a

WASHINGTON RANKING METHOD

‘ROUTE SCORES SUMMARY AND RANKING CALCULATION SHEET

Site name: P‘\x'}'ﬂ"\ .S\kkj (arp - Region: Cry

City, county: VO\ DAL, \Ja | PR

This site was ranked on August 12, 1991, based on quintile values from
259 assessed/scored sites.

Route Quintile
Pathway  Score(s) Group number(s) Priority scores:
(_ 25 ¥ lo+1
SW-HH 0.9 H2 + EM + L = 3(,/3,4“/{

Air-HH Y6.9 3
GW-HH 65-Y f

Sed-HH -
. i ¥
SW-En \\7 : J - H2 + 2L = 3/72,
‘ 7

Air-En O

Sed-En — -
Human Environment
Health

L
o~
(WS ]

Use the matrix presented to 1
the right, along with the two : @
4
5
5
5

priority scores, to determine the
site ranking. N/A refers to where
there is no applicable pathway.

N NW RSO,
WNN -
SfPLWLWLOWNDNO P
PN
v PPN
(6, T, R, TV, R o

Matrix ("bIh") Ranking: 1 , or No Further Action

CONFIDENCE LEVEL: The relative position of this site within this bin is:

almost into the next higher bin.

> right in the middle, unlikely to ever change.
almost into the next lower bin.

. . 8/91 . '
rev. 8/ This document was part of the official

Administrative Record for the Yekima
Railroad Area on Qstober 31, 1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.




e L ‘ WORKSHEET 1 L
S ~  SUMMARY SCORE SHEET

Site Name:  PAXTON SALES CORPORATION

Site Location: (City, County, or Section/Township/Range)
108 West Mead Avenue
Yakima, Washington (Yakima County)

NW%; NWY of Section 31, T. 13 N., R. 19 EWM

Site Description: (Include management areas, compounds of concern, and quantities)

The site is an active metal case hardening shop that has oBerated for 21 years.
. s . AVE BEey

Rinse waters from case hardening and noncontact cooling water afeeﬁlscharged to an
on-site dry well No evidence of groundwater contamination was found from sampling of
nearby domestic wells, but soil contamination due to metals, tetrachlorethene,
methylene chloride, acetone, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene was detected in a
sediment sample taken from the dry well. The facility used cutting oils that contained
halogenated hydrocarbons until 1984. Reportedly, the cutting oils have not been
disposed on-site.

Special Considerations: (Include limitations in site file data, data which cannot be accomodatedin the model, but
which are important in evaluating the risk associated with the site)

ROUTE SCORES:
Ground Water/Human: _5%.3 Overall Rank:
Surface Water/Human: _0. 3
Air/Human; 4.9

' . i vt of the official
Air/Environmental; 0.0 iy sid for the Yakima

Railroad Area on Qciober 31, 199

Surface Water/Environmentali: _I—Z— f‘v‘asi";mutm‘; f-ft;’[e ' >

Department of Ecology.

Rev. 2/20/91 WK-1




WORKSHEET 2
ROUTE DOCUMENTATION
SURFACE WATER ROUTE
List substancesto be considered for scoring. Source: [i o
;2, rlrg'zi;gzze— CHlorIDE 5, ETHLBewzen& D, CHRoOMivpa 13, LEAD 17, 2,v¢e
. 6, XYLENE 1o, (&Y 9. Mg ’
3 TETRAcHIROETHENE (PLE) 7 (YANIDE ). Cai’;’fez ,Z' Mﬁc::: lt: z”‘“’f’“‘f‘”@
4, ToLvenE %. Bagivm 12, Teopn le, Soot B ML AR A G
» Q0w 27 Y~ CHLORD-3- METHYL PEN]

Explain basis for choice of substancesto be used in scoring.

Hé7Hu En CHLoR 1DE )C(,e x TLEN A L/_ Z‘ £ -
7L £ B f E) H(.N' ZINC ND CHLORD 3 ﬁé?H’prHéw‘
OF OVGR«ALL PEOBL@IW ’ ' ’ ’

List management units to be considered in scoring: Source: / y 2

/. DRY WeELs (Seep prr)

Explain basis for choice of unit used in scoring.
CONTAMvATIGr, WAS DETELTED IN A SED/MENT SAMPLE TAKEN [Feom 7HE

PRY welt,
AR ROUTE
List substancesto be consideredfor scoring. Source: ). 2
[ MEIRYLENG CHLoRIDE L, ETHYL Sél\ﬂ'v’-ﬁtvﬁ 2 CHRomivm )2 LEAD 17, ZIMC
2. ACETONE b, RTLEN 1o, Co .
4, ToLVENE 2, BARIum . 1S.MiekEL 19, D-METHYL NAPTHALEN &
P Léen 16, SoDivm 20, H-CHeoRO-3-METNYL Pueml

Explain basis for choice of substancesto be used in scoring.
&THYL G, ]
Wege"" c::l LGM&— CH(QE’OG’ PCEJ X YLGNE’ HCN' ZINCG ANMD H-CHLeRO -3 METHY.L PH Cne L
OSEn FOR SCoRING BASED ON THREAT CONCENTRATICN AND REPLESENTATION  OF
CUERALL PROBLES,

List management units to be considered in scoring: Source: _1,
/. DeY well, (sgep P[T)

Explain basis for choice of unit used in scoring.

