
 

 

 

 

 
 

RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY 

Pacific Wood Treating Corporation 
July 25 – August 23, 2013 Public Comment Period 

 
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Report,  

Draft Cleanup Action Plan and Draft Consent Decree 
  
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Prepared by 
Washington State Department of Ecology 

Southwest Regional Office 
Toxics Cleanup Program 

Lacey, Washington 
 

November 2013 
 
 



Pacific Wood Treating Company Responsiveness Summary, November 2013  1 

Contents 

Site Information ............................................................................................................................................ 2 

Site Background ............................................................................................................................................ 2 

Site Location….. ........................................................................................................................................... 2 

Responses to Comments ............................................................................................................................... 4 

Site Definition Includes Off-Property Areas............................................................................................. 4 

Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study .......................................................................................... 4 

Cleanup Action Plan ................................................................................................................................. 4 

Consent Decree ......................................................................................................................................... 5 

Appendix A: Public Comment Letter ........................................................................................................... 6 

Appendix B: Response to Public Comment Letter ....................................................................................... 7 

 
 
 
 
 
  



Pacific Wood Treating Company Responsiveness Summary, November 2013  2 

Site Information  

Address:  111 West Division Street, Ridgefield 
Site Manager:  Craig Rankine 
Public Involvement Coordinator: Diana Smith 
 
From July 25 to August 23, 2013 the Department of Ecology (Ecology) held a public comment 
period on a remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS) report, a draft cleanup action plan 
(CAP), and a draft consent decree (CD) for the Pacific Wood Treating (PWT) cleanup site.  
Comments received from the public are included in Appendix A.  Ecology’s responses are 
addressed in this document and in a response letter included in Appendix B.   

Site Background 

From 1964 to 1993 PWT operated a wood-treating facility on the Lake River Industrial Site 
(LRIS), which was leased from the Port of Ridgefield.  PWT filed for bankruptcy in 1993 and 
abandoned the LRIS, which is approximately 40-acres in size.  The company pressure-treated 
wood products with oil-based treatment solutions containing creosote, pentachlorophenol (PCP) 
and water based mixtures of copper, chromium, arsenic and/or zinc. 
  
Treated-wood storage, spills and releases of wood-treating chemicals to the ground and 
stormwater resulted in releases of petroleum hydrocarbons, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 
(PAHs), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), dioxins, and metals to shallow soil, sediment, and 
groundwater.  Contamination extends beyond the LRIS into Lake River and Carty Lake 
sediment, a residential upland area, and marina properties.  
 
Several historic investigations including geologic and hydrogeologic evaluations have been 
conducted by multiple parties on behalf of PWT since the mid-1980s. 

Site Location 

The PWT site is located at 111 West Division Street in Ridgefield, Washington within Ridgefield 
city limits.  The LRIS is bordered by Lake River to the west, the Ridgefield National Wildlife 
Refuge and Carty Lake to the north and west, Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad tracks and 
the residential upland area soil to the east and McCuddy’s Marina and the Port marina to the 
south.    
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Responses to Comments 

Site Definition Includes Off-Property Areas 
Comment: 
Ecology received comments from Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), which used to own 2.08 acres 
within the LRIS.  UPRR expressed concern that off-property areas with soil containing dioxin 
contamination are included in the site definition in the RI/FS, CD, and CAP.   
 

Ecology Response: 
Under state cleanup law, a site is anywhere a hazardous substance has come to be located. Soil 
samples collected in the residential area between Maple and Mill Streets and on part of 
McCuddy’s Marina show dioxin concentrations above the state cleanup level. Enough data is 
available to show that dioxin contamination came to be located in this area as a result of PWT’s 
activities. Ecology will continue including these off-property areas in the site definition. 
 

Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study 

Based on comments received, Ecology is not making changes to the RI/FS.  The version dated 
July 1, 2013 is considered the final.     
 

Cleanup Action Plan 
Ecology made changes to the CAP text based on comments, corrections, and rule clarifications 
from UPRR,  the Port of Ridgefield, City of Ridgefield, Ecology, and the port’s consultant and 
legal counsel as well as the city’s and Ecology’s legal counsels. We changed: 
 

• Section 2.1.3 (second bullet and paragraph) to clarify that MTCA Method B soil cleanup 
levels exist for contaminants found in off-property areas but final cleanup levels (CULs) 
have not been established for these areas in the CAP.  Final CULs will be established in a 
separate CAP for those areas. 

• Sections 3.1, 3.1.1 (last bullet and footnote), 3.1.2 (first and second paragraphs), 3.1.3 
(first and second paragraphs and footnote), 3.1.4 (first and second paragraphs) and 4.4 
(fifth bullet) to document risk-based human health or ecological numeric criteria (factors) 
in establishing sediment CULs.  

• Section 3.1.3 to clarify sediment areas requiring cleanup are based on surface-weighted 
average of dioxin toxicity equivalent quotient (TEQ). 

• Section 3.2.2 subtitle was changed from “Water Quality Standards” to “Water Pollution 
Control Act”. 

