
State of Oregon 

Department ofEnvirorunental Quality Memorandum 

Date: September 30, 2013 

To: 	 File 

Safety-:J(leen Springfieltl Facility 

oRb ooo 112 o67 · 


ll~
From: 	 Fredrick Moore fp~ .# ~ 


Permit Writer 
' 
Eastem Region Hazardous Waste Progtam 

Subject: 	 Re-Affirmation ofSafety-l{leen Spdngfield;s Envirbnmental Indicator 

Status · · 


The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency RCRAinfo database lists that for the 
Safety-Kieen Springfi.~ld facility that it received a Human Exposure ControUed- Yes 
(CA 725YE) on October 14, 2002, and a Release to Groundwater Controlled- Yes 
(CA 750YE) also on October 14, 2002. See Attachment 1. DEQ recently did a file search 
to find the 2002 Enyironmentallndicator documents but wa? tJnS!Jcc::essful and therefore 
could not be posted on the EPA Yosemite website page for Oregon corrective action 
?ites. 

This memo and its attachments purpose is to reaffirm that the 2002 El's are justified and 

th~n this oocumentation can be po~ted OIJ the web~tite. 


Atta9hment 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 notice 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 letter DEQ issued to Safety-Kieen dated October 14, 2002, stating 
there is no further action needed at the Safety-Kieen Springfield facility, 

Attachment 5 is a DEQ Project Status Report dated October 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
Kieen Springfield facility attaineq a ha?:!=!rdous wastti clean closure det~rmination .. 
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Safety-Kieen Springfield • ORD 000 712 067 

September 30,2013 


Attachment 1 

Sc;~fety-fS,Ieen ·springfield's RCRA!nfo Corrective Action Event U.st Current i;lS of 
September 18, 2013 

Attachment 2 

Sqfety~Kfeen 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 
¢ompleted and bEQ Recommends No Further Action at the Safety-Kieen Facility in 
Springfield." 

Attachment 4 

DEQ letter dated Octob.er 14, 2002, sent to Safety-Kieen stating there in no further 
action required at the f~cility. 

Attachment 5 

.DEQ Project Status Repqrt dated October 2002 
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.RCRAfnfo > Eveht List Page 1 ot2 

Event List 

SAFETY KLEEN SYSTEMS JNC SPRINGFIELD 	 ORD000712067 
~··-·-- ·-····-·----------·---·-·---·-..·----............ ~............... - ....._, __ ,___ ,,_:,.___~,__· ----· -·___.__.._..... 


Add New Event ·show All Authorities Show All Areas 	 20 Evefll(s) found. 

.I 
Events 	 Authorities Areas 

Schad SchedAct Event 	 ActualSeq. 	 Date Date Agcy DescrlpUon Count CountLoc Code 	 DateOrlg New 

INVESTIGATION REPORT ~ ~1 Q~ CA190 	 s 1 101/31/1995 01/31/1995 RECEIVED 	 8u!!:JQritl!!s Areas 

READY FOR ANTICIPATED 

USE DETERMINATION- Show ~
1 OR CMOOYE 	 ~ 108/30/2007 S . READY FOR ANTiqiPATED Authorities Areas 
USE 

CA PROCESS IS Show ' Show 1 OR CA999NF 	 TERMINATED-NO FURTHER 1~ 	 21Q/21-/2002 	 Autborilies AreasACTION 

REMEDY CONSTRUCTION- .illJ.Qw Show1. OR C8550~B 	 s 1 1'I0/14/2002 	 NO REMEDY CONSTRUCTED Authorities Areas 

RELEAS~TO GW 
CONTROLLED Show Show 2 OR CAZ50YE 	 s DETERMINATION-YES, 2 1

10/14/2002 	 8uthocities AreasAPPLICABLE AS OF THIS 
DATE 

INTERIM DECISION FOR NO Show Show1 OR CA375 	 -s 1 110/14/2002 	 FURTHER ACTION 8utborili!!S Areas 

HUMAN EXPOSURES 
CONTROLLED 

~ Show 1 OR QA725YE 	 s DETERMINAliON-YES, 2 110/14/2002 	 8 ulb2£ililill! AreasAPPLICABLE AS OF THIS 
DATE 

··· · ­ " ·. ~ ~1 OR CA400 	 s REMEDY DECISION 1 110/14/2002 	 8u!hQ'rl!le§ 8mM 
HUMAN EXPOSURES 

CONTROLLED §bQ'li ~
1 OR CA1251N 	 s 1 102/15/2001 	 DETERMINATION-MORE Authorities Areas 
INFORMATION NEEDED 

RELEASE TO GW 
CONTROLLED Show Show 1 OR C8Z5Q~E 	 s DETERMINATION-YES, 1 102115/2001 	 ~Y!ilQlltles 8JeasAPPLICABLE AS OF THIS 
DATE i 

-~ 	 Show1 OR CA200 	 s INVESTIGATION COMPLETE 1 104/23/1999 	 Autho[itles Areas 

Show Show1 OR QA100 	 s INVESTIGATION iMPOS'iriON 1 107/14/1998 	 8ulho[ilies ~ 
.. 

DETERMINATION OF NEED 
FOR AN INVESTIGATION- §.b.Qw Show1 OR CAOZOYE 	 s 1 112/23/1997 	 INVESTIGATION IS Atithorities Areas 
NECESSARY . . ... 
RFA COMPLETED· Show Show1 OR Q8050P8 	 s ASSESSMENT WAS A PA- 1 112/23/1997 	 Au!hQrl!fes 8ceasPLUS 

https ://rcrafilfo .epa.gov/rcrainfo/ca/CA _event_)ist.j$p ?pag_oid=event_list, 	 9/18/2013 

http:INVESTIGATION-�.b.Qw
http:CONSTRUCTION-.illJ.Qw


RCRAinfo > Event List 	 Page 2 of2 

Show~ 1 OR CA500 	 s CMI WOR)<PLAN,A,PPROVED 1 105/15/1996 Authorities Areas 

CA PRIORITIZAl iON- Show Show3 OR CA075ME 	 E 1 ~02/11/1993 	 MEDIUM CA PRIORITY il!Jibori!ies Areas-	 ' 
CA PRIORITIZATION- Show Show2 OR C80Z5M!; 	 E 1 110/06/1992 	 MEDIUM CA PRIORITY 8ythori!les 8reas 

STABILIZATION MEASURES 
EVALUATION-FACILITY IS .Qhmy Show1 OR CA225YE 	 E 1 110/06/1992 	 AM~N,A.BLE. TO 8ulborj!!~s 8reas 
STABILIZAl iON 

RFA COMPLETED- Show Show1 OR Q8Qsoe8 	 E ASSESSMENT WAS A PA- 1 109i15/1992 09)30/1992 	 8Y!borlll~§ Are~lsPLUS .. 

