State of Oregon ‘ A
Department of Environmental Quality Memorandum

Date: September 30, 2013

To: File
Safety-Kleen Springfield Facility
ORD 000 712 067
~ From: Fredrick Moore

Permit Writer
Eastern Region Hazardous Waste Program

Subject: Re-Affirmation of Safety-Kleen Springfield’s Environmental Indicator
Status

The U1.S. Environmeiital Protection Agency RCRAINnfo database lists that for the

Saf -Kleen Springfield facility that it received a Human Exposure Cor  led — Yes
(CA 725YE) on October 14, 2002, and a Release to Groundwater Cont  :d — Yes

(CA 750YE) also an October 14, 2002. See Attachment 1. DEQ recently did a file search
to finc 1e 2002 Environmental Indicator documents but was unsuccessful and therefore
could not be posted on the EPA Yosemite website page for Oregon corrective action

sites.

This memo and its attachments purpose is to reaffirm that the 2002 El's are justified and
then this documentation can be posted on the website,

Attachment 2 are two new El forms summarizing that based on DEQ hazardous waste
and cleanup program documents that human exposure and groundwater controls are
justified for the Safety-Kieen Springfield facility.

Attachment 3 is a DEQ public hotice with a September 1, 2002, date that states “DEQ
has concluded that there is no threat to human health and the environment because
cleanup has been effective in reducing contaminants in soil to safe levels and because
shallow groundwater is not Used as a water source.”

Attachment 4 is a [etter DEQ issued to Safety-Kleen dated October 14, 2002, stating
there is no further action heeded at the Safety-Kleen Springfield facility.

Attachment 5 is a DEQ Project Status Report dated Qctober 2002 describing the no
further action at the Safety-Kleen Springfield site.

Attachment 6 is the DEQ letter dated October 21, 2002 which concurs that the Safety-
Kleen Springfield facility attained a hazardous waste clean closure determination..
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Safety-Kleen Springficld = ORD 000 712 067
September 30, 2013

Attachment 1

Safety-Kleen Springfield's RCRAInfo Corrective Action Event List Gurrent as of
Septer er 18, 2013

Attachment 2

Safety-Kleen Springfield’s Documentation of Environmental Indicator Determinations for
Current Exposures Under Control and Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under

Control
Attachment 3

DEQ notice with a stated publishing date of September 1, 2002, title "Cleanup Action
Completed and DEQ Recommends No Further Action at the Safety-Kleen Facility in
Springfield.” ' ]

Attachment 4

DEQ letter dated October 14, 2002, sent to Safety-Kleen stating there in no further
action required at the facility.

Attachment 5

DEQ Project Status Report dated October 2002
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ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR (EI) RCRIS CODE (CA725)

Current Humai Exposures Under Control

Facility Name: Safety-Kleen Springfield

Facility Addiess: 550 Shelley St.

Facility EPA 1D #: ORD 000 712 067

1, Has all available relevant/significant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to soil,

groundwater, surface water/sédimeiits, and air, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste
Management Units (SWMU), Regulated Units (RU), and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been considered in
this EI determination?

X H yes - check here and continue with #2 below.

] If no - re-evaluate existing data, or

D If data not available skip to #6 and enter “IN” (more information needed) status code.

BACKGROUND

DEQ conducted a hazardous waste and ol wp file review foy the Safety-Kleen Springfield facility to find thie 2002
El documentation. It was not found. However, documentation that the facility received a clean closure determination
from the DEQ hazardous waste program, and a no_fuither action from the DEQ cleanup program, was fourid, This
new EI form gnd associated DEQ hazardous waste and cleanup progr. ams documents will be attached fo a memo and

forwarded to EPA Regior ).
Definition of Environmental Indicat i (foy 1e RCRA Corrective Action)

Environmental Indicators (EI) aré measures being used by the RCRA Corrective Action program fo go beyond
programmatic activity measures {e.g., réports received and approved, etc)) to track changes in the quality of the
environment. The two EI developed to-date indicate the quality of the enviromment in relation to current human
eXposures to contamination and the migration of conhmmatcd groundwater. An EI for non-human (ecological)

receptors is mtended to be developed in & future.

