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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 

PARCEL 067MB009, 6511 CLINTON HIGHWAY, KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEE 
 
Streamline Environmental was retained by East Tennessee Realty & Auction Company, Maynardville, 
Tennessee to perform a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for Parcel 067MB009, 6511 
Clinton Highway, Knoxville, Tennessee (the Site”).  Findings are summarized as follows. 
 
Site/Vicinity History:  A gravel-paved lot with two concrete foundations of former small structures 
currently occupies the Site and has since early 2018. Historical records indicate that the Site was 
undeveloped land from at least the mid-1930s through the mid to late 1970s and contained various used 
car dealerships from the late 1970s through the late 2010s. 
 
The local area contained undeveloped farmland and rural residences from at least the 1930s until the early 
1950s when commercial development began.  A residential neighborhood has occupied property to the 
south since at least 1950.  Commercial retail sales and service business subsequently increased through 
the present time.  Current adjacent property use includes 1) undeveloped heavily vegetated lots and 
Jackson Hewitt Tax Services across Clinton Highway to the north; 2) single-family residences to the 
south; 3) Far East Importers (autos) to the west; and 4) an undeveloped lot across Kanuga Drive to the 
east. 
 
Environmental Records Review:  No facilities were identified on or adjacent to the Site by the 
environmental database search or U. S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA’s) Enviromapper. 
 
Two off-site facilities are identified by the environmental database search within the specified search 
radii.  None of those facilities are anticipated to be recognized environmental conditions (RECs) due to 1) 
the facility with case closed status granted by the Tennessee Department of Environment and 
Conservation (TDEC), 2) the facility’s downgradient location, 3) the facility’s distance, or 4) a 
combination thereof.  These environmental listings include: 
  

1) One state equivalent National Priority List (NPL) facility; and  
2) One Corrective Action Site (CORRACTS) facility. 

 
Site Reconnaissance:  The Site has been a gravel-paved lot with the concrete foundations of two former 
small structures since early 2018, and thus does not have, nor historically has had based on historic 
records, any chemical or petroleum operations.  No chemical, petroleum, hazardous substance, or 
explosive/flammable storage, use, or operations, chemical or petroleum leaks, staining, or odors, or 
stressed vegetation were observed on the Site.  Additionally, no pits, ponds or lagoons, or evidence of 
underground storage tanks (USTs), aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) or landfilling was observed.  
Historically, the Site was utilized as various used car sales dealerships from around 1979 through 2018. 
 
Asbestos, Lead-Based Paint, Radon, and Microbial Growth:  The Site is currently a vacant lot, thus 
asbestos containing materials (ACMs), lead-based paint, or microbial growth and water intrusion are not 
considered a concern. 
 
Radon in Knox County generally occurs where shale bedrock underlies the soils.  Bedrock underlying the 
Site is limestone suggesting radon may not be of concern.  Furthermore, testing in Knox County indicates 
that only 32 percent of buildings tested had radon levels above the 4 picoCuries per Liter (pCi/L) 
threshold.  
 
Interviews: Interviews of persons knowledgeable of the property and local area, including the owner and 
local public officials, indicate that RECs are not present on the Site. 
 
Opinions/Conclusions: It is Streamline Environmental’s opinion that, based on the data and information 
obtained for this Phase I ESA, no RECs, historic RECs, controlled RECs, vapor encroachment conditions 
or environmental de minimis conditions are present in connection with the Site.  Based on the findings of 
this Phase I ESA, no additional environmental assessment work is warranted. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
Streamline Environmental (Streamline) was retained by East Tennessee Realty & Auction 
Company, Maynardville, Tennessee to perform a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) 
for Parcel 067MB009, 6511 Clinton Highway, Knoxville, Tennessee (the “Site”). 
 
This report satisfies the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA) “Standards and 
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries” (AAI) Final Rule as promulgated in Chapter 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 312 (40 CFR Part 312), effective November 1, 2006.  As stated in 40 
CFR 312, the American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) E-1527-13 “Standard Practice for 
Environmental Site Assessments; Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process”, is consistent 
with AAI and compliant with the statutory criteria for conducting all appropriate inquires. 
 

2.1 Purpose 
 
The purpose of this ESA is to identify, to the extent possible, “Recognized Environmental 
Conditions” (RECs) associated with the project Site.  Recognized environmental condition is 
defined in the American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice for 
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process (E-1527-13) 
and means “the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products 
on a property under conditions that indicate an existing release, past release, or a material threat 
of a release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products into structures on the property or 
into the ground, groundwater or surface water of the property”.  This term is not intended to 
include de minimis conditions that generally would not present a material risk of harm to the 
public health or the environment and that generally would not be subject to an enforcement 
action if brought to the attention of appropriate governmental agencies. 
 
Practices under the ASTM standard provide guidance for making "all appropriate inquiry into the 
previous ownership and uses of the property consistent with good commercial or customary 
practice.”  This inquiry is necessary to qualify for the innocent landowner defense to 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) liability 
as defined in Title 42 United States Code, Section 9601, Paragraph 35B (42 USC §9601(35)(B). 
 

2.2 Detailed Scope of Services 
 
The Phase I ESA scope of work followed guidelines provided by the ASTM E 1527-13 and Title 
40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 312, “Standards and Practices for All Appropriate 
Inquiries” and included among the following: 
 

• A review of historical sources of information, such as aerial photographs, fire 
insurance maps, building department records, chain of title documents, and land 
use records;  
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• A review of government environmental records for both the Site and nearby and 
adjoining properties; 

 
• Visual inspection of the Site and adjoining properties; 
 
• Interviews with site personnel including owners, operators, and occupants, 

adjacent property owners/occupants, and public officials;  
 
• Additional interviews or research to gather commonly known or reasonably 

ascertainable information about the Site, to the extent possible to identify 
conditions indicative of releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances at 
the property; 

 
• A review of general geologic, hydrogeologic, and topographic information, 

drinking water sources for the Site, local utilities, and proximity to ecologically 
sensitive lands including wetlands;  

 
• A limited inspection for the presence of radon, lead-based paint, and water 

intrusion and microbial growth; and 
 

• A written report documenting the results of the environmental inquiry.  
 
In accordance with ASTM E-1527-13 Section 13, the scope of work did not include an 
assessment of lead in drinking water, regulatory compliance, cultural & historic resources, 
industrial hygiene, health & safety, ecological resources, endangered species, indoor air quality, 
and biological agents.  Additionally, sampling and analysis of soil and groundwater was not 
included in the performance of this ESA. 
 

2.3 Significant Assumptions 
 
Phase I ESA’s, performed by trained professionals, can provide information essential to decision 
making for owners, buyers, and lenders.  Phase I ESA’s can identify potential environmental 
liabilities associated with sites that could lead to negative value purchases.  An ESA however 
cannot certify that a property is free from contamination, nor can it certify that environmental 
risk associated with the property will not change over time. 
 

2.4 Limitations and Exceptions 
 
Limitations and exceptions can include inaccessible or obscured areas of the subject property, 
such as heavy vegetation, paved areas, debris piles, or locked buildings, as well as incomplete 
historical or environmental records.  Streamline has endeavored to comment on the significance 
of these limitations and exceptions.  However, Streamline cannot, and does not warrant or 
guarantee that no significant events, releases, or conditions arose, during periods of data gaps. 
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No limitations were encountered during preparation of this Phase I ESA. 
 
