contaminated medium (¢.g., usc optional Pathway Evaluation Work Shecet to
analyze major pathways).

X 11 yes (pathways arc complete for any "Contaminated" Media - Human Receplor
combination) - continuc aficr providing supporiing cxplanation.

If unknown (for any "Contaminated” Media - Human Receptor combination) - skip to #6
and cnier "TN" status code

Rationale and Reference(s): Workers (i.e., those performing environmental investigation and remediation)
and trespassers could be exposed to contaminated surface soils in AOCs 6 and 7. Construction in these
arcas arc not likely as they arc drainage arcas which contain water during wet scasons.

* Indirect Pathway/Receptor (e.g.. vegetables, fruits. crops, meat and dairy products, fish, shellfish, etc.)
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Can the exposures [rom any of the complele pathways identificd in #3 be reasonably cxpected o be
"significant"' (i.e.. potentially "unacceptable” because exposures can be reasonably expected to be: 1)
greater in magnitude (intensity, frequency and/or duration) than assumed in the derivation of the acceptable
"levels” (used to identify the "contamination™y; or 2) the combination of cxposure magnitude (perhaps cven
though low) and contaminant concentrations (which may be substantially above the acceptable "levels™)
could result in greater than acceptable risks)?

X TF no (exposures can not be rcasonably expected (o be si gnilicant (i.c., potentially
"unacceptable”y for any complete exposure pathway) - skip (o #6 and cuter "YE" slatus
code after explaining and/or referencing documentation Jjustifving why the exposures
(from each of the complete pathways) to "contamination" (identified in #3) are not
cxpected 1o be "significant.”

If ves (exposures could be reasonably expected to be "significant" (i.e.. potentially
"unacceptable”) for any complete exposure pathway) - continue after providing a
description (of cach potentially "unacceplable” exposure pathway) and cxplaining and/or
referencing documentation justifying why the exposures (from cach of the remaining
complete pathways) to "contamination" (identified in #3) are not expected to be
"significant.”

I unknown (for any complcte pathway) - skip to #6 and cnter "IN" status codc

Rationale and Reference(s): Elevated levels of PAHs in soils in AOCs 6 and 7 are limited in area and are
not significantly elevated above CT RSR Residential Dircct Exposure Criteria. While trespassing is not
restricted in these arcas, it would not likely occur at a high frequency, if al all, since the arca is surrounded
mainly by roadways. the Quinebaug River, and other industrial/commercial properties. In addition, AOCs
6 and 7 form a drainage area and would not be an attractive area for trespassers. Therefore, exposnres of
trespasscrs to surface soils arc not rcasonably expecled to be significant. Exposures of workers pcrforming
environmental investigation and remediation (o surface soil in AQCs 6 and 7 arc possible. Howcever, these
exposures are not reasonably expected to be significant due to the levels at which PAHs have been
detected, the low frequency and duration of time during which this work would be expected to be
performed, and health and safety precautions taken by workers when collecting environmental samples.

" If there is any question on whether the identified exposures are "significant” (i.e.. potentially
"unacceptable”) consult a human health Risk Assessment specialist with appropriatc cducation, training
and cxpericnce.
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Can the "significant" exposures (identificd in #4) be shown 1o be wilhin acceptable limits?

If ves (all "significant" exposures have been shown 1o be within acceptable limits) -
continuc and enter "YE" aficr summarizing and referencing documentation justifying
why all "significant” cxposurcs to "contamination” arc within acceptable limits (c.g., a
site-specific Human Health Risk Assessment}.

1 no (there are current exposurcs that can be rcasonably expected to be "unacceplable”)-
continuc and cnicr "NO" status code aficr providing a description of cach potentially
"unacceptable" exposure.

If unknown (for any potentially "unacceptable” exposure) - continuc and enter "IN"

status codc

Rationalc and Reference(s):
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6. Cheek the appropriate RCRIS status codes for the Current Human Exposurcs Under Control ET cvent code
(CAT25). and obtain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) signature and date on the El determination
below (and attach appropriate supporting documentation as well as a map of the facility):

__Nx__ YE - Yes, "Current Human Exposures Under Control” has been verified. Based on a
review of the information contained in this El Determination. "Current Human
Exposures” are expected to be "Under Control" at the Delta Rubber Company facility.
EPA ID # CTD046238630, located at 39 Waurcgan Road. Daniclson. CT under current
and rcasonably expected conditions. This determination will be re-cvaluated when the
Agency/State becomes aware of significant changes at the facility.

NO - "Current Human Exposurcs” arc NOT "Under Conirol." A

IN - More information is needed to make a determination.

Completed by (sign: ' /74 @cw pate (200 |99
(print) Sehavue Qovy

(title) 2024 Faodi k. /Uancr)u/

Date /% 422

Supervisor

(EPA Region or Statc) )égﬂ@r

Locations where References may be found:

. Connecticut Remediation Standard Regunlations:

. Report on Environmental Site Assessment - The Delta Rubber Company, September 1999, prepared by
ALTA Environmental Corporation for Delta Rubber Company (availablc in EPA filcs);

. Final Draft RCRA TFacility Assessment, Delta Rubber, May 11, 1992, prepared for U.S. EPA by CDM
Federal Programs Corporation (availuble in EPA files); and

. Letter dated November 12, 1999 from Kelly Meloy. ALTA Environmental C orporation to Stephanie Carr,

EPA 1c: response (o ULS. EPA Ieticr dated October 5, 1999,

Contact telephone and e-mail numbers

(namc) Sicphanic Carr
{phone #) 617/918-1363
(e-mail) carr.stephanie/@epa. gov

FINAL NOTE: Tie HuMAN EXPOSURLES EILS A QUALITATIVE SCREENING OF LEXPOSURES AND THE
DETERMINATIONS WITIHN TIIS DOCUMENT SHOULD NOT BE USED AS TILE SOLE BASIS FOR RESTRICTING TIIE
SCOPE OF MORE DETAILED (F.G,, SITE-SPECIFIC) ASSESSMENTS OF RISK, 4