CA PRIORITIZATION- '.Qbmy ShOW1 OR CA075ME . 	 E 1 1
10/~1 /1 991 	 MEDIUM CA PRIORITY Authorities 8reas 

URL: /rcrain(o/ca/CA_e_venUisl.jsp 

https://rcrainfo.epa,gov/rcrainfo/c<_~/CA_eventJi$t.jsp?pageid=event_Ji~t 	 9/1~/201~ 

https://rcrainfo.epa,gov/rcrainfo/c<_~/CA_eventJi$t.jsp?pageid=event_Ji~t
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DOCOMENTA:flON OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION SAFETY-KLEEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FIN.4L: Sep.tctllber 30, 2013 

Pugcl... 

ENVffiONMENTAL INDICATOR am RCRIS CODE (CA725) 

Cm..rent Hnmati Exposures Unde1· Control 

facility Nam~: Safety-J(Jeen Springfield 
}'acility Address: 550 Shelley St. 
'facility EPA ID #: ORD 000' 712 067 

1. 	 Has ail available relevant/significant inforMation oti known and ~·easonably suspected releases to &oil, 
groundwater; surface water/s~diment_s, 'and air, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., fi·om Solid Waste 
Management. Units (SWMU), Regqlated Units (RU), and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been considered in 
this EI determination? · 

~ 	 Ifyes- check hete and continue with #2 below. 

D 	 Ifno ·re-evaluate existing data! or 

D 	 If<lala not av!lila.~le sldp to #6 anc). enter "IN" (more information needed) status codt<. 

BACI(GROUNi> 

DEO conducted a hazardolls waste and cleanup file review for the Safetv-Kleen Springfield facility to fmd tlie 2002 
El documentation. It was not fotmd. However. documentation that the facility received a clean clostire determination 
fi·om the DEO hazardous \vaste progratii, and a no· further action fi·om the DEO cleanup prograu1. was fomid. This 
new EI form and associated DEQ hazardous waste and cleanup progranis documents will be attached to a niemo and 
forwarded to EPA Region 10. - · 

Definition of Environmental Indicntors (for the RCRA Cortcctive·Adion) 

Environmental I1idicators (EI) are !Ueasures being used by the RCRA CmTective Action progra.m to go beyond 
programmatiq activity measures (e.g., repmts received and approved, etc.) to track chang~s in the qql)lity of the 
environment. The two EI developed to-date indicate the quality of the environment in rdation to Ct!JTent human 
exp(Jsures to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An EI for non-human (ecological) 
receptors is intended to be developed in the future. , 

Definitfon of "Current Human ExiJOsui·es -Undc1' Control" Ef 

A positive "Current Htlm.i!n Exposures. Under Conti·o)'t EI detennl.nation C':'YE~' status code) indicates that.there are 
no "unacceptable" huinah exposures to "contalllination" (i.e;,. contaminants in concentrations in excess of 
appropriate risk-based levels) that can be reasonably expected tmder current land~ ·and groundwater-itse conditions 
(for all "contamina~ion" subject to RCRA corrective action at or fi·om the identified facility (i:e., site-wide)). 

Rel~tionship of EI to Final Remedies· 

While Final remed.ies remain the long-teJ'ill objective ofthe RCRA Con·ective Act.{on prog.'ani the El are near-~erm 
objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of 
J993, GPRA). The "Current Human Exposures .Under Control!' EI are for reasonably expected human exposures 
under .cm"i'ent iand- and groundwater-use conditions ONLY, and do not c;onsider potential fut.ure land- or 
groundwater-use conditions or ecological receptors. The RCRA Corr~ctive Action program's overall mission to 
protect human health and the environnient requires th<1t Final remedies address these issues (i.e., potential future 
hinnan exposure scenarios, future land and gro\mdwater uses, and ecologicaJ receptors). 

Durritioil I Applicability ofEI Detehninations 

EI Determinatimis status codes shoulci remain in iWRI'S national databas~ ONLY ~s long a~ they i·etilain hue (i.~.• 
RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware ofcontrary information). 

•RCRTSCODECA725 



DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION SAFETY-1U..EEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: September 30, 2013 

J J· ..... · Pagc' 2 

Current Humail Exposlll'es Under co·ntt·ol 
Environmental lndicntor (EI) RCRIS Code (CA725) 

2. 	 Are gr01~ndw'ater, soU, surface· watet', sediments, or air n1ecHa knoW!\ or reasonably suspected to be 

"contaminated"1 above appi·opriately protective risk-based "levels" (~pplicable promulgated standards, a's 

well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria) fi·om releases subject to RCRA 

CotTective Action (fi·om SWMUs, RUs or AQCs)? 


"Contaminated'' Media 	 1 Ratibliale /J(ey Contaminants 

Ground\vater 

.; 

Air (indoors) ../ 

Soil (surface, e.g.
1 

<2 ft} ../ 

Surface Water .. ../ 

Sediment ../ 

Soil (subsurface e.g., >2ft) ../ 

Air (outdoors) ../ 
0 0 .. .http.//w\vw.targelptoducts.com/UserContent/MSDS/Engltsh/Green Yo20Duunond Yo20Ah1 .lstvc%20Products.PDF 

~f no (for alf media) - skip to #6, and enter "YE/' status code after providing or citing appropriate "levels," 
and referencing sufficient supporting documentation demonstrating that these "levels" are not exceeded. 

0 	 if yes (ror any media)- continue aftet identifying key contamii1ants in each "confami!lated'.' medi!tm, citing 
appropriate "lev~ls1' (or provide att explanatim1 for the detennination that the medium could pose an 
ili1acceptable risk), and referencing supporting documentation. 

0 	 If unknown (foi· any media) - skip to #6'and enter "lN'; status code. 

Rationale and Referencc(s): 

Attached to the m·emorandtitn, ofwhich this EI is patt of, are DEO hazardous waste and cleanup progl'am 
docuinent stating' that the site was issued a clean closure determination and a no further acti011, respectively. These 
doctiments indicate there is no remaining contmniuation in any media above risk-based levels. 

Footuqles: 

;. ''CoTflamination 11 ai1d "coniamiiwted" describes medict containing contaminants (in any form, N.APL and/or 

dissoivecl, vapdrs, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess ofappropriately protective risk-

based ~ 'levels" (/or the media, that identify i'isks within the acceptable risk range). · 


2
' Recent evidence (from the Colorado Depl. of Pttb!ic Health and !Snvir01iment, and others) _suggest that 

WicicCeptabfe indoor air concentrations ·are more COlll)//011 in structures above g/'01111tfWatel' Wit;, VO{atlfe 
contaminants than previous!)' believed. This is a mpidly de11elopingjield and reviewers are encouraged to look to 
ihe iaiest guidance for the appropriate method~ and scale ofdemonsirationnecessatJ' to be reasonably certain that 
indoor air (in structures located above (an(l adjacent to) groundiVa/er JVith volatile contaminants) does not present 
unacceptable risks. 

•RCRIS CODE CA 725 



DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR D.ETERMJNATION SAFETY-l{LEEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: September 30, 2013 

Page3.' . 	 .. 