Exceptions included the lack of some historical documents (Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, which 
were not available for review for the subject area).  However, sufficient documentation (e.g., 
ownership records, city directories, topographic maps, and aerial photographs) pertaining to the 
prior land uses of the property was available.  These exceptions are not anticipated to have 
affected the results of this Phase I ESA. 
 

2.5 Special Terms and Conditions 
 
This Phase I ESA does not include a survey of the property boundaries and only refers to the Site 
location as defined by information provided by the client. Conclusions only relate to the findings 
obtained during this Phase I ESA.  Sampling and analysis of soil, groundwater, or other materials 
was not included in the performance of this ESA. 
 
Streamline’s professional services have been performed and our conclusions prepared according 
to customary principles and practices in the fields of environmental science and engineering.  
This warranty is in lieu of all other warranties either expressed or implied.  Streamline is not 
responsible for the independent conclusions, opinions or recommendations made by others based 
on the data presented in this report. 
 

2.6 User Reliance 
 
The contents of this report are certified for use and may be relied upon by the following 
persons/entities: 
 

EAST TENNESSEE REALTY & AUCTION COMPANY 
3036 MAYNARDVILLE HIGHWAY 
MAYNARDVILLE, TENNESSEE 37807 

 

3.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The following subsections provide current and past use summaries of the Site and adjacent 
properties and a physical setting of the local area. 
 

3.1 Location and Legal Description 
 
The approximate 0.76-acre Site is located in the central portion of Knox County, in the western 
part of the City of Knoxville, Tennessee (Appendix 16.1) and, specifically, is located on the 
southwest corner of Clinton Highway and Kanuga Drive at street address 6511 Clinton Highway 
(Appendix 16.2).  The Knox County Property Assessor describes the Site as Parcel 9, Insert M, 
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Group B on Control Map 67 with Address Type “Business”.  A legal description of the property 
is included with the Warranty Deeds (Appendix 16.4). 
 

3.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics 
 
Commercial businesses comprise the local area along Clinton Highway including retail sales, 
eating establishment, automobile sales and services, and banking facilities.  Residences are 
located to the south along side streets off Clinton Highway (Appendices 16.2 and 16.3). 
 

3.3 Current Uses of the Site 
 
A gravel-paved lot with two concrete foundations of former small structures currently occupies 
the Site and has since early 2018.  Historical records indicate that the Site was undeveloped land 
from at least the mid-1930s through the mid to late 1970s and contained various used car 
dealerships from the late 1970s through the late 2010s. 
 

3.4 Descriptions of Site Structures and Improvements 
 
The approximate 0.76-acre Site is a gravel-covered lot with two concrete foundations from 
former buildings.  Access is from the north via Clinton Highway. 
 
Utilities on the Site and in the local area include water and sanitary sewer lines and mains 
(Knoxville Utilities Board [KUB]), natural gas lines and mains (KUB), and overhead electric 
services (KUB) and telecommunications services (i.e., AT&T, Comcast).  According to the KUB 
2017 Water Quality Report, the drinking water supplied to the Site is within state and federal 
standards, including lead and copper (Appendix 16.7). 
 

3.5 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties 
 
The local area contained undeveloped farmland and rural residences from at least the 1930s until 
the early 1950s when commercial development began.  A residential neighborhood has occupied 
property to the south since at least 1950.  Commercial retail sales and service business 
subsequently increased through the present time.  Current adjacent property use includes 1) 
undeveloped heavily vegetated lots and Jackson Hewitt Tax Services across Clinton Highway to 
the north; 2) single-family residences to the south; 3) Far East Importers (autos) to the west; and 
4) an undeveloped lot across Kanuga Drive to the east (Appendices 16.2 and 16.3). 
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4.0 USER PROVIDED INFORMATION 
 
A copy of the completed User Provided Information Questionnaire is provided in Appendix 16.6. 
 

4.1 Title Records 
 
Ownership history of the Site was obtained from Knox County Register of Deeds back to 1969 
(Appendix 16.4).  A summary of ownership follows: 
 

Date Grantor (Seller) Grantee (Buyer) Notes/Significance 

October 1969 Ruth W. Cameron, widow Carley B. Rutherford Site (Tract 2) 

January 1985 Carley B. Rutherford Helen M. Rutherford Larger Parcel (Tract 
1 and 2) 

April 2007 Helen M. Rutherford, Trustee 
Gary W. Rutherford, Co-
Trustee and Richard G. 
Rutherford, Co-Trustee 

Larger Parcel (Tract 
1 and 2) 

February 2012 Richard G. Rutherford, Co-
Trustee (Quit Claim) 

Gary W. Rutherford, Co-
Trustee Site (Tract 2) 

 

4.2 Environmental Liens or Activity and Use Limitations 
 
No environmental liens were identified at the Knox County Register of Deeds office.  
Additionally, Mr. Gary Rutherford (the User/Owner) has no knowledge of environmental liens or 
activity and use limitations in association with the Site. 
 

4.3 Specialized Knowledge 
 
Mr. Rutherford has no knowledge of any specific past or present chemical use, spills, or releases, 
or any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the Site.  Further, he has no knowledge of 
any obvious indications that point to the presence or likely presence of contamination. 
 

4.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
Mr. Rutherford indicated prior uses for the Site included car sales. 
 

4.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues 
 
Mr. Rutherford indicated that the purchase price being paid for the Site is not applicable; Site will 
be auctioned. 
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4.6 Owner, Property Manager, and Occupant Information 
 
The current owner of the Site according to ownership records is Mr. Rutherford, who is also the 
Property Manager. There are no occupants since the Site is currently a vacant lot. 
 

4.7 Reason for Performing Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
 
This Phase I ESA is being performed as part of the due diligence process in understanding past 
uses and/or history concerning Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) liability, which is part of the preparation for auctioning the Site. 
 

4.8 Other 
 
No other user provided information was provided for this Phase I ESA. 
 

5.0 RECORDS REVIEW 
 
National and state environmental records were reviewed to evaluate potential sources of adverse 
environmental impact to the Site.  The following section provides information on the federal and 
state regulatory databases that were searched during this assessment and identifies sites, 
facilities, or incidents involving the release or potential release of hazardous materials or 
petroleum products that may have an impact on the subject property.  The objective was to 
identify environmental permits, incidents, complaints, violations, response actions, and remedial 
activities related to owners, operators, and tenants onsite, and on abutting and adjacent properties 
within a one-mile search radius of Site. Environmental Record Search (ERS) a database search 
firm based in Laguna Hills, California, was retained to search the appropriate federal and state 
regulatory agency databases to identify facilities within the specified search radii.  The facilities 
identified by ERS were checked by Streamline Environmental to determine whether they were 
actually located within the specified search radius.  If necessary, distances to the Site were 
adjusted accordingly as reported in the following sections. 
 

