DEQ email from PM Angel Rovira on 2/10/2022 for additional work,
Hello Jonathan,
Hope all is well. 
After reviewing the reports and meeting with the Lead Worker for the area, we have the following comments.
1. Please determine through a beneficial water use determination that surrounding properties are connected to a municipal water supply and no domestic wells are active. 
1. DEQ notes the soil RBC for vapor intrusion of gasoline into a residence is exceed at DP-1 and DP-6. We believe that some proximate soil gas samples would likely alleviate the requirement for a residential land use restriction based on that detection. As you’re aware, there’s always the possibility the soil gas could come back with elevated detections. However, based on a lack of BTEX at the site we feel that risk is low. Also, the costs for DEQ to write, review and approve an EES document to be filed with Jackson County should be factored.      
1. DEQ did not observe an evaluation of building construction materials for the structures on the site. As such, an NFA may include language pertaining to the omission in the investigation as to the construction materials of the building structures. 
Let me know if you have any questions or like to discuss further. Thank you,

Response on 3/11/2022
Key elements of the proposed next steps are the following:

· Regarding the beneficial use determination, we will complete that task by obtaining and reviewing readily available well log data from the Oregon Water Resources Department online database for water supply wells located within a 1/4-mile radius of the Site. We will prepare a figure illustrating the approximate locations of any water supply wells we identify within this radius and include the logs for these wells in the forthcoming Supplemental Investigation Report. 

· Regarding the soil gas issue, we will collect two soil gas samples proximal to the borings (DP-1 and DP-6) where we had residual TPH-g concentrations in deeper soil (i.e. 8 feet below ground surface) that exceeded the generic risk-based concentration (RBC) for vapor intrusion into buildings for residential receptors. Please review the attached figure which illustrates the proposed soil gas sample locations to confirm we have the proposed locations in the correct spots.

· The objective of this approach is to determine whether residual gasoline-related contamination in soil at the Site truly pose a risk to human receptors via the vapor intrusion into buildings pathway, or if that pathway can be eliminated from concern by the soil gas sample analytical results.

· The soil gas samples would be collected by driving stainless steel soil gas probes 2 to 3 feet below ground surface. Soil gas sampling will be completed consistent with the protocols outlined in the June 2015 EPA Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response (OSWER) Technical Guide for Assessing and Mitigating the Vapor Intrusion Pathway from Subsurface Vapor Sources to Indoor Air, which incorporates by reference the quantitative leak testing protocols presented in the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Advisory – Active Soil Gas Investigations of 2015.

· The two soil gas samples would be collected in 1-liter Summa canisters and submitted to Eurofins laboratory of Garden Grove, California or ALS Group USA of Simi Valley, California. 

· Both soil gas samples would be submitted for the following analyses: TPH-g by USEPA TO-3 Modified or equivalent and helium by USEPA Method D1946.

· The analytical results will then be compared to the generic RBC for the vapor intrusion into buildings pathway for residential receptors. 

· Regarding the issue of building materials, the client has shared with us an asbestos survey report dated May 2019 for the restaurant building. We will include this asbestos survey report as an attachment to the Supplemental Investigation Report. Not surprisingly given the vintage of the restaurant building, some asbestos containing material (ACM) was identified. The client understands this ACM will need to properly abated prior to building demolition should the building be demolished. We don’t believe an asbestos survey report has been completed for the garage on the southern end of the Site. The client also understands that prior to demolition of the garage building, an asbestos survey and abatement of any identified ACM would be required should this building be demolished in the future.

· The results of the beneficial use survey and soil gas sampling would be documented in a Supplemental Investigation Report. In addition, we’ll attach copies of the well logs, soil gas Field Sampling Data Sheets, photos of the soil gas sampling activities, the full soil gas analytical report, and a copy of the asbestos survey report for the restaurant building.

If you are comfortable with this proposed scope of work for the Supplemental Investigation, we will order the Summa canisters and proceed with the work later in March. All questions and comments are good, so please beat up the summary and let me know if you have any questions.
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