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Ms. RueAnn Thomas
Environmental Programs Director
J.H. Baxter & Co.

P.O. Box 10797

Eugene, OR 97440-2797

Re:  Comments on Remedial Action Pilot Study Report, Third Quarter (Report)
Former J.H. Baxter & Co. (Baxter), Arlington Facility (Facrllty)
§ 7003 Administrative Order on Consent’ (Order) .
Docket No.: RCRA-10-2001-0086
EPA ID No.: WAD 05382 3019 .

Dear Ms. Thomas:

The U.S. Environmental Protectlon Agency, Reglon 10 (EPA) has revrewed the above-referenced
Report, dated February 2014. EPA’s comments on the Report are enclosed. In accordance with
Section 12 of the Order, Baxter is hereby required to submit responses:to the enclosed comments,
and revised text and ﬁgures as mdlcated in the comments wnthm srxty davs of recelpt of thls letter

Please contact me at (206) 553- 6702 or at galumbo lan(a;epa gov or have your legal counsel contact
Jennifer MacDonald at (2()6) 553-8311 if you have any questlons _ , ¥ . ,

.@M

Smcerely

an Palumbo

Pro_|ect Coordlnator
Enclosure |
cc: James C. Hanken ‘ Georgia Baxter .
Wolfstone, Panchot & Bloch J.H. Baxter San Mateo
Douglas Fox = o | Dean Yasuda -
Stella-Jones Corp. - : Washmgton State- Department of Ecology

J. Stephen Barnett _ o
Premier Environmental, Portland -
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