C1in'~.nt Human Expostu·es Under Control 
Enyinmmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA725) 

3. 	 Are there complete patlnvays between "c;;o~taniination"jmd human recept6rs such that exposures can be 
reasonably expected under the cuiTent (land- ~ud groundwater-use) conditions? 

I . 	 • 

Summ11ry Exposn1·e Pathway :E:valuation Table 

Potential Human Receptors (Und¢r <:;un~ent Concjitiqns) 

"Cont'amin11ted'1 Medill Residents Workers Day-Care Consh'liction T1·espasscrs Recreation Food3 

r:::-- ­· - · ­
Groundwater 
Air (indoors} 

No 
No 

.. 
No 
No 

1'-!'o 
No 

·NQ ' 
No 

No 
No .. 

No 
No 

No 
--: ­

No 

-Soil (surface, e.g., <2 ft) No No No .No No No· No 
Surface Water No No No No No No No 
Sediment No · No No No No No No 

~Soil {subsurface e.g., >2 fQ 
Air (outdoors) 

'- ­

No 
No 

No 
. .. 

No 
No 
No 

No 
No 

No 
No 

... No 
No 

No 
No 

Instl·uctions. foi· Summary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table: 

l. 	 Strike-out specit1c Media includingHumatl Receptot's' spaces fol' Media which are not 
"contaminated'') as identified in #2 above. 

2. 	 Enter "yes'' or "no" for potential "completeness" under e·ach "Contnt)linated" Media-- Huniau Receptor 
combination (Pathway). 

Note: In order to focus the evaluation to the most prolmble combiriati.ons some pofential"Contominated" 
Media - Human Receptor combinations (Pathways) .c!o not have citeck spaces ("_ "). While these 
combinations may not be probable in most situations they may be possible in ~ome settings and should be 
added as necessary~ 

0 	 If no (pathways are not complete for any contaminated media-receptor combination) - skip to #6,_ 
and enter "YE" siatus code, after explaining and/or referencing conditiou(s) in-place, whether 
natural or man-made, preventing ncomplete expo·sure pathway fi·om each contaminated medium 
(e.g., use optional Pathway Evaluatioil Work Sheet to analyze major pathways). 

0 	 Ifyes (pathways are complete for any "Contaminated" Media- Human Receptor combination)­
continue after providing support!ng explanation. 

0 	 If unlmown (fo1' any "Contaminated" Media.: Human Receptqr combination)- skip to #6·and 
enter "IN" status code 

Rntiouale and Reference(s): 

Fooiuotes: 

3
' Indirect Pathway/R.eceptor (e.g., vegetitb!es, fruf/s, crops, meat and daitJI product5~ fish, shel/flsh, etc.) 

•RCRISCODEG471S 

http:C1in'~.nt


DOCi.JM:ENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMJNATION . SAFETY -KLEEN S_PRlNGFJELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: September 30, 2013 

.• ·.. ,._ . ., Page4 

Curre.i•t Hpnian Exposures Under Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA 725) 

4. 

D 

D 

D 

Can the exposures 11om any of the complete pathways identified in #3 be reasonably expect~d to be 
1'slgnificant"4 (i.e., potentia-lly "UI\ac.cepfnble" because exposures can be reas·onably expected to be: (I) 
greater in magnitude. ·(intensifY, frequency and/or duration) than assumed in the derivation ofthe acceptable 
1'levets'' (us~d to identify the "contamination"); or (2) the combination of exposure 111agnitude (perhaps 
even thoi.rgh low) and contaminant concentrations (which may be substantially above tl1e acceptable 
"levels") could result in greater than acceptable risks)? 

Ifno (exposures can not b~ i:·easo1'iably exp·eeted to be.s_igr1ificant (i.e., poten_tiaiiy 11im:nc<,;eptable!') fdr any 
complete exposure_pathway) - ~kip to #6 and enter "YE" .status code after explaining a11d/or referencing 
doctimentation justifying ·whY the exposures (from each of the complete pathways) to "contmnimiti01i" 
(identified in #3) are not expected 'to be ".significant." 

Ifyes (exposm'es could be rea$onably _exp·ected to be "si~1ificant" (i.e·., potentially "unacceptable") for any 
cotilple.te· .~xposm•e pathway) .. continue after providing a description (of each potentially "unacceptable;' 
exposun: 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 exjJected to be 
"significant" 

Ifunlinown (for arJy comple_te pathway)- skip to #6filid enter '"TN;' status code 

Rationale and Rcference(s): 

Foo(notes; 

4
' If there is any question on whether the identified exposures are "significant" (i.e., potentially "t(l1ac<;eptable") 

consult a human health Risk Assessment specialist with appropriate education, train in$ and expel'ience.­

+RCRTS CODE CA72S 

http:cotilple.te


DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION SAFETY-KLEEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACT( ON FINAL: September 30, 2013 

PngeS' 	 .. 

Ctirrent Humn.n ExpQsures Under Conh'ol 
Environmental Indicafo1· (El) RCRIS Code (CA725) 

5. 	 Can the ''significant" exposures (ide~ttified iti #4) be sl)own to be within acceptable iiinits? 

Ifrcs (all "significant" exposures hav~ been sh9\VJi to be within acceptable limits) - contiriue and 
enter "YE" att~r :nulimiidzii1g and rcferericing documentation justifYing why ·_all ''significant" 
exposures to "contamination" are within acceptable limits (e.g., a site-sp_ecific Human Health Risk 
Asses.sment). . 

p 	 Ifno (there are curre1it expoJ>tir'es th'at can be reasonably expecte4 to pe "unacceptable")- t:ontinue 
and enter "NO" status code after providing 11 description of each potentially "unacceptable'! 
exposure. 

[f 	 Ifmilmown (for any J?Otentially "\lil<ic<;:ef)table" .exposure)- c6il(iime a.nd enter "IW' status code 

Rationale Jtnd Rdercnce(s): 

+R'ci.?IS C(JDECA725 



DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMJNATION SAFETY -KLEEN SPRINGFIEL"D 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: Se(Jtember 30, 2013 

Page6·.· 

C.urrcnt Human Exposm·es Unde1· Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA72S) 

6. 	 Check the appropriate RCRIS status codes for the Cm1·ent Huinan Exposui'es Under Control EI event code 
(CA725), and obtain Supervi.sor (or appropriate Manager) signature and date on the EI determination below 
(and attach aJ?propril\te suppo"rting documentation as well as a map ofthe facility): 

[g) 	 YE- Yes, ·"Cun;ent Human Exposures Under Controi'; i1as been vedfied. Based. on a review of 
the information contained in this El Determination, "Cunent Hun\an Exposures" are expected to 
be ~'Under Control" at the SafetV-Kieen Springfield £1cility, EPA JD O"Oo712067, ·located at 
550 Shelley Street, Springfield, Oregon, under current and reasonably expected conditions. Tnis 
determination will be re-evaluated when the Agency/State becomes aware of significant changes 
at the f&cility. 