5.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources 
 
The following standard Federal database listings were searched if available:  National Priorities 
List (NPL), Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information 
System (CERCLIS and CERCLIS-NFRAP), Resource Conservation and Recovery Information 
System – Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities (RCRA-TSD), RCRIS Corrective Action 
Data (CORRACTS), RCRIS – Large and Small Quantity Generators (RCRA-GEN), Emergency 
Response Notification System (ERNS), Hazardous Materials Information System (HMIS), 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)/Toxic Substances Control Act 
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(TSCA) Tracking System (FTTS) Enforcement Actions (FTTS-ENF-US), Integrated 
Compliance Information System for Federal Enforcement Data (ICIS-FEC-US), Federal Land 
Use (Institutional Controls/Environmental Controls [IC/EC]), Brownfield database, PCB 
Registration Database System (PADS-US), and Tribal Lands database.  The following standard 
State databases were searched if available: State equivalent NPL Sites; Permitted Solid Waste 
Facilities (SWF) List, including Solid Waste Landfills (SWL); dry cleaning facilities; Air 
Facility System for Clean Air Act stationary sources (AFS-US); the Registered Underground 
Storage Tank (UST) list; the Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) list; Environmental 
Activities (Env-Act-TN) list; State Brownfield list; State IC and EC; and Tribal sites. 
 
The complete environmental data report including criteria for being listed on each database, 
facility location maps, and specific facility information is included as Appendix 16.5 and a 
summary of the results follows.  
 
 
RECORD SOURCES 

NUMBER OF SITES WITHIN SPECIFIED 
SEARCH DISTANCE (mile) 

 0 to 1/8 1/8 to 1/4 1/4 to 1/2 1/2 to 1 

USEPA NPL 0 0 0 0 
USEPA CORRACTS and associated TSD 0 0 0 1 

State equivalent priority list 0 0 1 0 

FTTS-ENF-US 0 0 0 0 

ICIS-FEC-US 0 0 0 - 
Permitted SWL, incinerators, or transfer stations list 0 0 0 - 

USEPA CERCLIS 0 0 0 - 
Federal and State Brownfield Sites 0 0 0 - 
PCB Registration Database System  0 0 0 - 

Air Facility System- stationary sources 0 0 0 - 

State LUST 0 0 0 - 
Registered USTs and ASTs 0 0 - - 

State Drycleaners 0 0 - - 

USEPA RCRA GEN 0 0 - - 

Federal ERNS 0 0 - - 
Env-Act-TN 0 0 - - 

 
CERCLIS and NPL 
 
Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS) -- is a United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) database that 
includes facilities and/or locations that the USEPA or state environmental agency is investigating 
to determine if an existing or threatened release of hazardous substances is present.  The 
CERCLIS list also contains sites that have been proposed for inclusion on the NPL, are actually 
on the NPL, and/or are in the screen and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.  
Once identified as a potential environmental problem, a preliminary site assessment is typically 
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conducted by the USEPA or State agency for all sites listed on the CERCLIS list.  Based on the 
findings of the preliminary assessment, further assessment and remediation activities may be 
deemed necessary.  If warranted, the site may be ranked according to the degree of 
environmental health and safety concerns and placed on the NPL for cleanup per the Hazardous 
Waste Substance Superfund program initially established under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980. 
 
No CERCLIS facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified search radius.   
 
National Priorities List (NPL) -- is a USEPA database that includes a listing of facilities and/or 
locations where environmental contamination has been confirmed and prioritized for 
“Superfund” cleanup activities.  The NPL was devised as a method for the USEPA to prioritize 
these sites for the purpose of taking remedial action as funded by the Hazardous Waste 
Substance Superfund program, which was initially established under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA).   
 
No NPL facilities were identified on or adjacent to the Site.  One state equivalent facility 
however was identified as being within the 1.0-mile specified search radius – Master Battery 
located about 0.43 mile to the west at 2217 Callahan Drive.  The facility was in the State 
Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP) and has regulatory status listed as inactive indicating 
cleanup and/or assessment work has been completed with institutional controls instated as 
“suitable for unrestricted use”.  Based on the regulatory status including completion of cleanup 
work, downgradient location, and distance, this facility is not considered an off-site REC. 
 
No Further Remedial Action Planned List (NFRAP) -- is a list of facilities and/or locations the 
USEPA has removed from the CERCLIS list as requiring investigation to determine if an 
existing or threatened release of hazardous substances is present.  As of February 15, 1995, 
CERCLIS no longer includes sites, which the USEPA has assessed and designated as a “No 
Further Remedial Action Planned” site.  This means that to the best of the USEPA’s knowledge, 
the USEPA or their agent has completed assessment activities at a site and has determined that 
no further steps to list this site on the NPL will be taken unless information indicating this 
decision was not appropriate or other considerations make a recommendation for listing 
appropriate at a later time.  A NFRAP decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard 
associated with a given site, but rather that, based on available information, the site is not judged 
to be a potential NPL location.  
 
No NFRAP facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified search radius.   
 
Federal and State Brownfield (BF-US and BF-TN) -- is database designed to assist EPA in 
collecting, tracking, and updating information, as well as reporting on the major activities and 
accomplishments of the various Brownfield grant Programs.  Also includes sites, facilities and 
properties that have been contaminated by hazardous materials and are being, or have been, 
cleaned up under EPA's Brownfield’s program.  
 
No Brownfield facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified search radius. 
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Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS) 
 
Corrective Action Sites (CORRACTS) -- is a USEPA database listing hazardous waste handlers 
that have undergone Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) corrective action 
activity.  Regional USEPA and State RCRA program personnel compile this information. 
 
No CORRACTS facilities were identified on or adjacent to the Site.  One CORRACTS facility 
was identified within the 1.0-mile specified search radius – Safety Kleen Systems, Inc., located 
about 0.82 mile to the west at 6617 Pleasant Ridge Road.  This facility had two discoveries of 
contamination: 1) in 1989 followed by a determination of investigation not necessary and 2) in 
1992 with assessment work performed throughout the 1990s and given No Further Action 
regulatory designation in January 2009.  This facility also had several violations related to 
management of hazardous waste in the early 1995, all of which have been rectified.  Based on 
completion of remedial action work and distance, this facility is not considered an off-site REC.  
 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Notifiers with Treatment, Storage, and/or 
Disposal Activities (RCRA-TSD) -- is a USEPA database that identifies those facilities or 
locations that have notified the USEPA of their activities relative to the handling of hazardous 
wastes.  These activities include hazardous waste generation, hazardous waste transportation, and 
hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal, as defined by federally recognized hazardous 
codes.  Hazardous waste facilities involved in TSD activities are grouped into a “TSD” category.  
The appearance of a site on this list does not necessarily indicate environmental problems on the 
site, but rather that the site is (or was) engaged in hazardous waste handling activities and 
therefore, may have the potential to cause environmental degradation if hazardous wastes have 
been mishandled or otherwise released in an uncontrolled manner.  
 
No TSD facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified search radius. 
 
RCRA Registered Generator of Hazardous Waste (RCRA-GEN) -- RCRA and the Hazardous 
and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) give the USEPA authority to regulate all hazardous 
waste from “Cradle to Grave”.  Since USEPA's formulation of RCRA, their definition of 
hazardous materials and hazardous waste has been expanded.  Wastes that previously were not 
regulated by RCRA now fall under RCRA jurisdiction, and hazardous wastes now include 
certain liquids, sludges, solids, and gases.  Registration indicates that hazardous waste is 
generated by the operations on the property and is not an indication of contamination.  
Registered hazardous waste generators are required to keep strict inventory records and report 
regularly to the USEPA. 
 
No generators of hazardous waste were identified on the Site or within the 0.25-mile specified 
search radius. 
 