Definition of “Curvent Human Exposures Under Control? EI

A positive “Current Human Expostres Under Control” EI determination (“YE?” status code) indicates that there are
no “unacceptable” humah exposufes to “contamination” (ie., contaminants in ¢oncenfrations in excess of
appropriate risk-based lev ) that can be reasonably expected under cuvent land- and groundwater-iise conditions
(for all “contamination” subject to RCRA coirective action at or from the jdentified facility (i.e., site-wide)).

Relatiunship of EI to Final Rémedies

While Final remedijes remain the long-term objective of the RCRA Cerrective Action program the El are near-térm
objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Resul(s Act of
1993, GFRA). The “Current Human Exposures Under Control” EI are for reasonably expected human exposures
wnder current fand- and groundwater-use conditions ONLY, and do not consider potentlal future Jand- or
groundwater-use conditions or ecological receptors. The RCRA Corrective Action program’s overall mission to
protect human health and the en  omment requires that Final remedies address these issues (i.e., potential future
hiunan exposure scenarios, future land and groundwater uses, and ecological receptots).

Duration / Ap'plic'abililx of FI Déterminations

EI Determinations status codes should remain in RCRIS national database ONLY as long as they femain troe (i.e.,
RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information).

*RCRIS CODE CA72¥







Ciirvery  uman Exposures Under Control
Environmer | Indicator (EI) RCRIS Cede (CA715)

3. Axe there complete pathways betweon “contamination™ and human receptors suel  1at éxposures can be
1'easpnabl y expected under the cuiren* “'and- and groundwater-use) conditions?

Summary Lxposure Paihwav Ev_aluatiun Table

Potential Human Recentors (Under Current Conditions)

“Con~ 1inated” Media Residénts Workers Day-Care Coustriction Trespassers Recreaijon  Food®

Groundwater | No 1 No | ©No " No No O No
Air {indoots) No No | No  Ne | No . No No
Soil (surface, ez, <2 ) No No No No "No No No
Surface Water No No No No No No 1 No
Sediment o No No No No No No No
Soil (subsurface e.g., >2 fi) Ny ‘No No I No ~ No | No _ No
Air (outdoors) O " No No | No No No No

Tustiructions foir Summary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table:

L Strike-out specific Media including Human Receptors® spaces for Media which are not
“contaminated”) as identified in #2 above.

2. Enter “yes” or “no” for potential “completeness” under each “Contaminated” Media -- Hunian Receptor
combination (Pathway). '

Nofe: In order to focus the evaluation to the most probable combiriations same pofential “Contaminated”
Media - Human Receptor combinations (Pathways) do not have check spaces (* ). While these
combinations may not be probable in mojt situations they may be possible in some settings and should be

added as necessary,

] 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-place, whether
natural or man-made, preventing a complete exposure pathway from each contaminated mediwmn
(e.g., use optional Pathway Evaluation Worlk Sheet to analyze major pathways),

If yes (pathways aré complete for any “Contaminated” Media - Human Receptor combination) -
cortinue after providing supporting explanation.

If unlnown (for any “Contaminated” Media < Human Receptor combination) - skip to #6'and
enter “IN" status code

Rationale and Reference(s):

Foofnoles:

* Indirect Pathway/Receplor (e.g, vegefables, fruifs, crops, meat and dairy products, fish, shellfish, etc.)
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Current Human Exposures Under Contiol
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA725)

4, Can the exposures from any of the complete pathways identified in #3 be reasonably expected to be
“significant™® (i.e., potentially “unacceptable” because éxposures 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™); or (2) the combii “"on of exposure magnitude (pevhaps
even though low) and contaminant concentrations (which may ve substantially above the acceptable
“levels™) could result in greater than acceptable risks)?

] If no (exposures can not be teasonably expectéd 6 be significant (i.e., potentially “unacceptable”) for any
complete exposure pathway) - skip to #6 and enter “YE” status code after explaining and/or referencing
documentation justifying why the exposures (from each of the complete pathways) to “confamination”
(identified in #3) are not expected to be “significant.”

L1 I yes (exposures could be reasonably expected fo be “significant” (i.e,, potentially “unac  stable™) for any
complete exposure pathway) - continue after providing a description (of each potentiany “unacceptable”
exposure pathway) and explaining and/or referencing documentation justifying why the exposures (from
each of the remaining complete pathways) to “contamination” (identified in #3) are not expected to be

“significant.”