0 	 NO- "CuiTent Huil\an Exposures;, are·NOT "Under Control." 

0 	 IN- More information is needed to make a deteimination. 

Comple~ed By: 

{Signafum) t (Date) 1 

Fredrick Moore Hazardous Waste Permit Writer 
(PrlniNamc) (fitle) 

Su~ervisor: 

j .3Q. /3 
(Date) 

LeahFeldon 	 Acting Manager, Eastern Region Hazardous Waste Program 
(Prin.t Name) 	 (rille) 

Oregon Department of Environmental QualitY 
(EPA Region or State) 

J,ocations where References may be found: 

Eugerie. Oregon . 
Bend. Oi'e~on 

Contact telephone and E.-mail numbei·s: 

Fredrick Moore 541.63"3,2011 moore.frcdrick@deq.state.or.us 
(Nan/e) (l!l!OIIeNumber) (E-Mail) . 

FJNALNOTE: THE HUJHAN EXPOSURES EI IS A QUALITATIVE SCREENING OF EXPOSURES AND Tlffi 
DETEHMJNATIONS WITHIN THIS DOCU~-JENT SHOULD NOT BE USED AS THE SOLE BASIS IIOR RESTRICTING THE 

SCOPE OF MORE DETAILED (E.G., SITE-SPECIFIC) ASSESSJ\ffiNTS OF lUSIC. 

+R.CR1S CODE CA 715 

mailto:moore.frcdrick@deq.state.or.us


DOCUMENTATION•OF·ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATCON SAFETY-KLEEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA COll.RECTlVE ACTION FlNAL: Scptcmbea· 30,2013 

Poge7 

ENVIRONMENTAL INDI~ATOR fED RCRIS CODE (CA750} 

Migration o(Contaminllted Groundwatca· Under Conta'ol 

Faciiity Name: Safety"J{Ieen Springfield 
Facility Address: 550 Sheily Street · · .. 
F1\cility EPA ID #: ORD 000 712 067 

l. 	 Has all availllblt< relevant/significant jnfoi'111ation on known ahd i·easohably suspeCted releases to the 

groundwater media, subject .to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste Management Units 

(SWMU), Regttlated Units (RU), and Areas ofCo.n~ern (AOC)), been consldct·cd in this El determination? 


[8] 	 Ifyes " ch~cl<hei'e and continue with #2 below. 

o· 	 If JiO " i·e-evaluate existiaig data, br 

0 	 If data ar~ no.t 1wailable, skip to #8 and enter "IN" (1\lore information neede4) Status code. 

BACKGROUND 

DEO conducted a hazardous waste and cleanup file review fo1' the Sat'ety-Kleen Springfield facility to find the 2002 

HI'documentation. It was not found. However. documentafion that the facility received a clean ciosin·e determination 

frohi the DEQ hazardoits waste program. and a no further actloh from the DEQ cleanup· prograrn.· was found. This 

n·ew.Et form and associated DEQ hazardous waste and cleanup pro grants documents will be attached to a memo and 

forwarded to EPA Region 10. 


Definition ofEnvh·onmeJital Indicatot's (for the RCRA Corrective Action) 

Environmental ln<!icators (El) are 1i1easures b~ing ns~cl by the RCRA Corrective Action program to go beyond 
programmatic l\Ctivity measllres (e.g., reports received and approved, etc.) to track changes in the quality of the 
enviroam1ent. The two El developed to-date indicate the quality of the ehviromnent in relation to current human 
exposures to cohtamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An Ei for non-human (ec.ological) 
receptors is intended to be developed in the future. · 

DCfii.lition of "Migmtion of Contaminated Gi'inindwateJ' Under Control,.' EI 

A positiv~ "Migration of Contaiilinated Gi'oundwatel' Under Control" EI determination ("YE'' status code) indicates 
tha.t th!'l i1ligration of "contaminated" groundwater has stabilized, and that monitoring will be. conducted to confirm 
tllat contaminated groundwater remains within the original "area of contaminated groundwater'' (for all groundwater 
"CQ!Itamination" s~bject to RCRA corrective action at or fi·om the identified facility (i.e., site-wide)). 

Relationship of EI to Final Remedies 

While Final rentedies' remahi the long-term objective of the· RCRA Corrective Action program the ET are near-term 
objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of 
1993, GPRA). The "Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control" EI pertains ONLY to the physical 
migration (i.e., further spread) of contaminated ground water and contaminants within groundwater (e.g., non­
aqueous phase liquids or NAPLs). Achieving this El does not substitute for achieving other stab.ilization oi· final 
remedy requirements and expectations associated with sources of contamination and the need to restore, wherever 
pi·acticable, contaminated groundwater to be suitable for its desi&nated current and future uses. 

Durntion I Appiicability of EI Determinations 

ET Determinations status codes should remain in RCRIS national database ONLY as long as they remain true (i.e., 
R~RlS status codes must be changed whei1 the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information). 

•RCRISCODECA750 
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DOCUMENTATION OFENVJRONMENTAL INDlCATOR DETERMINATION ; · SAFETY-I{LEEN SPRINGFIELD 

RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: Sc(llember 30, 2013 . 


Pagel! 

Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Vnder Control 

Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 


2. 	 Is gt•oumhvatel' known or rensonably imsjJeclecl to pe "contatltiifated'11 above appropriately protective 

"levels" (i.e., applicable promulgated standards, as well !fs otller appropriate standards·, guidelines, 

guid<wce, or criteria) from releases subject to RCRA Corrective Action, anywhere at, or from, the facility? 


Ifyes- continue afl:er identifying key cohtaininants, "citing appropriate ''levels," and referencing 
supporting documentation. 

~ 	 If !iO- skip to·#8 and eiiter "YE" st.atus coCte, after citing appropriate ·~ieve ls," and referencing 
supp01ting documentation to deli1onstrate that groundwater is not "contaminated." 

0 	 Ifunlmown- skip to #8 an9 entet' "IN" status coqe. 

Rationale and Reference(s): 

Attached to the titeinorandum, ofwliich this El is patt of, are DEb hazardous waste and cleanup program 

document stating that the site was issued a cleait closut·e determination and a no further action. respectively. These 

docuUletits'iJidicate there is no remaining contamination in any media above risk-based levels. 


Footnotes: 

1' !'Contamination'' and !'contaminated'.. describes media containing co)1timiilitittls. (in (fl1J;.fot;lli, NAPL imdlor 
dissolved, vapors, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrqtions in .¢xcess of appropriate "levels" 
(appropriate for the protecilon o,(the groundwater resource and its beneficia/uses). 

•RCRfS CODE CA 750 
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DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION SAFETY -KLEEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: September 30, 2013 
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Migration ofContaminated Groundwatet• Under Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 

3. 	 Has the !nigration of contaminated groundwater stabilized {such that contaminat~d groun4water is 
ex!Jected to rcfl1!1ill within "existing area of containillated groundwater"2 as defined by the monitoring 
locations ~lesigmiteci at the time ofthis determination)? 