CONTAMINATION WAS OE7EcTED ‘N A SEDIMENT SAMPLE TAKEN [FRop THE

DRY WELL.

WSl )

: 3o
Departimant of

WK-2
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WORKSHEET 2 (CONTINUED)

ROUTE DOCUMENTATION
GROUND WATER ROUTE
List substancesto be considered for scoring. Source: _/, 2
], METRYLENG CHLOBIOE 5, ETHYLBEwzenE G CHROMIVM 13, Leap 17, ZIVC
2. ACETONE 6. ¥rLeNE 10, COBARLT |4, meecer / -
3, pte6 7. LYANIDE 1. coPPer2 Je '-:'W(e‘_\' /:'QNAZTT'Z{”LGNC
H, TOLVENG 4. BARIVM l~ Lrow ‘ 2 -METHYL NAPTHALEN E

, . . S0D -
Explain basis for choice of substancesto be used in scoring. le vr 20 ."-CHeoro- 3- 11eTH PiEna

METHYLENE CHLORIDE, PLE, XT.GNC, HCMN , ZINC AND 4-CHiopp-2-METEYL MHemoL.

WERE CHESEN Aol SCorite BRASED &w THEEAT Conccarbnric ‘ ,
OVERALL PROBLEM, . WIERTION AND RCPECSENTATION OF

List management units to be considered in scoring: Source: _/, 2
/. DRY WeLL (gEcp pyy)

Explain basis for choice of unit used in scoring.
CONTAMIMATION WAS DETECTEL IN A SEDIMENT SAMPLE TAKEN FRomM

THE DRY WELL ,

This document was part of the official
Admmlstrative Record for the Yakima
Railroad Area on Qctober 31, 1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.
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WORKSHEET 3

SUBSTANCE CHARACTERISTICWORKSHEET
FOR MULTIPLE UNIT/SUBSTANCESITES

Combination 1

Combination 2

Combination 3

Human Toxicity/Mobility
Value:

Environmental Toxic«y/\
Mobility Value:

Containment Value: \

Air Human Subscore:

Air Environmental Score:

SURFACE WATER ROUTE

Human Toxicity Value:
Environmental Toxicity Value:

Containment Value:

Surface Water Human Subscore:

Surface Water Environmental Subscore/:/

i

GROUND WATER ROUTE

Human Toxicity/Mobility V%l_/ e:

Containment Value: /

Ground Water Su éore:

This documpnt was
Adsitinistratlve

Railroad A
W
Depd

8a on (“*mu
Ln”ﬂgKﬂloan
rtinent of Ecology.
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WORKSHEET 4
SURFACE WATER ROUTE
1.0 SUBSTANCE CHARACTERISTICS
1.1 Human Toxicity
Drinking Waler Std. Chronic Toxicity Acute Toxicity Carcinogencity
Substance Potency
weM Value mg/kg/day Value mg/kg-bw Value WOE  Factor Value
D oE 1 7, eae R, )
LMETHSLen s CHUpROG ! L'7 5 | ¢ I o‘} e N O oy vk /14 I |£582 .O:Zf i‘
2 R mez, £ 9 3, T [paseotde, eratar) 3 s x| =1 —
A ¥YLEME 3 X - b, 02 KDcear ] 1 §.2700 LDg, oeal Movs 6 2 49.D - —_
s Bowe o ordl B 5, 280 ceal 1[5 = Bx1- | =
w‘cucozo-:a-ﬂgfﬂm. | = [r2@Domy 1 Lig® thsorat FAT |2 o | X —
Source:

1.2 Environmental Toxicity

Highest Value: __ &
+2 Bonus Points?: 2

Value: [D

Source: 5,6, % Value: A

Acute Criteria | Non-human mammalian
Substance (ua/l) acute toxicity (ma/kg) Value

THYLE. | ! o0 LDse 0£AL £AT 3
;' M:CC_.Y" Ve Ok pe 2'_ éqo 269 CDg, ORAL RAT 2
3. xyLe 2. X Y300 LDy, 0RAL RGT 3
4' H‘EN"E H az| 3700 L0 02AL Mo G
5. ZINC 5,320 X -
6. 4-cHioro-3-Menfypuemor b 30 | 1930 LDg, 0lAL RAT (L