Cl Tf unknown (for any complete pathway) - skip to #6 arid enter “IN” status code

Rationaleand] erence(s):

Fooluores?

/2 there is any question on whether the identified exposures are “significant” (i.e., botentially “unacceptable”}
consult a lnman health Risk Assessment specialist with appropriate edycation, trafning and experience.
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Current Human Exposures Under Contiol
Environmental Indicator (E1) RCRIS Code (CA725)

3,

Can the “significant” exposures (identified i #4) be shown to be within acceptable liinits?

D If yes (all “significant” exposures have been shown to be within acceptabld limits) - continue and
enter “YE” after suriimarizing and referénéing documentation justifying why all “significant”
expostires to “confamination” are wit' * acceptable limits {e.g., a site-specific Human Health Risk

Assessmenf),

]:l If no (there are curient exposures that can be reasonably expected to be “unacceptable”)- continue
and enter “NO” status code afler providing a description of each potentially “unacceptable”
exposule.

| If witknown (for any poteu’tia]l-y “unacceptable” exposure) - continue and enter “IN” status code

Rationale and Reference(s):
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ENVIRONMENTAL IN])ICA_TOR (ED) RCRIS CODE (CAT50)
Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Contl"{}l

Facility Name: Safety-Kleen Springfield

Facility Address: 550 Shelly Street

Facility EPA ID #: ORD 000 712 067

L. Has all available relevant/significant information on known and réasoniably suspected releases to the

groundwater media, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste Mfmagement Units
(SWMU), Regulated Units (RU), and Areas of Concern (AQC)), been considered in  is BT determination?

Bq - If yes - check here and continue with #2 below.

[:]_' If no - ré-gvaluate existing data, or
] If data are not available, skip to #8 and enter “IN” (more infotination needed) status code.
BACKGROUND

DEQ conducted a hazardous waste and cleanup file review for the Safety-Kleen Springfield facility to find the 2002
Eldoc :ntation. It was not found. However, documentation that the facility received a clean closurg determination

from the DEQ hazardous waste program, and ano fm~ r action front the DEQ cleanup program, was found. This

new EI form and associated DEQ hazardous waste and uicanup programs docun 5 will be aftached to a memo and
forwarded to EPA Region 10.

Definition of Environmental Indicators {for the RCRA Corrective Action)

Environmental Indicators (EI) are measures being used by the RCRA Corrective Action program to go beyond
programmatic activity measores (e.g,, reports received aid approved, ete.) to track changes in the quality of the
environment, The two El developed to-date indicate the quality of the environment in relation to current human
exposures to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An EI for non-human (ecological)
receptors is intended to be developed in the future. ‘

Definition of “Mi.‘qratian‘uf_ Contaminated Groundwater Under Control” EI

A positive “Migration of Containinated Gioundwatet Under Confrol” El determination {“YE” status code) indicates
that the migration of “contaminated” groundwater has stabilized, and that monitoring will be conducted to confirm
that contaminated groundwater reinains within the original “area of contaminated groundwater” (for all groundwater
“confamination” subject to RCRA coirective action at or from the identified facility (i.e., site-wide}).

Relationship of EI fo Final Remedi¢s

While Final remedies rémati the long-term objective of the. RCRA Corrective Action program the EI are near-term
objectives which are cuitently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of
1993, GPRA). The “Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control® EI pertalns ONLY to the physical
migration (f.e., further spread) of contaminated ground water and contaminants within groundwater (e.g., non-
aqueous phase liquids or NAPLs). Achieving this EI does not substituie for achieving other stabilization of final
remedy requirements and expeclations associated with sources of confamination and the need to restore, wherever
‘practicable, contaminated groundwater to be suitable for its designated current and future uses.

Duration / Applicability of EI Deter  nations

EI Determinations status codes should remain in RCRIS national database ONLY as long as they remain true (i.c.,
RCRIS sfatus codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information),

+RCRIS CODE CA750




Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Envirenmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750)

2. r groundiater kaown or reasonably suspectéd to be “'c_c_mtamin_‘ated”' above appropriately protective
“levels” (i.e., applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards, guidelines,
guidance, or criteria) from releases subject to RCRA Coirective Action, anywhere at, or from, tlie facility?