Emergency Response Notification Systems (ERNS) -- is a USEPA database used to store 
information on the notification of oil discharges and hazardous substance releases.  The ERNS 
program is a cooperative data sharing effort between the USEPA, various program offices of 
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local state Departments of Transportation (DOT) and the National Response Center (NRC).  This 
database is in place to meet provisions of the revised National Oil and Hazardous Substance 
Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) and USEPA CERCLA and to provide USEPA headquarters 
and regional management and staff with information on the nature and types of releases 
occurring on a nationwide basis.  The ERNS database integrates both initial notifications of 
information concerning releases of oil and hazardous substances, as well as additional follow-up 
information specific to those incidents. 
 
No ERNS incidents were identified on the Site or within the 0.25-mile specified search radius.   
 
Solid Waste Landfills (SWL) -- The USEPA and State regulatory agencies prohibit open 
dumping of materials and require that landfilling operations be properly registered and licensed. 
 
No SWL facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified search radius. 
 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)/Toxic Substances Control Act 
(TSCA) Tracking System (FTTS) Enforcement Actions (FTTS-ENF-US) -- is a regional 
system used to track compliance activities such as inspections, case review, enforcement actions 
taken, samples collected, and pesticide grants and cooperative agreement information. The 
compliance monitoring and enforcement activities are tracked from the time an inspector 
conducts (or schedules) an inspection until the time the case is closed or the enforcement action 
is settled. Specific legal citations include, but are not limited to: Federal Insecticide, Fungicide 
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), and Emergency Planning 
and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA). 
 
No FTTS-ENF-US facilities were identified on the Site or within the 1.0-mile specified search 
radius.  
 
Air Facility System for Clean Air Act stationary sources (Hist-AFS-US and Hist-AFS2-US) – 
is a USEPA database that contains emissions, compliance, and enforcement data on stationary 
sources of air pollution.  Regulated sources cover a wide spectrum; from large industrial 
facilities to relatively small operations such as dry cleaners. 
 
No Hist-AFS-US or Hist-AFS2-US facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile 
specified search radius. 
 
Environmental Activities (Env-Act-TN) – is a State UST database that contains information of 
all facilities where specific types of environmental related activity have occurred due to tank 
closure, line closure, and site checks. 
 
No Env-Act-TN facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.25-mile specified search 
radius. 
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PCB Registration Database System (PADS-US) – is a database contains a listing of generators, 
transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers of PCB's who are required to 
notify the EPA of such activities. 
 
No PADS-US facilities were identified on the Site or within the 5.0-mile specified search radius.  

Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) -- is a State database listing storage tanks that 
have reported petroleum discharges.  Facilities that have storage tanks, but have not reported 
discharges, are listed on a registered Underground Storage Tank (UST) database.  
 
No LUST or registered UST facilities were identified on the Site or within the 0.5-mile specified 
search radius. 
 

5.2 Additional Environmental Records Sources 
 
USEPA’s Enviromapper (Appendix 16.5) is an interactive Internet tool provided by the USEPA 
that identifies and maps environmental information related to facilities that are Superfund sites or 
facilities that have air emissions, toxic releases, hazardous waste generation, or waste water 
permits.  Facilities that are identified by Enviromapper to be within about 0.5-mile radius of the 
Site are then investigated using USEPA’s Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO).  
ECHO provides integrated compliance and enforcement information for regulated facilities 
nationwide and allows users to find inspection, violation, enforcement action, informal 
enforcement action, and penalty information about facilities for the past three years under the 
following environmental statutes: Clean Air Act (CAA) Stationary Source Program, Clean Water 
Act (CWA), National Pollutant Elimination Discharge System (NPDES), and RCRA.  ECHO 
reports provide a snapshot of a facility’s environmental record, showing dates, and types of 
violations, as well as the State or Federal government’s response. 
 
No Superfund facilities or facilities that have air emissions, toxic releases, hazardous waste 
generation, or waste water permits were identified within a 0.25 mile search radius (Appendix 
16.5).  
 
Other additional environmental record sources include previous environmental reports, lead-
based paint surveys, lead-in-water surveys, asbestos surveys, geotechnical reports, or other 
documents pertaining to the Site. 
 
No previous reports pertaining to the Site was provided to Streamline for this Phase I ESA.  
 

5.3 Vapor Migration 
 
Streamline performed a Tier 1 Vapor Screening following the guidelines in American Society for 
Testing and Materials (ASTM) Designation ASTM E 2600-10 and using the results of the 
regulatory database and historical use information to determine if potential migrating vapors 
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from a contaminant source could encroach upon the subsurface of the Site and create a vapor 
encroachment condition (VEC).  A Tier 1 Vapor Screening employs a one third mile radius for 
releases of non-petroleum products and a one tenth mile radius for releases of petroleum 
products. 
 
Review of the regulatory database and historical information for both the Site and nearby 
properties and information from the Site reconnaissance did not identify any current or previous 
on-site facilities or properties that could be a potential VEC to the Site.  
 

5.4 Physical Setting Sources 
 
The following subsections provide information for the Site and surrounding vicinity related to 1) 
topography and drainage; 2) geology, soils, and hydrogeology; and 3) sensitive lands including 
wetlands. 
 

5.4.1 Topography and Drainage 
 
Relief on the Site is mainly flat, very gently sloping downwards to the west with an average 
elevation of 1,175 ft above mean sea level (msl) (Appendix 16.1).  Stormwater flows onto and 
across the Site and is either reabsorbed or flows into stormwater drains located in the Clinton 
Highway right-of-way eventually flowing into the local municipal stormwater sewer system.  A 
review of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map for 
the subject area indicates the Site is located in a Flood Zone X region, which consists of areas 
that are determined to be outside the 100- and 500-year floodplains (Appendix 16.7).  Designated 
floodplains are located about 1.15 mile to the northwest in association with Beaver Creek. 
 

5.4.2 Geology, Soils, and Hydrogeology 
 
Knox County lies within the Valley and Ridge Physiographic Province of East Tennessee, which is 
characterized by a succession of steep northeast trending ridges and valleys of various widths and 
lithology.  Geologic formations underlying the Site are composed of limestone of the 
Ordovician-aged Holston Formation.  Soil below the Site consists of silty clays and, based on 
the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) soil map, is mapped as 1) Urban land-
Udorthents complex, which are soils that have been reworked and intermingled due to building 
and have lost their original properties, comprising 59 percent, and 2) Dewey loam, 25 to 40 
percent slopes, eroded, comprising 41 percent (Appendix 16.7).  
 
Based on topography and Beaver Creek located about 1.15 mile to the northwest, depth to 
groundwater is likely 20 to 30 ft below land surface.  Shallow groundwater (i.e., the water table 
surface) in this area is generally a subdued replica of the surface topography and likely moves to 
the west-northwest.  However, actual groundwater movement may be affected by local factors 
including soils, bedrock depth and composition, seasonal precipitation, fractures, solution 
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cavities, confining layers, groundwater wells, and utility trenches.  Thus, actual shallow 
groundwater direction can only be determined through groundwater elevation measurements. 
 