1.3 Substance Quantity

yeﬁ/l / \\ DAY

Explain basis: (lE veazs) (365 pavs \ (1 GALw/v) — 5475 GALLows

2.0 MIGRATION POTENTIAL
2.1 Containment

Explain basis: DRY wetl = 0 CovimiMvmenT VALVE

22 Surface Soil Permeability: WicH , savD, CRAVEL
23 Total Annual Precipitation: 2.2 INCHES

24 Maximum 2-Year 24-Hr Precipitation: __{,0 wic i
25 Flood Plain: NoT IN_FLOOD DPLAIN

2.6 TerrainSlope: _Less 7uanN & %

This document was part of the official

'» Value: _5

Pacs (Source:

Source: [ _Value:_¢o

pacE 1) Source: 3 Value: _ |
Pace 1\ Source: 3 Value: __ |
pace 11 Source: _3  Value: __\
eace |l Source: 3 Value: _ O

?ace )\ Source: 3- Value: __ )

—Administratve Renor 7o e Y2ma

WK-5

Railroad Area ¢

1956,

I (“)r’o!’s-:‘-a.' 31,
Washir :
Departmant of I




\7 WORKSHEET 4 (CONTINUED)

-

SURFACE WATER ROUTE
3.0 TARGETS
3.1 . Distanceto SurfaceWater: ___| Mijie . SHaw0 DITCH. Source: o1l Value: _2
3.2 Population Served within 2 miles: a Source: p 43 Value: _6y
3.3 Area Irrigated by Sources within 2 miles: _O Source: |2 Value:_O
3.4 - Distanceto Fishery Resource: _{,5_piies wibt HousW ¢REEK Source: 14 Value: _3
3.5 Distance to Sensitive Environment: _},§ MjLES Source: _|#_ Value: 3_
List: WIDE HOUsw CREER (FunéRY RESHURCE) 1,5 Mites

CAHALAN FARK [ 75 MiLE

Yakimp Rwee 2 HMiL€s
4.0 RELEASE

Explain basis: MoNE

Source: ____ Value: O

This document was part of the official

Administrative §
Railroad Area on O

ribe Yeldma
TGOR
F 490G,

Wazhing
Department of Ecology.
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WORKSHEET 5
AIR ROUTE
1.0 SUBSTANCE CHARACTERISTICS
1.1 Introduction - please review before scoring
1.2 Human Toxicity
- A Std. . Chronic Toclty MWT:? Carcinogencity
wo/m® Value mgig/dey  Vaue me/RgT Valve WOE  Faclor Value
\ 7, '8 PPOIak. 38,000 LCsoInh, B BT X =
LhETHWENE CHopfoe é ;’ 'f i2 ND 2 éee,'zaao L, J:t raT- . P Pe wo3s | A
« HCN Y| 7 A S T § (22 | = _
8. 2/NMC £ X - " — |5 K - I
8. 4 LHLORO-3 HE PHGUO Ll s X | ' X - e ¥ — X - -
Source: s
Highest Value: 10
+2 Bonus Points?: __).
Toxicity Value: 12
1.3 Mobility
1.3.1 Gaseous Mobility —m~ Heg
Vapor Pressure: I, 429 2,19 3,10 4.620 5. MA 6. X Source: 5, )¢
Value: L4 2.4 3,3 4484 2- ¢ -
1.3.2 Particulate Mobility :
Soil Type: Source:
Erodibility:
Climatic Factor:
Particulate Mobility Potential  Value:
1.4 Final Human Heaith Toxicity/Mobility Matrix: 7o x/,r¢ - 1 2 Value: _24
hograre - -
1.5 Environmental Toxicity/Mobility
Non-human mammalian This doc twas e
Substance cute Toxicity Value Mobilty ~ Value f, €um9n was part of the dificial
dministrative Record for the Y4kima
Railroad Area on Octolier 31, 196,
1. Merhveene cveokive 89 poo Llse 3 4 b ‘
2. e 3 200 Lesn 3 Yy ‘g
3. XTLENE 2d 41 20 Ll 2 3
4 HCN 5 LCep 3 4 1o
5.2iNC -
6. Y-cfiteko )( -
Environmental Toxicity Mobility Matrix: Source: 5, Value: b
1.6 Substance Quantity: ([5 YCAES\)(SQS DA‘(S\ Q Gf?“”/) - 8475 GALcon's
Vem&/ bn< Pace ¢Source: _|  Value: _5__




{ WORKSHEETS (CONTINUED) (

AIR ROUTE
20 MIGRATION POTENTIAL
21  Containment sz ocrupled (N SUBSCRFACE Source: ___ Value: _G
oNug WITH NO VARR RecoveRY

3.0 TARGETS ESTIMATG | LESS THAN l,0p0 FEGT
3.1 Nearest Population: RG/pEnceS | MENATELY VTR oF SiT€. Source: 14 Value: _10
32 Nearest Sensitive Environment: _/,.§ Mhitec 7320 FEET Source: 4 Value: __O
‘ List: \WinE Hottow CREEK CElsnery Resove(E) 1.5 MILesS

CALnta N PARV [L78 MiLeS

Kim £S5

33 Population within 1/2 mile: 2870 PAGE 13 Source: 3 Value: _b
4.0 RELEASE: NonE  DocumenTs<D Source: ____ Value: _o

This document wa
Adrminisirative ® A 0F h
Raifroad /“Cd on o
Wastinglon
Department of e nmy




\' WORKSHEET 6 (

GROUND WATER ROUTE .