0 	 If yes, continue, after presenting or referencing the physical evidetice (e.~., gt:ounc!water 
sairir)llnglmea·surementlmigmtion barrier data) and 'ratiotiale why c.ontaminated groundwater is 
expected to remain within the (horizontal or vertical) dimensions of the "existing area of 
groundwater contamination"2

) • 

. D 	 If no, (contaminated groundwater is observed or expected to 1i1igt'a_te beyond th~ desigtiated 
i6cations defining the "existing area of groundwater cmi.tan1inlition"2

) - skip to #8 and enter "NO" 
status co(fe, after proyiding an explcmation. · 

0 	 If unlmown - skip to #8 and enter "IN" status code. 

Rationale and Refereuce(s): 

Footnotes: 

2 "Existing area ofcontaminated groundwater" is an are{t (with lwi'izontal and vertical dimensions) tluit has been 
verljlab/y "demonstrated to contain allrelevmJI groundwater contamination for thfs determination and is defined 
b)' designated (inonitoring) locations proximate to the .outer perimeter of "contamination" that can and will be 
sampled/tested in the future to physically verify that all "contaminated" groundwater remains within this area, and 
ilwt the further migration of "contaminated" groundwater is not occurring. Reasonable allowances in the 
proximity ofthe 1//0iliforing locations are permissible to (ncotporate formal remedy decisions (i.e., including public 
participation) allowinfJ a limited area for natural attenuation. 

•RCRiSCODECA750 



DOCUMENTATJON OFENVlRONMENTAL JNDICATO~DETERMINATION· SAFETY-KLEEN SPRINGFffiLD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: September 3Q, 2013 

l'agc 10 

Migration ofCoutamin!lted Groundwate•· Under Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 

4. 	 Does "contaminated" groundwater discha•·~c into surface water bodies7 

D Ifyes - continue after identifying. potentiaUy affected surface water bodies. 

0 Ifno~ skip to #7 (and enter a "YE" status code in #8, if#7 =yes) a.fter providing an explanation 
andior referencing documentation supporling that groundwater "contamination" does hot enter 
sttrface water bodies. 

0 	 Ifunlmowu -skip to #8.and enter "IN" status code. 

Rationale and Rcfe'l'ence(s): 

+RCRIS CODE CA 750 



DOCUMENTATION OFENVIRONMENTAL iNDICATOR DETERM..INATION S~FETY·KLElEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION FINAL: Scptembe1· 30, 2013 

I Page ll 

Migration of Contam.inated Groundwater. Under Control 
E•!vironmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 

5. 	 Is .the discharge of "gqntamitiated" gro~indwater into surface watei' likely to be "insignificant" (i.e.,_ the 
il)axinmm concentration3 of each contaminant discharging into surface water is less than 10 times their 
appi·opriate ~roundwater "level," and there are no other conditions (e.g.; the nature, and number, of 
discharging contaminnnts, _or environmental setting), which sigtiificantly increase the, potential for 
t)nncccptable impacts to stirface water, sediments, or ecosystems at these concentrations)? 

0 	 lfyc,s- skip to #7 (and ellter ''YE" status code in #8 if#7 =yes), after documenting: 
(1) the n1aximum known or reas.onably suspected concentrntion3 ofm contaminants discharged. 
al>ove theil· groundwater "level," the value of the appropriate "levei(s),"· and if there is .evidence 
~hat the concentrations .are increasing; . and (2) provide a . statement ·Of professional 
judgement/explanation (Qr reference documentation) supporting that the discharge of groundwatet· 
contaminants into the surface water is not anticipated to have unacceptable impacts to the 
receiving surface water, sediments, or ecosystem. 

0 	 If no - (the discharge of"~Qiltaminated;, groundwater into surfac.e water is potetitially 
significant) - continue after documenting: (l} the maxinmm known or reasonably sttspected 
~oncentration3 of each contaminant discharged above its groundwater "level," the value of the 
appropriate "Jevel(s)," and if there is evidehce that the concentrations are increasing; and (2) for 
any contaminants discharging into surface water in concentrations3 greater than 100 tin1es their 
<ippt'opriate groundwater "levels," the esHmnted total amount (mass in kglyr) of each of these 
contari1inants that are being discharged (loaded) into the sutface water body (at th~ time of the 

· determination), and identify if there is evidence that the amou.nt ofdisch~rging contaminants is 
increasi.Ii.g. 

D 	 if unlrnmvn - enter "IN" status code in#8. 

Rationale 'and Reference{s): 

Footnotes,; 

3
· As measured if1 groundwater prior to eniiJ' to the groundwate.r-smface wa,terlsediment interaction (e.g., 

hyporheic) zone. 

•RCRIS CODE CA '150 
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DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION SAFETY-I<t'EEN SPRINGFIELD 
RCRA CORRECTIVE ACTION 	 FINAL: September 30, 2013 ... 	 Pogc 12 

Migt•ation of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 

(?. 	 Can t,he discharge of ''cqntamiilated" groundwater into surface water be shown to l?e "cut;reiJtlY 
acccptn'bte" (i.e., not cause impacts to surface water, sediments or ecosystems that should 1,10t be allowed 
to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented4)? · 

0 Ifyes -continue after either: (I) identifying the Final Rem"cly decision incorporating these 
cotiditions, or other site-specific .criteria (cl'eveloped fot the pl'otection ofthe site's surface water, 
sediments, and ecosystems), and refeJencing supporting documentation ~emonstrating that these 
criteria are not exceeded by the dischargiilg grottndwater~ OR (2) providing or referencing an 
iuterim-assessment,5 appropriate to the · p.otential for impact, that shows the discl1arge of 
groundwater contaminants into. the surface water is (in the opinion of a tr'i\ined specialists, 
including ecologist) adequately protective ofreceiving surface 'vater, sediments, mid 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 
~ssociated with discharging groundwater) inclttde: surface water body size, flow, 
us~/classificationiluibifats and contaminant loading limits, other sources of surface water/sediment 
contamination, 'surface water and sediment sample results and comparisons to available and 
~ppropriate surface water and seditue1it "levels," as well ~s any other factors, such as effects on 
ecological receptors (e.g., via hie-assays/benthic surveys or site-specific ecological Risk 
Assessments), that the overseeing regulatory agency would c;leem appropriate for making the EI 
determination. 	 · · · · · 

D 	 Ifno- (tile discharge of"contaminated" grmuidwater cim i1ot be shown to be "cuiTently 
acceptable") - skip to ij8 and enter ''NO" status code, after documenting the cmtently 
umicceptable impacts to the surface water body, s~diments, and/or ecosystems. 

0 	 U unlmown -skip to 8 and enter "IN" stattis code. 

Ration"le and R.!lference(s): 

Footuotes: 

"· Note, because m·ecrs of injlowing groundwater can be critical lu;bitats (e:g., iwrsei'ies oi· thermal 7'efltgia) for 
many species, appropriate ·specialist (e.g., e.cologist) .should qe Included in management decisions that could 
eliminate these areas by significantly altering or reversing groundwaterjlow pathways near swface water bodies. 