5.4.3 Sensitive Lands 
 
There are no creeks, impoundments, lagoons, lakes, rivers, or streams on the Site.  The closest 
body of water is Beaver Creek located about 1.15 mile to the northwest (Appendix 16.1).  
Review of the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps (Appendix 16.4) and National 
Wetlands Inventory Map (obtained from the U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service website) (Appendix 
16.7) of the local area did not indicate the presence of designated wetlands on the Site.  No 
inundated or saturated flat, low-lying areas capable of supporting hydrophytic plant species 
and/or hydric soils were identified on the Site during the assessment.  
 
No forest, wildlife refuge or preserves, wilderness areas, wild or scenic rivers, United States 
Federal Lands, environmentally significant agricultural land, or other known environmentally 
sensitive area was identified on or adjacent to the Site by the records search (Bureau of Land 
Management’s Internet “GeoCommunicator”, U. S. Department of Agriculture [USDA] Forestry 
Service maps, and USGS topographic map) or Site assessment. 
 

5.5 Historical Use Information on the Property 
 
Historical Site use information sources included 1) real estate titles obtained from the Knox 
County Register of Deeds office (Appendix 16.4), 2) city directories available at the East 
Tennessee Historical Society, Knoxville, Tennessee, 3) aerial photographs obtained from the 
NRCS of Knox County and USGS (Appendix 16.4), 4) USGS topographic maps of the area 
(Appendix 16.4), and 5) Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps reviewed at the East Tennessee Historical 
Society. 
 

5.5.1 Real Estate Title 
 
Ownership records (Section 4.1) show that the current owner, Gary W. Rutherford, obtained the 
Site in February 2012.  No chemical, industrial, or petroleum operations were identified on the 
Site by the ownership records. 
 

5.5.2 City Directories 
 
Available city directories reviewed ranged from 1925 through 2018 with listings for the Site first 
shown in the 1979 directory.  Clinton Highway is not listed in the 1925 directory, only 
residential listings are shown along Clinton Highway in the 1930 through 1950 directories, and 
no street numbers were shown in directories prior to the 1952 directory along Clinton Highway. 
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In summary, listings shown for the Site at 6511 Clinton Highway include used car sales.  
Listings shown for the Site are as follows; 
 

1979-1980 – Bradshaw Motors 
1982  – Hughes Used Cars 
1987 – Car World used cars  
1992 – Al Garner Motors used cars 
1997 – Car & Truck used cars 
2001 through 2017 – Car Deals used cars 

 2018 – No listings shown 
 
No RECs were identified on the Site through city directory review. 
 

5.5.3 Aerial Photographs 
 
Aerial photographs from 1956, 1973, 1992, 1997, 2002, 2012, 2016, and 2017 were reviewed to 
evaluate development history of the Site and check for visual evidence of large-scale 
environmental impacts (Appendix 16.4).  The Site is undeveloped land on the 1956 and 1973 
photographs with what appears to be a car dealership lot and two buildings shown on the 1992 
through 2017 photographs.  No evidence of large-scale environmental impacts is identifiable on 
the Site in any of the aerial photographs. 
 

5.5.4 Topographic Maps 
 
Powell, Tennessee USGS topographic maps from 1936, 1941, 1952, 1968, and 1976 were 
reviewed to evaluate development history of the Site (Appendix 16.4).  Only green shading 
(woodlands) is shown for the Site on the 1936 map with only topographic contour lines shown 
on the 1941 through 1976 maps. No evidence of RECs is identifiable on the Site on any of the 
topographic maps. 
 

5.5.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
 
Due to its historic rural and nature, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps were not available for review 
for the Site or local area.  This exception, as discussed in Section 2.4, is not anticipated to have 
affected the results of this Phase I ESA. 
 

5.6 Historical Use Information on Adjoining Properties 
 
Historical adjacent property use information sources included 1) city directories available at the 
East Tennessee Historical Society, Knoxville, Tennessee, 2) aerial photographs obtained from 
the NRCS of Knox County and USGS (Appendix 16.4), 3) USGS topographic maps of the area 
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(Appendix 16.4), and 4) Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps reviewed at the East Tennessee Historical 
Society. 
 

5.6.1 City Directories 
 
Available city directories reviewed ranged from 1925 through 2018 with Clinton Highway first 
listed in the 1930 directory and Kanuga Drive first listed in the 1966 directory.  In summary, 
listings shown for adjacent properties include residences, tax services, and retail sales and 
services as listed below: 
 
Adjacent to the north- 
6424 Clinton Highway – Tax Help (1992 through 2005), Jackson Hewitt tax services (2008 
through 2018 through 2006), 
 
Adjacent to the south- 
Kanuga Drive – Residences (1966 through 2018) 
 
Adjacent to the east- 
Kanuga Drive – Residence (1966 through 2018)  
 
Adjacent to the west- 
6513 Clinton Highway – Consolidated Electronic Systems Co. (1972), Owen Industries, Owen 
Motor Company, and Fashion House- Division of Owen Industries (1976), Vacant (1982), FEI 
Far East Importers (1987 through 2018)  
 
Current adjoining property use descriptions are provided in Section 3.5 - Current Uses of 
Adjoining Properties.  No RECs were identified for adjacent/adjoining properties through city 
directory review.  
 

5.6.2 Aerial Photographs 
 
Aerial photographs from 1956, 1973, 1992, 1997, 2002, 2012, 2016, and 2017 were reviewed to 
evaluate development history of the area and check for visual evidence of large-scale 
environmental impacts (Appendix 16.4).  A road adjacent to the north is shown on all the 
photographs, and undeveloped land depicted on adjacent properties on the 1956 map.  A 
commercial-type building is adjacent to the west and single-family residences adjacent to the 
south on the 1973 photograph.  A commercial-type building is adjacent to the north on the 1992 
through 2017 maps.  The 2017 aerial photograph shows adjacent properties and the local area to 
be similar to that observed during the assessment.  No evidence of large-scale environmental 
impacts is identifiable in the immediate local area in any of the aerial photographs. 
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5.6.3 Topographic Maps 
 
Powell, Tennessee USGS topographic maps from 1936, 1941, 1953, 1968, and 1976 were 
reviewed to evaluate development history of the area (Appendix 16.4).  A road (Clinton 
Highway) adjacent to the north is shown on all the maps with only green shading, representing 
woodlands shown for adjacent properties on the 1936 map.  A road is adjacent to the east on the 
1941 through 1968 maps with one small structure adjacent to the west added on the 1978 map.  
No evidence of RECs is identifiable on adjacent properties or the local area on any of the 
topographic maps. 
 

5.6.4 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
 
Due to its historic rural and nature, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps were not available for review 
for the Site or local area.  This exception, as discussed in Section 2.4, is not anticipated to have 
affected the results of this Phase I ESA. 
 

6.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE 
 
Ms. Shaunna Asbill, Staff Scientist at Streamline Environmental, performed an assessment of the 
Site and local vicinity on July 30, 2018.  Weather conditions were sunny, dry, and calm with the 
temperature in the low80s (oF). 
 

6.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions 
 
Ms. Asbill performed the assessment by vehicle and foot inspecting all areas on the Site and 
surrounding area under the escort of Mr. Gary Rutherford (the User/Owner).  No limiting 
conditions were encountered. 
 

6.2 General Site Setting and Observations 
 
The approximate 0.76-acre Site is comprised of a gravel-paved lot since early 2018 with access 
from the north via Clinton Highway.  The following summarizes the results of the assessment 
with details presented in the following subsections. In summary, no RECs were identified during 
the assessment. 
 