1.0 SUBSTANCE CHARACTERISTICS

1.1 Human Toxicity

King Weler W, Ciwonic Tomclty Acas Tomichy Carcnogencly

Substance ' Potency
g Value moig/day  Vaive mo/kg-ow Vaive WOE  Faclr Vake

PRCL 2 [, 106 RLD ! 7, Jooo tDg, vénc FAT | 3 1 BZ ['0575
: M;ngm cHe ég prets % 2 ) 2 | 3 2, 269 1.020 ors RaT | 5 2 B2 |.051 a‘
: K LENE 3 X - 3, X - 7. 4300 LDgo ORAL 2AT| 3 3, % | — —
@ HCN PRl {200 4 K. 02 BfD ! 4. 3700 (Ds, orm moxe | 3 D | - —
Is' ZINC smee 5.5,000 2 5.0 Efb 1 c, 2T } 2, gz — .

& ' —
& 4-Chiaes-3- Heraprent b, X - L 2 RfD { L.LDsp*?'“ ' —_
Source: 5, ¢, 7

Highest Value: 3

+2 Bonus Points?: __ 2

Value: __ /0
1.2  Mobili )
S:ﬂ.%uur‘f mg I ’ .
Substance: /, i4.700 2. [Se 3./98 4.18* S.K¥1 6, X Sourcezi’_& Value: _2
vawe 7,2 2 2 3 2 4.3 53 67

1.3  Substance Quantity P& & Source: _|  Value: _5

Explain basis: (/5 Ye,ﬁxeﬂ.(\?% oaxs )| Gaion\= 5475 GacLows

A

20 MIGRATION POTENTIAL

21 Containment
Explain basis: PRY WLl =[O CONTAINNMENT VALVE

Source: /7 Value: _|O

2.2 Net Precipitation: [. 7 IACHES Source: _|§ Value: _ |
23 Subsurface Hydraulic Conductivity:gwm% pace v Source: _3_ Value: _L
24  Vertical Depth to Ground Water: 10 70 20 FEcr ) pace 1) Source: _3_ Value: _ ¥
3.0 TARGETS
3.1  Ground Water Usage: __ PUBLIC, NO ALTCeNATE . ' Source: {3_ Value: _§
3.2 Distance to Nearest Drinking Water Well: L€SS THaN 600D FEET Source: /4 Value: _45 _
3.3  Population Served with 2 miles: 4471 PugLic 3 I8 DOMESTIC Source: 2,13 Value: _67
3.4  Arealmigated by Wells within 2 miles: el aees, 8INC7 Source: _|2 Value: 35 _
4.0 RELEASE
Explain basis: _Li ket | Be7T NoT DOcy kit Source: ____ Value: _Q
BY CEOUNDWATER SAMPCIN (e This document was part of ihc (;mm
Attt _ ~
Redfivas Ao -
WK -9 Washi i

Department of i mmuy




WORKSHEET 7

( SOURCES USED IN SCORNG |
V376 [NVspecTien REFORT FoR PAXION SALES CORPoRATION , AKIMA
w \ ECococYy AND e”V'EﬁNMéIVr, NoveM3er 19¢9 '~ '

2 parh . ,
PATA GAP (DENT S ig AT IO N /QGPVE,T’ §AIC, FEERUARY 199 .
3. 51I€ HAZaRD ASSCESMENT DATA COLLECTION SpumpmaRY

by > -
METHOR, SAIC , FEBRLARY 199 |, RS L2R WhsHmGTrn RARILAG
4, PReLIMImARY ASSESSMENT BeLol PAYTON. SALES (oRPoediion va, MR

ECoLogk AND ENVIRoYmMENT, JUME  198F, SR WAsH NG 72w,

S. PHyska¢, cHEMICAL, TOXICOLOG1eAL ANR RESULATORY V/
; : EEGULATORY VALLES

. WASHInGIow DEPT. OF peactH, MAreH | 199], FLB PRIoRITY PoLluTAmns ;
6. BLECLS, NIesH | Apric | )9g3p,

7. HEALTH EFFELTS ASSESSMENTS SUMMARY [RSLE
LhBeg g EPA  anp

. QUALITY CRITGRIA Fok /
8. @ WATER 1950 us ePa

9. —QMIT"TY 'E.STI’MFV'T!QN‘ Eoi3 SWACKHﬁfﬂé'f' 5//"/ /9"