.s. The ttnderstanding ofthe impacts ofcontaminated groundwater discharges into sin/ace water bodies is a rapidly 
developing field and reviewers are encourage({ to look to the la(est guidance for the appropriate methods and scale 
of demonstmtion to be reasonably certain iluit discharges are not causing currently unacceptable impacts to the 
swface waters, sediments or ecosysiems. 

•RCRJS CODE CA 750 
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RC~ CORRECI:IVE ACTION FINAL: September 30, 2013 

Page 13 

Mlgrf)tion of Contaminated Ga·otmdwater Undca· Control 
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS Code (CA750) 

7. 	 Will ground\'lafcr monitoring I measurement data (and surface water/se.din)etit/ec<;>lpgiqal data, as 
necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwatei· ltas remaiited witltln the 
horizontal ( oi· vertical, a~ necessary) dimensions ofthe "existing. area ofcontaminated groundwater?" 

0 Ifyes- contii:nie aflt:f providing or citing documentation for p!anne4 activities pi' fttture 
s&mpling/measurenient eve'ilts. Specifically identify the well/mensurement locations which will be 
test<:d in the fttture to verify the expectaiion (identified in #3) that groundwater contamination will 
rtot be migrating horizontally (or vertically, as necessary) beyond the "existing area of 

· groundwater contamination." 

0 	 Ifaio- eilter·"NO" status code in #8. 

D 	 Ifunlmowo -enter "IN·,; status code in #8. 

Rlitionale.,:uad Refercnc¢(s): 

+RCillS CODE CA 75() 



SAFETY-J{i.'EEN SPmNGFJELD 
FINAL: Scptemb.er·30, 201~ 

Pngc 14 

Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control 
Environmental Indicator (El) RCRIS Code (CA 750) 

8. 	 Check the appl'opriate RCRIS status codes for the Migration of Cohiatllinated Grot!ndwater trnde~' ¢ontrol 

Ei: (event code CA750), and obfain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) signature and d.atc .on the EI 

determination below (attach appropriate supporting dopmnentation ils well as a map ofthe facility). 


YE- Yes, ''Migt'ation of Coniaininated Grotll\dwater Under C.onirol" l.tas been verified. Based 011 

a review of the information contaii1ed in this EI deterinination, it hils b~en determined that the 
"Migration or:Contaminated Groundwater" is :"Un.der Control" at the Safety-J(Ieen Springfield 
facility, EPA ID ORD 000712967, located at 550 Shelley Street, Springfield, Oregon. 
Speclfically, this deiermination indicates that the inigration of "contaminated" grotui.dwater is 
under control, and that monitoring will be condu.ded to co,rifirm that contaminated groundwater 
t'emains within the "existing 11rea of contpminated groundwater." TWs determination will be l'e­
evaiuated when the Ageucy becomes aware of significant changes at the facility. 

0 	 NO -Unacceptable migration ofcontaminated grouuclwat~r is. ol?s~rved or e*pected. 

0 	 IN-More information is needed to m11ke a clcterminatiolt. 

Compl~~ed By: 

(Signature) · 	 (Dqte) 

Fredrick Moore 	 Hazardous Waste Permit Writer 
(Print Nciine) 	 (Titfe) 

Supervisor: 

"1-:70. 13 
(Di'lle) 

Leah Feldon Acting Manager. Eastern Region Hazai·dous Waste Program 
(Print Nante) (fUle) · ' 

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality 
(EPA Region or State) 	 · 

Locations wllet•e References may be found: 

Eugene, Oregon 
Bend. Oregon 

Contact telephone and E-mail numbers: 

Fredrick Moore 	 541.633.2011 moore. fi•edrick@deq.state.or.us 
{Ndme) 	 (Phone Numbe1~ (E·Mail) 

•RCRfSCODECA750 

mailto:fi�edrick@deq.state.or.us
http:Scptemb.er
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.CLEANUP ACTtON COMPLETED AND DEQ RECOMMENDS NO FURTHERACTION 
AT THE SAFETY-I(LEEN FACILITYIN SPRINGFIELD 

;J:lUBLISHJNG :QA,TE: Sept~mber 1, Z002 

PROJECT: Safety~Kleen:spr.ingfiel<l(SKS) Facility 

PROJECT LOCATION: 550 Shelley:Road, Sprmgfidd,LapeCoWlty, Oregon 

PROJECT ACTION: 01'6gonDeparbnentofEnv.ironmentalQualiiy(DEQ) invites public conml.ents 
":IJ:oin September 1, 2002 through October 1, 2002. DEQ wHLconsider all <ximments before Issuing a no 
further action detemilimtion and delisting the site from the Confirmed Release ·and Invent01y lists."· 

mGHLIGHTS: Since 19;75, oil and solvents (hazardous wastes) from degrea.sing units were stored 
at Safety-Kleen..Conta.m.iriated soil and groundwater were fourtd jn 1992 dudng excav~tion of two 
underground storage tanks from the site. The· underground.tanks had been used to store mineral 
si>h·lts (oil) fron~ 1975 through 1992. 

Sqil, soil g~s;~d gl'QtW.dwatel' investig~ti9ns per.formed by S_afety-Kleyh from 1~91 through.l998 
found that shallow groW)dwater ~d subsu.rface: soils to ab_oQt 14 feet below ground swface had been 
contaminated by releases 0fmineral spirits.'The co.q.taminated area appears to be litnited to a small 
area atourid the former t¢lks. The .site was placed on DEQ's rnventcny ~d Confirmed Release 
Li~tings because ofthe hazatdm1s substances re_le~sed into the environment.: 

.Soil and gi'<>U.ndwater samples were collected to evaluate threats to humati health. The contaminants 
i~ s.ite soils were below levels that threaten hwnan health. However, levels ofsome contru:pinW1ts in 
grow1dWater wel'e a.bove safe levels. 

In May 1996, SafetY-Kleeti began operating a tl'eatlnent systein·to.remove soil and groundwater 
contamination at ~he. slte..d'he treatment system was opel"ated w1til December 1998. Ab,out .l,QO() 
pounds ofmineral spirits v.vere removed by August 1998. 