Category Observation 
Hazardous Substances: None observed 

Unidentified Containers: None observed 
Staining: Minor typical oil staining related to vehicles 

Stressed Vegetation: None observed 
Aboveground Storage Tanks: None observed 
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Category Observation 
Underground Storage Tanks: None observed 

Pits, Ponds, and Lagoons: None observed 
Floor drains: None observed 

Elevators/Hydraulic Lifts: None observed 
Possible PCB-Containing Equipment: None observed 

Solid Waste Disposal: None observed 
Explosive/Flammable Hazards None observed 

Other Subject Property Concerns: None observed 
Adjoining Property Concerns: None observed 

 

6.3 Exterior Observations 
 
The following subsections provide details related to exterior observations during the Site 
assessment. 
 

6.3.1 Hazardous Substances in Connection with Identified Uses 
 
The USEPA defines a hazardous substance on the basis of four characteristics: ignitability, 
corrosivity, reactivity, and toxicity.  These four characteristics define a large group of gaseous, 
liquid, and chemical substances regulated by USEPA under CERCLA and RCRA.  Although 
petroleum products are not included by USEPA in their definition of hazardous substances, 
ASTM in developing procedures for Phase I ESAs has included petroleum products under this 
hazardous substance classification because of their potential for environmental and health related 
hazards. 
 
The Site has been a gravel-paved lot with the concrete foundations of two former small 
structures since early 2018, and thus does not have, nor historically has had based on historic 
records, any chemical or petroleum operations.  No chemical, petroleum, hazardous substance, 
or explosive/flammable storage, use, or operations, chemical or petroleum leaks, staining, or 
odors, or stressed vegetation were observed on the Site.  Additionally, no pits, ponds or lagoons 
was observed.  Historically, the Site was utilized as various used car sales dealerships from 
around 1979 through 2018. 
 

6.3.2 Unidentified Substance Containers 
 
Unidentified substance containers include unlabeled containers of one-gallon capacity or greater 
(empty or full) or containers that are deteriorated to the point that labels are unreadable. 
 
No unidentified containers were observed on the Site or near the Site boundaries.  
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6.3.3 Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) 
 
An underground storage tank (UST) is a tank and any underground piping connected to the tank 
that has at least 10 percent of its combined volume underground.  The federal UST regulations 
apply only to underground tanks and piping storing either petroleum including gasoline, diesel 
fuel, hydraulic oil, and waste oil, or certain hazardous substances. 
 
No evidence of USTs (such as patched pavement areas, outlines of former dispense islands, and 
vent piping) was identified on the Site or adjacent properties near the Site boundary including 
those that would be associated with gasoline service stations, elevators, or hydraulic lifts, which 
were also not observed. 
 

6.3.4 Aboveground Storage Tanks (ASTs) 
 

Aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) include fuel and chemical storage tanks, as well as propane 
tanks.  Storage tanks located inside and outside of buildings and storage tanks installed with 
secondary containment are also considered ASTs. 
 
No evidence of ASTs was identified on the Site or adjacent properties near the Site boundary 
including those that would be associated with elevators or hydraulic lifts, which were also not 
observed. 
 

6.3.5 Indications of PCBs 
 
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) releases to the environment are regulated under the Toxic 
Substances and Control Act (TSCA).  PCBs are most commonly found associated with electrical 
transformers, transmissions fluids and other high boiling point oils used for thermal insulation.  
PCBs also may be found in fluorescent light ballasts manufactured prior to 1980.  A transformer 
is classified as a “PCB transformer” if it contains materials with 500 or more parts per million 
(ppm) PCBs.  Transformers with a PCB content of between 50 and 500 ppm are classified as 
“PCB-contaminated”.  A transformer with a PCB content of less than 1 ppm is classified as 
“PCB-free”, and transformers with an unknown PCB content must be considered “PCB-
contaminated”.  Federal regulations (40 CFR 761, Subpart G) require any release of material 
containing greater than 50 ppm PCBs and occurring after May 4, 1987 to be remediated by the 
Owner, which in the case of transformers is usually the local utility company.  Owners of PCB 
transformers are required to register the transformer, notify the owners of all buildings within 30 
meters of a PCB transformer, and are responsible for the environmental liabilities caused by PCB 
contamination. 
 
Neither pad-mounted nor pole-mounted transformers were observed on the Site or on adjacent 
properties near the Site boundaries.  
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6.3.6 Indications of Solid Waste Disposal 
 
Evidence of solid waste disposal includes surface dumping or buried debris.  Solid waste 
disposal can also include spilled liquid wastes and burn piles. 
 

No commercial trash receptacle (i.e., dumpster) or indications of landfilling or excessive debris 
were identified on the Site or on adjacent properties near the Site boundaries. 
 

6.4 Interior Observations 
 
The following subsections provide details related to interior observations during the Site 
assessment and, specifically, asbestos containing materials (ACMs), lead-based paint, radon, and 
water intrusion and microbial growth. 
 

6.4.1 Asbestos Containing Materials (ACMs) 
 
Under the Clean Air Act of 1970, USEPA regulates many asbestos-containing materials 
(ACMs), which by definition are materials with more than 1 percent asbestos.  In the mid-1970s, 
several major kinds of asbestos materials, such as spray-applied insulation, fireproofing, and 
acoustical surfacing material, were banned by USEPA.  In July 1989, USEPA promulgated the 
Asbestos Ban and Phasedown Rule, which applies to new product manufacture, importation, and 
processing, and essentially bans almost all asbestos-containing products in the United States 
since 1997.  Removal of existing ACMs is not a requirement by this rule, rather management in 
place through an operations and maintenance (O&M) program can be performed. 
 
Three broad categories are used to categorize ACMs – 1) Surfacing Material – typically friable 
materials applied by spray or trowel, 2) Thermal System Insulation – often friable wrapping 
material applied to thermal distribution systems, and 3) Miscellaneous Material – generally non-
friable building finishing materials.  A study by USEPA in the late 1980s found that friable 
ACMs, material that can be easily crumbled, were the main concern. 
 
No building structures are currently present on the Site, thus ACMs are not considered a 
concern. 
 

6.4.2 Radon 
 
Radon is a naturally occurring radioactive gas formed by the decay of uranium in bedrock and 
soil.  Potential adverse health effects depend on the concentration and duration of exposure.  
Concentrations in buildings depend on soil conditions, building foundation integrity, and 
ventilation.  Remedial measures are recommended at the USEPA established allowable radon 
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threshold of 4 picoCuries/Liter (pCi/L).  Relatively simple construction practices are available 
that can minimize exposure to radon or allow easy mitigation if radon is later found to be 
present. 
 
Radon in Knox County generally occurs where shale bedrock underlies the property.  Bedrock 
underlying the Site is limestone suggesting radon may not be of concern.  Radon testing in Knox 
County indicates that the average radon level is 4.2 pCi/L, which is only slightly above the 4 
pCi/L threshold, with only 32 percent of buildings tested having radon levels above this 
threshold.  Furthermore, the Site is zoned for commercial use and not as a full-time residence.  
 