A Tf yes - continue after identifying key coitaminants, citing appropriate “levels,” and referencing
supporting documentation,

X If 1io - skip to #8 and efiter “YE” status code, after citing appropriate “levels,” and referencing
supporting documentation to dentonstiate that groundwater is not “contaminated.”

Il Tf unknown - skip to #8 and enter “IN” status code.

Rationale and Reference(s):

Attached to the mémorandim, of which this Bl is part of are DEQ hazardous waste and cleanup program
docutent stating that the site was issued a clean closure determination and a no further action, yespectively. These
documeiits indicate there is no remaining contamination in any media above risk-based levels.

Footnotes:

Y “Contamination™ and “contaminated” describes media conlaining contaminants (in cmy Jorni, NAPL andfor
dissolved, vapors, or sohds, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess of appropriate “levels”
(appropriate for the protection of the groundwater resource and its ben@f’ iciol uses).
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Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indjeafor (E1  .CRIS Cede (CA750)

3. Has the migration of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contaminated grovwndwater is
expected to remain within “existing area of contaminated groundwater™ as defined by the monitoring
locations designated at the time of this determination)?

| If yes, continue, after presenting or referencing the physical cvidence (e.g., gmundw'ttel
samp]mg/measulement/mlgratmn batrier data) and rationale why contaminated groundwater is
expected {o remain within the (horizontal or vertical) dimensions of the “existing area of

groundwater contamination”z).

|:| If no, (contaminated gloumlwater is observed or expected to migrate bcyond the designated
locations defining the “existing area of groundwater contamination™) - skip to #8 and énter “NO”
status code, after proyiding an explanation, ‘

1 If unknown - skip fo #8 and enter “IN" status cade.

Rationale and Reference(s):

Foomotes:

? “Existing area of contaminated groundwater” is an area (with horizontal and vertical dimensions) that has been
verifiably demeonsirated to coniain all relevant groundivater contamination for ihis determination, and is defined
by designated (moniforing) locations proximate ta the outer perimeter of “confamination” that can and will be
sampleditested in the future to physically verify that afl “contaminated” grounchvater vemains within this area, and
that the further migration of “contamtinated” groundwater is not ocourving.  Reasonable alfowances in the
proximity of the monitoring locations are perinissible to incorporate formal remedy decisions (i.e., including pubhc
participation) allowing a limited area for natural attenuation.
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Envirenmental Indicator (E1) RCRIS Code (CA750)

4. Does “contaminated” groundwater discharge into surface water bodies?
1 gt yes - coritinue after identifying potenti  y affected surface water bodies.
O If no - skip to #7 (and enter a “YE” sfatus code in #8, if #7 = yes) after providing an explanation
and/or refevencing documentation supporting that groundwater “contamination” doés not enter
surface water bodies.

l:] If wnknown - skip (o #8 and enlter “IN™ status code.

Rationale and Relerence(s):

*RCRIS CODE CAT50




Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Eivivonmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750)

5. Is the discharge of “comammated" groundwater into surface walter likely to be “insignificant” (i.e., the
makimum concentration® of each contaminant discharging into surface water is less than 10 times their
appropriate groundwater “level,” and there are no other conditions (e.g; e nature, and number, of
dischatging contaminants, or envirommental setting), which significantly increase the potential for
unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems at these concentrations)?

]

3

I yes - skip to #7 (and enter “YE” status codi 1 #8 if #7 = yes), after documenting:

(1) the maxinuim known or 1easonably suspech  conceniration’ of ke key contaminants discharged
above their groundwater “level,” the value of the appropriate “level(s),” and if there is evidence
that the concenirations are increasing; and (2) plowde a statement -of professional
juc mentfexplanation (or reference documentation) supporting that the discharge of groundwater
contaminants into the surface water is not anticipated to have unacceptable impacts fo ths
recelving surface water, sediments, or ecosystent

If 1io - (the discharge of “coitaniinated” groundwater into surface water is potentially

significant) ~ continue after documenting: (1) the maximum known or reasonably suspected
concentration”® of each contaminant discharged above its groundwater “level,” the value of the
appropriate “level(s),” a1 if there is evidence that the concentr: atlons are increasing; dnd (2) for
any contaminants discharging into surface water in concentrations® gleatel than 100 times their
appropriate groundwater “levels.” the estimated total amount {mass in kg/yr) of each of these
contaminants that are being dis  arged {loaded) into the surface water body (at the time of the

" deterinination), and identify if there is evidence that the amount of discharging contaminants is

increasing.