Aftet· the treatment system was tumecl of~ Safety-lCleen.continued .to monitor·groundwaJex for one 
year. Levels of c9ntamirtants associated .w.ith mineral spirits either were. not present or were 
decreasing over _ti,me. Some gr<nmdwatel' ~o~taminat1ts (1,2-dichloro~enzene~ ·1,3-dichlorobenzen~; 
and 1~4-dichlorobenzene) was above safe levels iria few monitoring wells. · 

Even though gt'OWldwat~r·contan~ination near the t~ removal has been above safe levels, DEQ has 
concluded that these level$ do not threaten human health because the site is provided with city wate1~ 
anq shallow g1·oundwater is ·not used as a ~ater source. · 

DEQ has concluded that th~te js no threat to human health artd the enviro.bhlent because cleanup has 
been effectiv~ in reducing contamipants in soil to safe ~evels and because shallow groundwater is 
not used as a water s'ourcel 

MORE JNFORMAnON: A file conta1iling _detaiie<J iJlformation for the site .1s available fqr review 
in DEQ's Eugene·office J(lcated at 1102 LincplJ:!. St., Suite 210, Eugene, Oregon 97401. Question.s 



conperrung this site should be c,Hr~cted to Mary Ca~n~rata ·at DEQ-'s Eugene office or by calling her at 
541~686-7838, extension 259 or toll-free h~ Oregon at 1~800~844~8467 extension 259. A site 
summary report i$ a\failable on the web'at www.deq.state.or.us/wntc/clean':lp/SKS.htm. · 

The TTY nwuber for the hearhtg hnpajred is (541) 687-5603. Copies of writt(!n :material m 
altemative format such as Braille, large print, or anotlJ.el' language are ~vailable upon ryquest. 

http:anotlJ.el
www.deq.state.or.us/wntc/clean':lp/SKS.htm
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-~ ··· ~ -·· r c·­
Department ofEnTI,rol;lp.J.entaJ Qualjty 

Western Region Eugene Qfficc 
· ll02 Lin~qlit Street, SUite 210 

fohn A.Kilzhaucr; M:.n., Govemor Eugene, OR 97401 
(541) 68.6-7838 

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

'dcfober l4, ·2002 

Sharon-Halpel' _ 
Remediation Project Manager, We~temRe·gio~ 
Safety-Kleen Cotp. 
POBox 1471 
Benicia, CA 94510 

RB: No Fudher Action Determination 
'Safety-Xd.€eti :__ Sp~lngfl~ld .. 
ian'e CoWlty ~ 
1)xLot=8100,-iil7032710 
;ECSI Site lD No. b 16 

;' 

Dear Ms. Halper: 

The Oregon Departtnent of Envirolili:lental Qu~lity (DEQ) has J:evieweC,. information r~g~·dmg 

the impact to soil and groupdwater _front minent_l spi~·its r6le.ases on the Safety-Kieen site (SKS) 

located at 500 Shelley Street, Sprfugfield, Oregon. DEQ prepared a Sfaf£ Report·· dated Aligu&t 

15, 2002 that qoc:ut)letits site co.tidlt.ions, enviro~ental investigat_ion~, _cleanup actions 

1)erfoi'med, and· risks ~ssociated with resi4_ual cop.taminati01i at the site. This letter briefly 

describe~ b~Q 's no further action ~A}dete1m~ati~n at ~he ·s~ety~IO.~eJ~ #e. , 

The SKS site has been ~- l).w.;ardo1,1s waste $tot:age faciiity -sihce 1975. ' Soil and groundwater' 

contamination were discovered in 1992 dll!iqg excavation activities to remove two qhdergrol.m,d 

storage tanks (USTs) from the sit~. Th,e tJSTs were used to store virgin and-spent mine.t;a(spi,rits 

at the facility since 1975. . · · 


·. . .. 
Subseqtrent soil~ soll-gas, and f,:oundwatet -mvestigations perfobned.though 1996 determined 
that sh~Iiow groundwater and subsurface soils (to approximately 14feet bcilow gtotinci stirface) 
had beenimpacted byrti.ii-).erai spirits. Also, chlorinated solvents associated with spent mineral 
spii:ifs.had been deteqted'in seyeral on-site·and off-site monitoringwelis .. In May 1996, SKS 
began operating a remedial system ~o treat soil an(:l groundwater at the site. The remedial system 
was operated throughDecembet 1998. Quarterly groWldwater sainples continued to be collected 
fi·om December 1998 through March 200Q to monitor conta.minanflevels under static conditlOJis. 

The remedial system had removed a_pproxitna:tely 1,000 p_ounds ofmineral spirits and 5potmds 
ofvolatile organic compounds'by August 1998. GroWldwater contamination had decreased ovei· 
time from approximately 7,600 parts pel' billion (ppb) ofmineral spirits in February 1991 to 99 
ppb ofminei·al spirits inMarch 2000 in the nios.t contaminated moQ.itoring well (MW-3). In July 



,. 
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Safcty-Ideen Springfield 
August 14, 2002 · 
Page2of3 

1998, SKS conducted a limited-focus rem~dial investigationto cl;uu:acterize the extent of soil and 

groundwater contamination on-site and off-site. (See attached rriap ofsite plan.) Residual soil 

and groundwate!' contamination was located OlHit~ to the south and west of the USTs excavation 

area1 and off-site to the north inEugene Wate1·~nd Electric Board's (EWEB's) right-ofwway and 

to the west in the adjacent property. ' . · · · · 
. . 

DEQ evAlua,te4 tile tesldu~l soH cortt8$.ination against risk-based cleanup goals. Residual soil 
contamination from the USTs retease is below residentia~ and ~d-q.stiial soii rislc-qased cleanup 
goals. Therefore, soil contamination does notpose·an unacceptable ri.slc to human health an~ the 
enviro;nment. 

DEQ evaluated the gtoundyvater contamination agaj.nst l'is~basedcleanup goals. Gi'oi.lndwater 
c~ntaminationwas above the drinking wa.ter risk-based cleanup standards for 1,2-dichlorobenzene, 
1;3-dichlorobenzepe, and 1,4-diQhlorobe!lZepe. However, DEQ does. not consider it reasonably 
likely that shallow groundwater in the ~it!' ol' immediately nearby will.b~ -qseg as a drlnking 
water source. DEQ further evaluated the vo1atilization ofcontaminants from groundwater into 
outdoo~ and indoor.arr, and co.p.~actwith gro,u,nq\',later during excavationpathways as potential risks 
to workers. All contarninapts detecten in grpundwater were below the risk-based cleanup.goals for 
those pathways, i'l1erefore, contaminants detected in shallow gr01mdwater do not pose an 
ll.Q.acceptable risk to hlUnan health and the environment. · 

:I)EQ provided publjc .notice and opporfunlty for conunent on the Cleanup actions and N?A 
determination :from September 1, 2002 through September 30,2002 in accot·dance with Oregon 
Revised Statutes (ORS 465.320]. No comments were r~ceived by DEQ. 

Based o.n.the ,Administrative. Record for the site, DEQ ~as cJeternti11.ed that t,he, Safety-Kleen 
site requires no futth~1· ~ctiop. imder Orbgon Enviro~ental Cleanup Law, ORS 465.200 et 
seq., unless new or previously undisclosed infonnation becomes available. We will update 
the Environmental Cleanup Site Inf01matipn·Syste.Ql (ECSI) database ~o reflect this decision. 