6.4.3 Lead-Based Paint 
 
Lead-based paint was commonly used for corrosion protection in the 1960s, and in prime, 
intermediate, and finish coats well into the 1970s.  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) and the Consumer Product Safety Act (1977) provides guidelines and 
regulations addressing lead-based paint.  Lead-based paint is defined 1) by HUD and the State of 
Tennessee under Chapter 1200-1-18 – Lead-Based Paint Abatement as containing lead equal to 
or exceeding 1.0 milligram per square centimeter, 0.5 percent by weight, or 5,000 ppm by weight 
and 2) by the Consumer Product Safety Act as containing lead (calculated as lead metal) in 
excess of 0.06 percent by weight of the total nonvolatile content of the paint or the weight of the 
dried paint film.  To protect families from exposure to lead from paint, dust, and soil, Congress 
passed the Residential Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 1992, also known as Title X.  
Section 1018 of this law directed HUD and USEPA to require the disclosure of known 
information on lead-based paint and lead-based paint hazards before the sale or lease of most 
housing built before 1978, which is the year USEPA banned the use of lead-based paint for 
consumer use. 
 

No building structures are currently present on the Site, thus lead-based paint is not considered 
a concern. 
 

6.4.4 Initial Inspection For Water Intrusion And Microbial Growth 
 
Streamline performed a limited visual assessment for the conspicuous presence of water 
intrusion and microbial growth (e.g., mold).  This activity was not designed to discover all areas 
that may be affected by mold growth on the Site.  Rather, it was intended to determine whether 
or not conspicuous (based on observed areas) water intrusion problems and microbial growth is 
present. Additional areas of mold, not observed as part of this limited assessment, possibly in 
pipe chases, heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems and behind enclosed 
walls and ceilings, may be present. 
 
A class of fungi, molds have been found to cause a variety of health problems in humans, 
including allergic, toxicological, and infectious responses.  Molds are decomposers of organic 
materials, and thrive in humid environments, and produce spores to reproduce, just as plants 
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produce seeds.  When mold spores land on a damp spot indoors, they may begin growing and 
digesting whatever they are growing on in order to survive.  When excessive moisture or water 
accumulates indoors, mold growth will often occur, particularly if the moisture problem remains 
undiscovered or unaddressed.  Thus, interior areas of buildings characterized by poor ventilation 
and high humidity are the most common locations of mold growth.  Building materials including 
drywall, wallpaper, baseboards, wood framing, insulation and carpeting often host to such 
growth.  Moisture control is the key to mold control.  
 
The USEPA recommends the following action to prevent the amplification of mold growth in 
buildings.  The building owner should ensure these steps are adhered to if mold, and other 
microbiological contaminants are a concern: 
 

• Fix leaky plumbing and leaks in the building envelope as soon as possible; 
• Watch for condensation and wet spots. Fix source(s) of moisture problem(s) as 

soon as possible; 
• Prevent moisture due to condensation by increasing surface temperature or 

reducing the moisture level in air (humidity).  To increase surface temperature, 
insulate or increase air circulation. To reduce the moisture level in air, repair 
leaks, increase ventilation (if outside air is cold and dry), or dehumidify (if 
outdoor air is warm and humid); 

• Keep HVAC drip pans clean, flowing properly, and unobstructed; 
• Vent moisture-generating appliances, such as dryers, to the outside where 

possible; 
• Maintain low indoor humidity, below 60% relative humidity (RH), ideally 30-

50%, if possible; 
• Perform regular building/HVAC inspections and maintenance as scheduled; 
• Clean and dry, wet or damp spots within 48 hours; and 
• Keep foundations from becoming wet by providing drainage and sloping the 

ground away from the foundation. 
 
No building structures are currently present on the Site, thus water intrusion and microbial 
growth are not considered a concern. 
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7.0 INTERVIEWS 
 
The following persons were interviewed by Streamline Environmental to obtain information 
related RECs in connection with the Site (Appendix 16.6): 
 

Person Interviewed Relationship to Property  Type of Interview 
Mr. Gary Rutherford The Owner/User In 

Person/Questionnaire 
Ms. Nicky Shelby Knox County Environmental Health Department Electronic Mail 

Mr. Jay Davis City of Knoxville Stormwater Management 
Division 

Electronic Mail 

Mr. David Bokenkamp City of Knoxville Fire Prevention Office Electronic Mail 
 

7.1 Interview with Owner 
 
Mr. Gary Rutherford (the Owner) provided answers to the AAI questionnaire that was sent to 
him via electronic mail, and was interviewed at the time of the Site reconnaissance to determine 
if he was aware of any adverse environmental conditions. Mr. Rutherford stated the parcel had 
been in his family along time and he was only aware car dealership lots operating on the Site, 
and he was not aware of any past or present environmental issues with the Site. 
 

7.2 Interview with Site Manager 
 
Mr. Rutherford is also the Site Manager. 
 

7.3 Interview with Site Occupants 
 
The Site is currently a vacant lot, thus there are no Occupants. 
 

7.4 Interviews with Local Government Officials 
 
Ms. Nicky Shelby at the Knox County Environmental Health Department was interviewed 
on August 1, 2018 by electronic mail to determine if her office had any knowledge of adverse 
environmental conditions or concerns at the Site related to chemical, petroleum, or hazardous 
material.  Their files did not have any reported issues with the Site. 
 
Mr. Jay Davis with the City of Knoxville Stormwater Management Division was 
interviewed (via electronic mail, August 1, 2018) to determine if his office had any knowledge of 
environmental conditions or concerns at the Site.  The Stormwater Management Division, as part 
of their monitoring under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, 
checks outfalls in the city for ammonia, pH, chlorine, detergents, copper, phenols, turbidity, 
color, odor, surface scum, oil sheens, and flow rate during dry weather in an attempt to identify 
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possible stream pollutant sources.  Mr. Davis reported that their files did not contain any records 
of any outfall excursions or hazardous materials or chemical or petroleum or leaks or spills for 
the Site. 
 
Mr. David Bokenkamp with the City of Knoxville Fire Prevention Office was interviewed 
(electronic mail, August 2, 2017) to determine if any chemical or petroleum spills or leaks were 
reported for the Site and/or adjacent properties.  Their files did not have any records of any 
hazardous materials (HAZMAT) response calls or UST or AST permits for the Site or adjacent 
properties. 

7.5 Interviews with Other 
 
No others were interviewed for this Phase I ESA. 
 

8.0 FINDINGS 
 
Streamline Environmental has performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in 
conformance with the scope and limitations of American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) 
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Process (E-1527-13) and 40 CFR part 312 “Standards and Practices for All Appropriate 
Inquiries” for Parcel 067MB009, 6511 Clinton Highway, Knoxville, Tennessee.  Findings are 
summarized below: 
 

• A gravel-paved lot with two concrete foundations of former small structures 
currently occupies the Site and has since early 2018. Historical records indicate 
that the Site was undeveloped land from at least the mid-1930s through the mid to 
late 1970s and contained various used car dealerships from the late 1970s through 
the late 2010s. 

 
• The local area contained undeveloped farmland and rural residences from at least 

the 1930s until the early 1950s when commercial development began.  A 
residential neighborhood has occupied property to the south since at least 1950.  
Commercial retail sales and service business subsequently increased through the 
present time.  Current adjacent property use includes 1) undeveloped heavily 
vegetated lots and Jackson Hewitt Tax Services across Clinton Highway to the 
north; 2) single-family residences to the south; 3) Far East Importers (autos) to the 
west; and 4) an undeveloped lot across Kanuga Drive to the east. 