Ak
10 YALUMA, EAST GuADERUGLE MAR | USCS 7.5 mimre TOPOCRAPHIC §ERIES
H, YAk €sy :
ORI, WEST QUADRANGCLE MAP, USGCS 7.5 MINUTE ToPoGRAPHIC seriec

12, RECORDED WATER RIGHTS OF THE DEP; '
\ R L DRLABINENT OF ECotecl Resiony £)2) /
13, STATE OF WASFCTIoN PUBLC WATER SYPRLY Sysiem L)y iy A,;nw’il = e
o s T ST LTIt De7 of peMTH 2 /1 g9
v O ORATICIN  SHA SvMmMARY SCoee SH

SET, DEPT, oF E
- ! ' Cowog 1
I5, CHApTER (73 - 140 WAC dearr 1%
1. SUPCEFUND PUBLIC HEAs ,"“'“ﬂf" ” ) DEPT. oF Georocw | Auéesr | 194,
» YOSV C HEALTH LUBT g ps §
Magust., us Ef@ﬁ‘ FCF C&E]D‘) 1956 .

SCORING L7y,
SRS Ll Derr oF Cotegy  AreIL 1990,

7. WASH 1 NETO 0/ EAnK NG LIETHPL

| % WASHINCT g1 CLIMATE

LLimaTe o
covperaTIve EXTENSIo W vryT WASH I CT o 37A76& UNIVERs/TY
1 / ,

This document was part of tie af‘;ffi‘c'z.:ai
Administrative Record for the Yakina
Railroad Area g Ot
Waehinois

WK-10




Thiz documant was part of the officiel
Adrministrative Racord for tm {ckina
Railroad Araa on Ocinbar 31, 1996, |
Wiss lHﬂLV‘jll J'\I“L HEEE ’

Dopart Foolagy. May 23, 1991
TO: Bob Swackhamer
FROM: Michael J. Spencer N\v
SUBJECT: Site Hazard Assessment Scoring Packages

I have discussed the scoring issues we ran into last week with several
of your sites with Barb Morson of SAIC, and we both agreed on the
following resolutions:

1) Cameron - Yakima, Inc.:

It is important to keep in mind that the "unit used in scoring"
e.g. the historical (soil) contamination, most likely has resulted
from the surface down, rather than upward from such as a LUST. By
stating that the whole contaminated area is paved over, and
assigning a containment value of zero for the surface water
pathway as you do, then Barb feels (strongly!) that the air
pathway realistically shouldn't be scored at all, and T tend to
agree. There is even a good argument for not scoring the surface
water pathway at all, however the zero value for containment
assures that it scores appropriately low.

2) CMX:
The surface area to be used for the substance quantity estimation
should be the same for air as for the other pathways, e.g. use the
70' X 2' dimensions of the drainfield, and not the dimensions of
the inside sump area. I would like to point out at this time that
you need to be more consistent in completing the summary scoring
sheets, e.g. for this site, you listed only the "drainfield" as
management unit(s) to be considered for scoring, than apparently
made a "sump discharging to a drainfield" as the choice of unit
to be used in scoring. If you score the air pathway using the
drainfield as the unit, then the containment value needs to be re-
assigned from the zero it now has.

3) Paxton Sales:

Rather than use an estimate of 50' X 50' for soil contamination,
it would be better to come up with an estimate of the number of
gallons of wastewater (having documentation of course that it
indeed was contaminated by the substance(s) of concern) which were




disposed of into the dry well during the total number of years of
operation of the site. We think it is very important that you
have some factual information regarding the depth of the well, as
that, using best professional judgment, would affect your decision
as to whether or not there really are air and/or surface water
pathways available, and what sort of containment values to then
assign. If the well is relatively deep, maybe it is appropriate
to score only the ground water pathway, unless contamination can
be attributed to other, more surficial, areas of the site.

Please consider all the above points in your final analysis for each of
these sites, and let me know what you decide. You have the ability to
recalculate scores for the pathways I have pointed out, and, using the
quintile spreads I sent to you, you can project fairly accurately where
these sites will eventually rank. Use that as a guide. Call me at SCAN
585-3058 if you have any questions/comments.

ce: Pete Kmet
Elaine Peterson

Hn\s document was part of the official
: caiives Reoord for the Yekima

2r ui 1()9b
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8/30/90

. STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
TOXICS CLEANUP PROGRAM

SITE HAZARD ASSESSMENT DATA COLLECTION SUMMARY SHEETS
L FOR
WASHINGTON RANKING METHOD

Si;:: ?a H’cm Sa\% Cm\?omﬁm

Location:___Nw% mw'y Nw'y SEerion 3t TEN RIGE

Site owner/operator:

Address:

'
Any other known PLP(s):

Address:

Site Number:

Date(s) of field site hazard assessment:

Samples or field measurements: soil
surface water
air ’ _ ground water

(Attach copies of pertinent sampling and analytical data, as
well as all other supporting documentation.)