If unknown - enter “IN” status code in #8.

Rationale and Reference(s):

Foolfnotes:

* ds measwred in groundhwater prior to eniry to the groundwater-surface water/sediment inferaction (e.g.,

hyporheic) zone.

*RCRIS CODE CA750




Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Conirol
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750)

6. Can the discharge of “contaminaled” groundwater info surface water be shown to be “currently
aceeptable” (ie., not cause Impacts to surface water, sediments or ecosystems that should not be allowed
to continve until: nalremedy decision can be made aud 1mp1ementccl N

| If yes - continue after either: (1) identifying the Final Remedy decision incorporating these
coriditions, or other site-specific criteria (devéloped for the protection of the site’s surface waer,
sediments, and ecosystems), and referencing supporting docuimentation demonstrating that these
criteria are not exceedecl by the discharging groundwater; OR (2} providing or referencing an
intexim-assessment,’ appropriate to the potential for impact, that shows the discharge of
groundwater contaminants into. the surface water is (in the opinion of a trained specialists,
including ecologist) adequately protective of teceiving surface vvater, sediments, and ecosystems,
until such time when a full assessment and final remedy decision can be made, Factors which
should be considered in the interim-assessment (where appropriate to help identify the impact
associated with discharging groundwater) include: surface water body size, flow,
use/classification/habitats and contaminant loading limits, other sources of surface water/sediment
contamination, surface water and sediment sample results and comparisons to available and
appropriate surface water and sedimerit “levels,” as well as any other factors, such as effects on
ecological receptors (e.g, via bio-assays/benthic suwrveys or site-specific ecological Risk
Assessments), that the averseeing regulatory agency would deem app1 opriate for making the EI
determination,

] If no - (the discharge of “contaminated” groundwater can not be shown to be “cuivently )
acceptable”) - skip to #8 and enfer “NO” status code, afier documenting the curiently
unaceeptable impacts to the surface water body, sediments, and/or ecosystems,

[] Ti unknown - skip fo 8 and enter “IN” status code.

Rationale and Refererce(s):

Foomotes:

* Note, because areas of inflowing groundhwater can be critical habitals (e.g., Hurseries or thermal refiigia) for
many species, approprivle specialist (e.g., ecologist) should be Included in managenient degisions that conld
eliminate these areas by significantly altering or veversing groundwater flow pathvays near sulface waler bodies.

5 The understanding of the impacts of contaminated groundwater discharges into surface vater bodies is a rapidiy
developing fleld and reviewers are encowraged to look to the lafest guidance for the appropriate methods and scale
af demonsiration to be reasonably ceriain that discharges are nof causlng currently unacceptable impacis fo the
surface waters, sediments or ecosystems.
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Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Enyironmental Indicator (ET) RCRIS Code (CA750)

7. Will groundwater monitoring / measurement data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data, as
cessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwater has remained within the
horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the “existing area of contaminated groundwater?”

| If yes - éontitmie after providing or citing documentation for planned dctivities or future
sampling/measurenient events. Specifically identify the well/imeasurement locations which will be
tested in = future to verify the expectation (identified in #3) that groundwater contamination will
fiot be nugrating horizontally (ov veriically, as necessary) beyomd the “exii g area of
* groundwater contamination,”

] If no - enteir “NO” status code in #8.
N If unknown - enter “IN” status code in #8.

Ritionale and Reference(s):

*RCRIS CODE CA750
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ATTACHMENT 3







coneeriing this site should be dnected to Maty Camarata at DEQ's Eugenc office  rby calling her at
541-686-7838, oxtension 259 or toll-frec in Oregon at 1-800-844-8467 extension 259, A site
summary teport i available on the web'at www.deq.state.on usfwme/cleanup/SKS.him.