 
• No facilities were identified on or adjacent to the Site by the environmental 

database search or USEPA’s Enviromapper. 
 
• Two off-site facilities are identified by the environmental database search within 

the specified search radii.  None of those facilities are anticipated to be RECs due 
to 1) the facility case closed status granted by the TDEC, 2) the facility’s 
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downgradient location, 3) the facility’s distance, or 4) a combination thereof.  
These environmental listings include: 

  
1) One state equivalent NPL facility; and 
2) One CORRACTS facility. 

 
• The Site has been a gravel-paved lot with the concrete foundations of two former 

small structures since early 2018, and thus does not have, nor historically has had 
based on historic records, any chemical or petroleum operations.  No chemical, 
petroleum, hazardous substance, or explosive/flammable storage, use, or 
operations, chemical or petroleum leaks, staining, or odors, or stressed vegetation 
were observed on the Site.  Additionally, no pits, ponds or lagoons, or evidence of 
USTs, ASTs, or landfilling was observed.  Historically, the Site was utilized as 
various used car sales dealerships from around 1979 through 2018.  
 

• The Site is currently a vacant lot, thus ACMs, lead-based paint, or microbial 
growth and water intrusion are not considered a concern. 

 
• Radon in Knox County generally occurs where shale bedrock underlies the 

property.  Bedrock underlying the Site is limestone suggesting radon may be of 
concern.  However, radon testing in Knox County indicates that the average radon 
level is 4.2 pCi/L, which is only slightly above the 4 pCi/L threshold, with only 
32 percent of buildings tested having radon levels above this threshold.  
Furthermore, the Site is zoned for commercial use and not as a full-time 
residence. 

 
• Interviews of persons knowledgeable of the Site and local area, including the 

owner and local public officials, indicate that recognized environmental 
conditions are not present on the Site. 

 

9.0 OPINIONS 
 
It is Streamline Environmental’s opinion that, based on the data and information obtained for this 
Phase I ESA, no RECs, historic RECs, controlled RECs, vapor encroachment conditions or 
environmental de minimis conditions are present in connection with the Site. 
 

10.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 
We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and 
limitations of ASTM Standard E 1527-13 of Parcel 067MB009, 6511 Clinton Highway, 
Knoxville, Tennessee. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in 
Section 2.0 of this report.  This assessment has revealed no evidence of recognized 
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environmental conditions in connection with the Site.  Based on the findings of this Phase I ESA, 
no additional environmental assessment work is warranted. 
 

11.0 DEVIATIONS 
 
Exceptions to, or deletions from, the Standard Practice are described in Section 2.0 of this report. 
 
 

12.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES 
 
No additional services were performed for this Phase I ESA. 
 

13.0 REFERENCES 
 
ERS – Environmental Record Search, Site Location: 6511 Clinton Hwy, Knoxville, TN, 37912, 
One Mile Environmental Records Search, Exceeds ASTM 1527/1528 and EPA All Appropriate 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency, Federal Insurance Administration, National Flood 
Insurance Program, Flood Insurance Map, Community Panel Numbers 47093C0120F, dated 
May 2, 2007 
 
Geologic Map of Tennessee, East Sheet, William D. Hardeman, 1966 
 
KUB Water Quality Report 2017 
 
Radon Levels for Tennessee Internet Website (http://tn-radon.info/), County Levels 
 
Soil Resource Map, Knox County, Tennessee U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural 
Resources Conservation Service, Version 13, October 4, 2017 
 
U. S. Department of Agriculture [USDA] Forestry Service Internet Website – Interactive Maps 
(http://www.fs.fed.us/maps/) 
 
U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory website 
(http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/) 
 
U. S. Geological Survey, Earth Explorer Internet Website – Interactive Maps 
(http://www.earthexplorer.usgs.gov) 
 
U. S. Geological Survey, Powell, Tennessee Quadrangle, 1936, 1941, 1952, 1968, and 1976 
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14.0 SIGNATURE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL 
 

This Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report for Parcel 067MB009, 6511 Clinton 
Highway, Knoxville, Tennessee has been prepared and reviewed by environmental professionals 
knowledgeable of principles related to standard environmental site assessments. 
 
I declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, I meet the definition of an 
Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR 312. 
 
I have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a 
property of the nature, history, and setting of the subject property.  I have developed and 
performed the all appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices set forth 
in 40 CFR Part 312. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
______________________________             August 2, 2018                    
Shaunna Asbill      Date 
Staff Scientist 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                              August 2, 2018              
R. Scott Nolter, P.G.      Date 
Senior Geologist 
Tennessee Registered Professional Geologist No.  TN1664 
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15.0 QUALIFICATIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL 
 
Ms. Shaunna Asbill is a Staff Scientist at Streamline Environmental.  She has over twenty-seven 
(27) years experience in the environmental field in the identification, classification, and 
characterization of waste materials for commercial, industrial, pharmaceutical, educational, 
military and Government (DOE, DoD) installations. Ms. Asbill has performed over 250 Phase I 
ESAs within Tennessee, Kentucky, Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Maryland, Texas, 
Oklahoma, and Indiana areas, and has a thorough understanding with skilled applications of 
EPA, DOT, and OSHA regulations (CFR 40, 49, 29) in management, transportation, and 
disposal of hazardous and radioactive waste.  She also has sold and maintained waste 
management services to companies with waste disposal needs (e.g., Chevron Phillips Chemical, 
Conoco Phillips, Cessna Aircraft, Honeywell, Inc.) and managed and sustained nearly 400 
accounts in a 4-state territory (TX, AR, OK, KS), meeting with customers on a regular basis to 
discuss environmental assessments/reviews of materials for disposal and materials stored on-site 
 
Mr. R. Scott Nolter is a Senior Geologist at Streamline Environmental and a registered 
Professional Geologist (PG) in the State of Tennessee among several PG registrations in other 
states.  He has over thirty (30) years of experience in the environmental consulting industry and 
has been responsible for performing and managing the following types of projects: Phase I and II 
Environmental Site Assessments, hydrogeologic studies, UST and RCRA contamination 
assessments, design and implementation if soil and groundwater remediation systems, and 
geotechnical studies.  Specific duties have included work scope and costs analyses; project 
budgeting and planning; drilling and field sampling; remediation system design, installation and 
operation; groundwater modeling; data management and evaluation; and report preparation.  A 
summary of Mr. Nolter’s specific experience (see Appendix 16.9) for detailed experience) is 
reflected in the following projects: 
 

• Over 700 Phase I ESAs performed including several that have required Phase 
II ESAs; 

• RCRA and CERCLA compliance inspections at over 600 facilities at the DOE 
Oak Ridge Reservation; 

• Over 100 underground storage tank (UST) and RCRA Facility investigation 
projects performed in Florida, including approximately 30 that had 
remediation systems designed and implemented using the latest technology; 

• 15 petroleum hydrocarbon investigation and remediation projects performed 
in Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina, and South Carolina; 

• Approximately 30 UST Risk-Based Corrective Action (RBCA) investigations 
performed for the Iowa Department of Natural Resources and Alabama 
Department of Environmental Management; and 

• Numerous geotechnical and hydrogeological reports prepared for phosphate 
strip mines, sinkhole investigations, sinkhole prediction, and foundation 
analyses. 