Photographs:

Weather:

Lead inspector:

other inspectors:

Signature:

This document was part of the official
Administrative Record for the Yekima
Railroad Area on Ostober 31, 1996,
Washingion State
Departnient of Ecology.




PART I: Hazardous Substances

NOTE: Page numbers, or worksheet numbers, shown in
parentheses refer to the WARM Scoring Manual.

A. LIST
List hazardous substances, known or suspected (check k or

s), currently at the property, or that have been
previously(check c or p) at the property:

Hazardous Substance K S C P Quantity Units
1. 0 0o nok 1A¥0ca b
2. Ry riom
3. Cadmyan
4. Lead
5. _ Mevprd
6. ‘ Cyaric, b
7.
8.
9.
10.
Additional? (list on attachment)

By which routes are these available?

Number (from above) Surface Water ir Groundwater

1. I v’ J &
2. A o~

3. 3 & &ﬂﬁﬂ /
Fp— - h d,gfwaéc
5. [N 7

6. L /

7.

8.

9.

10.

TMsdocumentwaspaﬂ(ﬁtheoﬁgum
Adnmhﬂstnaﬁvei?ecordfarthe‘fakwna -
RaHroadﬁweasn1Chﬂaber31,1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.




B. SOURCES
Check those known or observed:

"drums or other containers .
electrical transformers

A above ground tanks
below ground tanks
ponds, pits, or other impoundments
pipelines (other than water, sewer, or gas)
floor drains
exterior drains for rainwater, surface waters,
spills, etc.

other?Identify: Sludeg. tu nks ' clgam',(\j Tamks

C. INDICATORS
‘Check those known or observed:

discolored soils
disturbed soils
i discolored standing water
unusual or noxious odors
sick or dead vegetation
groundwater monitoring wells
other?Identify:

If any are checked in B or C, explain details including
exact locations (identify location in a map or drawing).

Additional
information:

: of the off
(03 53 ):,‘;t “,
aentwas | s Vel
Th“‘docuvpvp¥iacUU1‘ﬂs\:2 19
AGMWHJH}rd Ostabet b
Rd\\'ﬂ) ’U - 13 “l‘(} Ln JLC}\.U
Wasth s " e cology-

3 pepaitment
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PART II: Releases ’

A. KNOWN OR SUSPECTED RELEASES

List those hazardous substances identified (by number) in,
I.A. which are known or suspected to have been released:

Substance (#) Quantitg Released Units When Location

e
N, \ el [ oy gy
Q‘,ompos\\f\\)n \)W‘s\ -

Additional
information/reference?

-
B. SOURCES AND IMPACTS (Pages A-9, 10)

List those hazardous substances identified (by number) in
IT.A. and identify the source and impact:

Substance No. Source , Impacts[affécts To Area
W 4
Vo Wader Grandiocte (st d)

Aﬁmmmg
Ral‘.load B : !
Washingion ot
Depa'rtmem of Ecology.

ta

ARG




{ ﬂ

III. Migratiéh'?otential

A. CONTAI

NMENT--LANDFILLS (SW-7; A-12; GW-8,9)

Present? How many?

Check those that apply:

10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

15.

16.
17.
18.

Additional
comments:

An engineered, maintained run-on/run-off control
systen

An engineered/maintained cover without pondihg
Unmaintained run-on/runoff control system or cover
No run-on/runocff control or no cover
Uncontaminated soil cover greater than 6" thick
Uncontaminated soil cover less than 6" thick
Contaminated soil used as cover

A functioning vapor collection system

Mixing or agitation used

No liner

Single clay or compacted soil liner

(permeability cm/sec)
Single synthetic liner (permeability cm/sec)
Double liner system (permeability cn/sec)

Leachate collection system, maintained and
functioning

Leachate collection system, unknown condition or
not functioning

Liquid wastes may have been disposed of
Liquid wastes were disposed of in landfill

Reliable evidence no liquid wastes were disposed

This document was part of the official
Adminiztrative Record for tha Yeokima
Railroad Area on October 31, 1996,
Washington State
Departiment of Ecology.