. . ~ ~ 

The ~afety-Kleen property was plac¢d on DEQ's Inventor)" of sites (that.have a· confu;med 
release and need additional investigation) on March 1, 1999 as i·equired by ORS 465.225.. 
DEQ has determined the facility is now eligible for removal from the Inventory undet O~S 
465.230(1). We will update tli.e Environmental Cleanup Site Information System (ECSI) 
database to l'eflect this deci.sion. . . · 

http:Syste.Ql
http:cJeternti11.ed
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.Safoty~Klcen Springfield 

,August14, 2002 
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OEQ appreciates your parti.cipatiofi in ourVohmtary .Cleanup Program, including your 
responsiveness in addressing e,nviJ.•prunen,tal conditions on this property. I{you have questions 
regarding this letter, pleaf)e contact me at (541) 686-783 8, ~~tension 239. · · 

• • 	 I 

Sincer~ 

~,(.\. ) ()
Mai'tl~~ 
Western "Region Cleanllp Manager 

Enclosure 

cc: 	 . Gruy Olsen, Safety-Kleen, Springfield 

Steve Luquire, Safety-Kleen, Sacramento 

Doug McKay, McKay L~1.11d Development 

Laurie Power, BWEB · 

Plumbers/Steamfitters ·Local 290 

Mark Trewartha, SECOR 

Mruy.Camru:ata, DEQ Project Manag~.r 
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OVERVIEW . 
The Safety-Kleen s·pringfleld site, a hazardous-waste storage facility, is located 
at 550 Shelley Streef in Springfi~ld. Contaminated soH and groundwater were 
discovered In 1992, during excavation activities to remove two Underground 

-Storage Tanks (lJSTs) from the site. The USTs had beeh used to store virgin 
and spent mineral spirits at the site since.it opened in 1975. · 

Subsequent investigation aptlvltles performed by $afety-Kieen though 199.6, 
determined that shallow groundwater and subsurface soils had been impacted 
by releases of mineral sprits. Chlorinated solvents associated With spent 
min~ral_ spirits w~re detected in several on-site and· off-site l)'lonltoring wells at 
concentrations ab.o_ve drinking water standards, 

hi May 1996, Safety-Kieen·began operating aremediation system to treat soil 
and groundwater at the site. The remedial system was operated through 
December 199(3. The remedial system removed approximat~aly 1,000 pounds 
o( min,eraI, spirits and. 5 po'uo.ds of volatll~ organic compounds by August 1'998. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
1he primary concern at the site is exposure to groundwater imp~cted by 
chlorinated solvents: Although water Is supplied to the site and surrounding 
area by the City of Springfield, the Impacted aquifer Is of high quality and 
highly productive. However; a recent water well survey completed In May 
2000 showed there were no doll)estic water supply wells pres~nt :within the 
surrounding area. 

STATUS . 
In ~uly HJ98 Sc:lfety~Kieen _implemented a focused lnvestigat_loti at the site and 
surrounding properties. Low concentrations of m·ineral ~pldts and chlorinated 
compounds common to the site were detected In a utility rlght-o(-way owned by 
the Eugene Water and Electric Board (EWEB) that exists to the north of the 
site. The report was submitted to DEQ In January 1999. · 

. Groundwater concentrations have been det:reasi11g over .time/ due to the 
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remediation system to treat soli and groundwater contamination. Groundwater ['-L,....._-'----L..~..l....-J.--' 
contamination had decrease ftom approximately 7,600 parts per billion {ppb} of 
mineral .~plrits in Feb~uary 1991 to 99 ppb of mineral spirits In March 2000. In 
March 2000, groundwater concentratlo_ns of chlorinated solvents were less than 
regulatory limit except In a rnof!ltorlng well west of the Safe,ty-Kieen building. 
However, DEQ does not consider it reasonably likely that the shallow 
groundwater In the site or Immediate riearby .will be used as a drinking water 1­

source. ' · · 

DEQ has evaluated the potential rlsl<s po~e<;l by rt,?sldual.co.ntaminatlon In sQil 
and gro'Undw~ter at the site and in off-~ite areas to human and ecological 
re-ceptors. DEQ coirlpar<:ld residual contamination· In soli and groundwater to 
risk-based cleanup goals. The residual contailiinatlon was below the risl<­
based cleanup goals. DEQ issued a no further action determination for the site 
o~ October 14, 2002. .QJ · 

http:WW\y.deq.stnto.or.us
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Dep-artment of Environmental Quality 
Westem R~gion- Salem Office 

750 Front St. NE, Ste. 120
Dregon 

John A. I<ilzhaber, M.D., Governor Salem, OR 97301-1039 
(503) 378-8240 

(503) 378-3684 TIY 

· . October 21, ~002 
(~~~ 	/ Hlv 

Sharon Halper 
S~fety Klee1~Systems, Jnc s· ...F-(1!1" l!tAIVJ 
P.O. Box 1471 

Benecia, Ca 94510 


RE: 	 HW/TSD:-Safety Kleen, Springfield 
Located at 556 Shelley Street 
Clean Closure of RCRA Units 
I:IazlP-:dous ·waste 
ORD 000712067 

Dear Ms Halper: 
. 	 . . 

On Ju;ne 2, 2000, th~ Department receiv~d a Cel'tification of Closure for fom: RCRA mrlt~ at 
t.he Safety Kleen facility located at 55.0 Shelley Street in,_ Spdngfield, Oregon. This 
certifrcfltion was· submitted in complj_ance with the tenus of. the approved Modified Closure 
P~an dated May 14, 1999 and Public Notlced on~ay 22, i999. 

At the time of this submittal, ·certain issues regarding contaminated soil in the area of Pte 
underground storage tank and the Return and Fill Station temailied unr~solved. The 
DepartmerWs respoll$e to the June 2, 2000 Report and Closure Certification _by l~tter ~ated 
Au,iust ~'- 2000 indicated that the Department had accepted the Closure Certification (or the 
Flamniable Storage Room, tht! Container Storage Area, and the Above Ground·Storage -Tank. 
B~cause of 'the Unres_olved issues, the August 3, 2002 letter stated that Clean Closure of the 
RCRA Units would be withheld until the soil issues as set forth in Consent Order WMCSRftWR­
98~11 Amended were resolved,' · 

The Western Region Cl~fUlUP Program has is:med a No Further Action (NFA) indicating 
satisfactory completion of the consent order dated October 14, 2002. 

The·Certification o.f Closure and the NF.A. complete t:he RCRA Closure of all of the RCRA 
'units at Safety Kleen in Springfield . . These l,tnits are- hereby cli:~an-closed, a_nd no further 
closure or corrective activities are required. 

The_DEQ's (Dep~rtment of Environme_ntal Quality) approval of the clean .closUre of these 
regulated units is based on th¢ data ·and infmmatlon provid~d by Safety: Kleen at).<l their 
consultants. It is tlie responsibility of Safety Kleen, as it is for all re~idents of Oregop, to 
p~qtect surface and ground waters of the State Qf Oregon now and in the future. Should any 
future contaminatioil become evident, Safety Kleen may be responsible .for future remediation. 

~liQ/WVlHOl 6-97 . @ 
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Xf .YOU have any questions regarding this letter, please qall .me at (5.03) ~78~8240, exten~ion 
2n. · 

Sincerely, 

Jf:t#~~· .· 

Gil Hargrs:aves · 
Hazardous Wa Manager 
.Western'Region-Salem Qfii.ce 

CH:ch 
x:\jpetrov\SK clean clc;>se.dpc 

cc: Bad?ara Puchy, DEQ~LQ 
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