The TTY number for the hearing impaited is (541) 687-5603, Copiés of written material in .

alternative format such as Braille, large print, or another language are available upon request.
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Department of Environmental Quality
‘Western Reglon Eugene Office

" 1102 Lingoln Street, Sulte 210

John A, Kitzhalier, MD,, Govemor . . Rugene, OR. 97401
(541) 686-7838

FAX (541) 686-7551
TTY {541) 687-5603

October 14,2002

Sharon-Halper

Remediation Py OJect Manager, Weslern Re gmn
Safoety-Kleen Corp, :

PO Box 1471

Benicia, CA 94510

RE:  No Further Action Determination
- Safety-Kleen - Sp"'rinﬁﬁeld i
Lane County *
Tax Lot 8100,#17032710
ECSI Site ID No, 1316

Dear Ms, Halper:

The Oregon Department of Bnvironmental Quality (DEQ) has reviewed information regarding
the impact to soil and groundwater fiom mineral spitits réleases on the Safety-Kleen site (SKS)
located at 500 Shelley Sireet, Springfield, Otegon. DEQ prepared a Staff Report™dated August
15, 2002 that documents site conditions, énvironmental investigations, « amup actions
performed, and- risks associated with residual contamination at the site. This letter briefly
describes DEQ’s no further action (NFA) dctcmmatmn at the SafetyuKleen site.

The SKS site has been & hazardous waste storage facility since 1975, Soil and groundwatcl'
contamination were discovered in 1992 during excavation activities to remove two underground
stotage tanks (U STs) from the site. 'The USTs were used to store wrgm and spent mmeral spmts

at the facility since 1975

Subsequent sofl, soﬂ-gas and grou. . vater mveshgatxons perfonned though 1996 detenmned
that shallow groundwater and subsurface soils (to approximately 14 feet below ground surface)
had been impacted by mineral spifits. Also, chlotinated solvents associated with spent mineral
spirifs had been detected in several on-site and off-site monitoring wells. In May 1996, SKS
began operating a remedial system fo freat soil and groundwater at the site. The remedial system
was operated through Decembei 1998, Quarterly groundwater samples continued to be collected
from December 1998 through March 2000 to monitor contaminant levels under static conditions.

The remedial system had removed approximately 1,000 pounds of mineral spirits and 5 pounds
of volatile organic compounds by August 1998, Gloundwater contamination had decreased ovet
time from approximately 7,600 parts per billion (ppb) of mineral spirits in February 1991 to 99
ppb of mineral spirits in March 2000 in the most contaminated monitoring well (MW-3). In July




Safety-Kleon Springfield . :
August 14, 2002 ' - ‘
Page 2 of 3

1998, SKS conducted a limited-focus temedial investigation to characterize the extent of soil and
groundwater contamination onssite and off-site. (See attached map of site plan.) Residual soil
and groundwater contamination was located on-site to the south and west of the USTs excavation.
area, and off-site fo the north in Bugene Water anc  lectric Board’s (EWEB’s) right-of-way and

to the west in the adjacent property.

DEQ evaluated the residual soil contamination against risk-based cleanup goals. Residual soil
confamination fiom the USTs 1elease is below residential and industiial soil risk-based cleanup
goals, Thetefore, soil cantamination does notpost n unacceptable risl to human healih and the

enwromnent

DEQ evaluated the gioundwater contamination against risk-based cleanup goals, Groundwater
contamination was ahove the drinking water risk-based cleanup standards for 1,2-dichlorobenzene,
1,3-dichlorobenzepe, and 1,4-dichlorobenzene. However, DEQ does.not consider it reasonably
likely that shallow groundwater in the site o+ immediately nearby will be used as a drinking
water source. DEQ further evaluated the vu.utilization of contaminants from groundwater into
outdoor and indoor ait, and contact with groundwater during excavation pathways as potential risks
to workers. All contaminants detected in groundwyatér wete below the risk-based cleanup goals for
those pathways. Therefore, contaminants detected in shallow groundwatel do not pose an.
unacceptable risk fo human health and the environment,

DEQ pravided public notice and opportunity for comment on the cleanup actions atid NRA
defermination fiom September 1, 2002 through September 30, 2002 in accordance with Oregon
Revised Statutes [ORS 465.320]. No comments were received by DEQ.