‘B. CONTAINMENT--SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS (Sw-7, 8; A-13;

GW-10,11)
Present How many?
Check those that apply:
1. _______The dike is appérentiy sound
2. _______The dike is regularly inspected and maintained
3. _______There is evidence of failure, erosion, slumping,
or ;elease of contents 7
4. _____Two feet of freeboard maintained automatically
5. ______The freeboard is manually controlled so that there
is at least 2 feet of freeboard
6. _____ Evidence of insufficient freeboard (<2 ft.)
7. A maintained cover
8.V _____ Unmaintained cover, no cover
9. ___ No liner
10. __ Single synthetic liner
11. _____ Single clay or compacted soil liner
12. ___ Double liner
13. _ Working leak detection system
14. ____ Evidence of loss of fluid (other than by
evaporation)
Additional
comments:
6 This document was part of the official

Administrative Record for the Yakima
Railroad Area on October 31, 1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.
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c. CONTAINMENT--DRUMS AND SMALL CONTAINERS (SW-9; A-11;

GW~-11)
Present How many?
Check those that apply:
1. _____ No functional containment
2. _____There is secondary containment capacity for the
total volume ofcontainers _
3. _______There is secondary containment with capacity for

at least 110% ofvolume of the largest container

4. The secondary containment is less than 110% of the
volume of thelargest container

5. The containers are stored in single, or double
layers on pallets,or in racks '

6. ______The containers are stored in an unstable manner
7. ____ Some containers are open or have visible liquid
'8.\ ___;_Some containers are leaking
9. ______Containers are protected from weaﬁher
10. ___ containers showing deterioration
11. ____ Containment surface is impervious
12. ___ containment surface has cracks or semi-permeable
13. ___ No base material/permeable base such as

gravel/base materials unknown
13. ____ Containment is regularly inspected and maintained
14. ____;Evidencé of containment failure
Additional
comments:

7

This document was part of the ompna!
Administrative Record for the Yakima
Railroad Area on October 31, 1996.

Washington State -
Department of Ecology.
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D. CONTAINMENT--STORAGE TANKS (SW-9; A-ll; GW-ll)

Present? How many?

Check those that apply:

1. Secondary containment with a capacity of 110% of
the volume of the tanks

2. Secondary containment at least 50% of the volume
of all tanks ,

3. Containment system with capacity for at least 10%
of volume of containers or tanks

4. No containment, or less than 10% capacity

5. Tank volumes maintained

6. Automatic controls used for volume maintenance

7. Tanks are covered

8. Uncovered tanks have aeration, mixing, or heating

i of tank contents

9. ______containers sealed, protected

10. _____ Containers sealed, not protected
11. ___ containers deteriorated

12 __ containers leaking

- 13. Record the #s of above which apply only to above
ground tank

14. Record the #s of above which apply only to below
‘ground tanks '

15. Record the #s of above which apply to both above and
below ground tanks:

Additional
comments

8 This document was pari of the officia
Administrative Record for the Yakima
Railroad Area on October 31, 1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.




E. CONTAINMENT--WASTE PILES (SW-10; A-13; GW-12,13)

Present? How many?

Check those that apply:

1. ______Waste pile is outside, no protecting structure
2. ______Waste pile is outside, in open structure with roof
3. ______Waste pile is outside, with partial or
~ unmaintained cover
4. _____Waste piie is outdoors, with maintained cover
5. ______No cover is present
6. ____ Waste pile is fully enclosed, intact building
7. ______There is an engineered run-on/run-off control
8. __ The run-on/run-off is maintained
9.' ______ Run-on/runoff control present, unknown condition
10. _____No‘run-on/runoff control system present, or
unknown if present
11. ___ Liner or base present; Not present.
12. __ Single clay or compacted soil liner
13. _____ single synthetic liner
'14. ___ Double liner
15. _____Maintained, functioning leachate collection system
16. ___ Leachate collection system;___ Unknown condition;
or ____ Not functioning.
Additional
comments
9

This document was part of the official
Administrative Record for 1o Yakima
Railroad Area on Oclobar 31, 1996.
Washington State
Department of Ecology.




INMENT- - SPILLS, DISCHARGES, AND CONTAMINATED SOIL

(SW-10, 11; A-13, 145; GW-13)

Check thdsg that apply:

1. _\/ Spill, discharge, or contaminated soil only in the subsurface at the

10.

11.

Additional
comments:

i, .
—_—

site--including dry wells, drain fields, leaking underground storage
tanks , . . .

Soil contamination that has béen covered partially excavated and
filled with at least 6 inches of clean soil -

Soil contamination that has been covered or partially excavated and
filled with. less than 6 inches of clean soil

Uncontaminated soil cover >2 feet thick
No cover; or Cover <2 inches but >6 inches thick

Spill, discharge, or contaminated soil present at the surface in an
area with maintained run-on/runcff controls

Spill, discharge, or contaminated soil present at the surface in an
area with unmaintained run-on/runoff controls

Spill, discharge, or contaminated soil present at the surface with
no run-on/runoff controls or unknown controls

Contaminated soil has been disturbed or excavated and stored above
grade

A functioning vapor recovery system

No vapor recovery system

This document was part of the official
Administrative Record for the Y~ %ima
Railroad Area on October 31, 19985,
Washington State
Department of Ecology.
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G.

1.

( o

CONTAINMENT--SITE CHARACTERISTICS

(SW-11,12; A-6; Worksheet 5)

How would you evaluate the site soils? Circle
predominant textural class.

v '(EEEET—;;EEEiI)sandY gravel, well-graded sand,

well-graded gravel, gravelly sand, gravelly
sand loam, silty sandy loam? _

Poorly-graded sands with fines, silt-sand
mixtures, loam, silt loam, sandy silt loamn,
clayey sand, clay sand loam?

Clayey sands, sand-clay mixtures, clayey
gravels, clay-sand-gravel mixtures, inorganic
silts, clayey silt loam, silty clay loam,
porous rock outcrop, sandy silty clay, sandy
clay loam? :

Clay (organic and inorganic), clay loam, rock
outcrop, peat, peaty clay?

Isithe above based on personal observation, lab analysis, or

<professional judgement by a soil exper?zﬂ:}circle)

2.

3.

S TSy

What is the total annual precipitation?
2 inches/yr (SW-12; W/S 5)

What is the maximum 2-year, 24 hour _
precipitation?__ | .0 inches ((SW-14; W/S 5)

Is the site not in a flood plain? X (SW-14; W/S 5)
Is the site in a 500 year flood plain? '
Is the site in a 100 year flood plain?
(BT _
What is the terrain~slope to the nearest surface water?
<2 % (SW-14,15; W/S 5)

What is the subsurface hydraulic donductivity?
2jgt cm/sec (GW-14; W/S 6)

What is the vertical depth from the deepest point of
known contamination to ground water?__/-29 feet

(GW-15; W/S 7) W/WMU/M,U”/M

Additional comments:

This doc
ument was part of o i
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Targets

Source(s) _

A. DISTANCE TO SURFACE WATER (SW-16)

1. What surface water(s) (lake, stream, river, pond, ba},
etc.) is/are within 10,000 feet (downgradient) of the
site?

Name Dist.-ft. _ Obs. Meas.

None? .Comments

2. What drinking water intakes are within 2 miles of the
site? (all lake intakes, river intakes downstream only)
(SW-12; W/S 5) -

None? |
Source Location Pop._ Served

3. How much acreage (anywhere) is irrigated by surface
water intakes (downstream only) or wells (anywhere)
within 2 miles of the site? (SW-16; GW-18; W/S 5;
W/S 7)

None?

SURFACE WATER: Acres (1600 acres max.)

Source(s) ;

GROUNDWATER: Acres 7 (4500 acres max.)

12 This document was part of he oicial
Administrative Record for the ¥ “ima
Railroad Area on October 31, 1496,
Washington State
Department of Ecology.
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4. What is the distance to the nearest fishery resource
(total of overland distance plus downgradient distance)?

(SW-17; W/S 5) 2 ks f ya/o'm Biver
- Over 10,000 feet? Distance if less than 10,000
feet? ft.

5. What is the distance to the nearest sensitive

environment (total of overland distance plus downgradleht
distance)?  (SW-18; A-15; W/S 5) |78 yiks G Cahalan [eck

Over 10,000 feet? Distance if less than 10,000
feet? ft. '

6. Ié the aquifer a federally-designated sole source
aquifer? Mﬂ" (GW-16; W/S 7)

7. Is the ground water used for: (GW-16; W/S 7)
v private supply
[ public supply
irrigation of human food crops or
livestock

non-food (human) vegetation
not used due to natural contaminants
ground water not used, but usable

8. Distance to nearest drlnklng water
well? feet (GW-17; W/S 7)

9. Is there an alternate source available to groundwater
for private or public water supply?

10. Population served by drinking water wells within 2
miles? (GW=17; W/S 7)

11. Distance to the nearest population? g&iﬁsgéx feet

(A-15, 16; W/S 6)

12. Population within one-half mile radius?__ 33870
(A-16; W/S 6)

Additional
comments:

13 This document was & pari of tie oficial
Administrative F\emru for the Y-Xima
RmkoaﬁA%ann(ﬁme"d“|996
Washington State
DepaﬁmentofEcobgy




PAXTON SALES CORPORATION

Site Description: The site is a metal case hardening shop that has
operated in Yakima for 21 years. The facility used cutting oils that
contained halogenated hydrocarbons until 1984. Reportedly, the cutting
oils have not been disposed onsite. Rinse waters from case hardening and
noncontact cooling water aﬁggdlziharged to an onsite dry well, No
evidence of ground water contamination was found from sampling of nearby
domestic wells, but soil contamination due to metals, tetrachloroethylene,
methylene chloride, acetone, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene was detected

in a sediment sample taken from the dry well.

Data Gaps: Based on the Preliminary Assessment and Site Inspection
reports in the file, there is enough site specific information available

to score the site using WARM.

i

Recommended Actions: The SHA and site scoring should be completed using

existing file information.

This document was par
Administrative Record for the Yekima
Railroad Area on Octobar 31, 189€.
Washingion State
Departme i1t of Ecology.
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