Based on the Admuustratwe Record for the site, DEQ has determined that the Safety-Kleen
site fequires no further action under Oregon Environmental Cleanup Law, ORS 465,200 et
seq., nnless new or previously undisclosed information becomes available. We will update
the Buvironmental Cleanup Site Information System (ECSI) database to reflect this decision.

The Safety-Kleen property was placed on DEQ’s Inventory of  es (that have a confirmed
release and need additional investigation) on March 1, 1999 as required by ORS 465.225.
DEQ has determined the facility is now eligible for removal from the Inventory under ORS
465.230(1). We will update the Environmental Cleanup S1te Information System (ECSI)

database 16 reflect this decision.
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DEQ appreciates your participation in our Voluntary Cleanup Program, including your
responsiveness in addressing environmental conditions on this propexty. Ifyou have questions
regarding this letfer, please contact me at (541) 686-7838, extension 239, .

Enclosure

ec; _ Gary Olsen, Safety-Kleen, Springficld
Steve Lugquire, Safety-Kleen, Sacramento
Doug McKay, McKay Land Development
Laurie Power, BWEB |
Plumbers/Steamfitters Local 290
Mark Trewartha, SECOR.
Mary Camarata, DEQ Project Manager
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T\B I. e g On . Department of Environmental Quahty
‘Western Region - Salem Office
' o ) . 750 Front 8t [E, Ste. 120
Johui A, Kitzhabex, M.D., Govermor Salem, OR, 97301-1039
{b03) 378-8240

(503) 378-3684 TTY

Octabier 21, 2002

Fos - Hip

Sharon Halper _
Safety Kleen Systems, Tne *~ Saees L/ Lria)
~ P.0. Box 1471 o '
Benecia, Ca 94510 ’ ' L ang
RE; HW/TSD-Safety Kleen, Springfield

Located at 550 Shelley Street ' x
Clean Closure of RCRA Units o
Hazardous Waste -

. ORD 000712067

Dear Ms Halper: ‘

On June 2, 2000, the Department received a Certification of Closure for four RCRA. units at
the Safety Kleen facility located at 550 Shelley Street im Springfield, Oregon. This
certification was-submitted in compliance with the terms of the approved Modified Closure
Plan dated May 14, 1999 and Public Noticed on May 22, 1999,

At tlle time of this submittal, certain issues regarding contaminated soil in the area of the
imderground storage tank and the Retmn and Fill Station remained unresolved, The
Department’s tesponse to the June 2, 2000 Report and Closure Certification by letter dted
August 3, 2000 indicated that the Department had accepted the Closure Certification for the
Flammable Storage Room, the Container Storage Area, and the Above Ground Storage Tank.
Because of the wiresolved issues the August 3, 2002 letter stated that Clean Closure of the
RCRA ulnits would be withheld untﬂ the soil issues as set forth i in Consent Order WMCSR-WR-

98-11 Amended were resolved,

~ The Western Region Cleanup Program has 1ssued a No Further Action (NFA) indicating
" satisfactory completion of the consent ofder dated October 14, 2002.

\Thc Cettification of Closure and the NFA complete the RCRA Closure of ail of the RCRA
units at Safety Kleen in Springfield.. These units are hereby clean-closed, and no further
closure or corrective activities are required.

The DEQ's (Department of Environmental Quality) approval of the clean closure of these
regulated units is based on the data and information provided by Safety Kleen and their
consultants. It is thie responsibility of Safefy Kleen, as it is for all residents of Oregon, to
protect surface and pround waters of the State of Oregon now and in the fufure. Should any
futare contamination become evident, Safety Kleen may be responsible for future remediation.,
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Sharon Halper T : ' ' N
Safaty Kleen Systerns, Ine. ' ‘ ’
October 21, 2002
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If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call e at (503) 378-8240, extension
227, : - ~

-

Sincerely
Gil Hargreaves :

Hazardous Wast€ Manager
Western Region-Salem Office

CH:ch
%:\jpetroviSK clean close.doc

cee Barbara Puchy, DEQ-L.Q