• Section 4.2 (under first subtitle) to correct the Railroad Avenue parcels and right-of-way 
are 0.94 not 0.5 acres and (under third subtitle) removed “Soil is marginally above the 
dioxin TEQ protective of Ecological receptors (i.e., EIC)”. 

• Sections 4.2.1, 6.2, and 8.2.7.1 to change “ecological CULs” to “CULs”.  
• Sections 4.3.1 (second paragraph) and 4.4.1 (first paragraph) to add language about using 

remediation levels (REL) in addition to CULs. 
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• Sections 4.4 (second paragraph) and 4.4.1 (second paragraph) to replace “ecological 
cleanup” with “REL”. 

• Section 4.4 (fifth bullet) to state that fishing in Carty Lake will be prohibited. 
• Section 7.3.8 (first bullet) to replace “CULs” with the term “concentration”. 
• Sections 8.2.2 (fourth paragraph) and 8.3.2 (second paragraph) to strike “human health” 

to leave “CUL”. 
• Section 8.3.8 (second bullet) to strike the term “CUL”. 
• Section 9.3 (sixth and seventh paragraphs) is to strike specific vendors’ names and keep 

language general.  
• Section 9.4 (second bullet) to replace “CULs protective of ecological receptors” with 

“RELs”. 
• Section 9.7 (second paragraph) to replace “Table 9-1” with “Exhibit C of the Consent 

Decree”. 

Consent Decree 
Ecology made changes to the CD based on comments, corrections, and rule clarifications from 
the public, the Port of Ridgefield, City of Ridgefield, Ecology and the port’s consultant and legal 
counsel as well as the city’s and Ecology’s legal counsels. We changed: 
 

• Section V. A. to clarify that Ecology has enough information to include off-property 
areas within the PWT site definition. 

• Section V. C. 2 to correct Railroad Avenue size from 0.85 to 0.62 acres. 
• Section V. J. 3 to say that an evaluation of remedial alternatives was not provided for the 

off-property areas. 
• Section XVIII. A. to clarify that Ecology approved the RI/FS.  
• Section XIX to clarify that the CD addresses areas within the property designation. 
• Section XXIV, third paragraph to correct Port to Defendants. 
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Appendix A: Public Comment Letter 

  





C r a i g  R an k i n e  
R i d g e f i e ld ,  W A  –  P a c i f i c  W o o d  T r e a t i n g :  C o n s en t  De c r ee  C o m me n t s  ( C o n t . ’d )  

   

 

8 /2 3 / 2 0 1 3                                                                                                                   P a g e  2  o f  3  

 Section 2.1, first paragraph: Delete the words “the upland off property area” 
 Section 2.1, third bullet: Move the text that currently comprises the third bullet to the bottom of 

the paragraph below the list of bullets.   
 Section 2.1.3. first sentence: Revise the first sentence to read “The upland Off-Property Study 

Area is adjacent to the Site and features…” 
 Section 2.1.3, second bullet: Delete the third sentence, as cleanup levels for the non-Port-owned 

upland properties are not being defined in the RI/FS (e.g., Section 6.1.2.2 of the RI/FS 
specifically states that “CULs for non-Port-owned properties are not being developed at this 
time”) or in the Consent Decree (e.g., paragraph VI.E. in the public review draft).  

 Figure 1-1: The site boundary should be revised to exclude the Off Property Study Area. The Off 
Property Study Area should be labeled as such.  

 Figure 1-2: The site boundary should be revised to exclude the Off Property Study Area. The Off 
Property Study Area should be labeled as such.  

 Table 3-1 (cleanup levels for LRIS) should include a footnote that these cleanup levels apply to 
the Site, and not necessarily to the Off Property Study Area for which a final cleanup decision has 
not been determined. 

The following revisions to the Consent Decree should also be incorporated at this time: 
 Definitions: “Cleanup Action Plan”. This should be revised to state “Refers to the Cleanup Action 

Plan (CAP) (Exhibit A) issued by Ecology relating to the Site and all attachments to the CAP.” 
 Findings of fact – Paragraph V.A.:  Delete the words “and residential properties to the east” 
 Findings of fact – Paragraph V.C.7: A reference should be added that DNR leased aquatic lands 

to PWT during PWT’s time of operation. 
 Findings of fact – Paragraph V.C.8: Revise this paragraph as follows: “The Off-Property Study 

Area east of the LRIS is zoned low-density residential. The residential off-property area includes 
approximately six blocks spanning 10.6 acres. Sources of contamination in this area are subject to 
ongoing study. This Off-Property Study Area is not considered “Property” under Section IV.G 
(Definitions). 

 Findings of fact – Paragraph V.J.3: The final RI/FS no longer includes a definition of preferred 
remedial alternative for properties not owned by the Port. This paragraph should be revised to 
reference the final RI/FS rather than the draft. 

 Covenant Not To Sue – Paragraph XVIII.A:  This paragraph should be revised to state “A Final 
RI/FS Report has been completed defining a preferred cleanup alternative with respect to the 
Property, which is a source area of contamination. Similar documents have not yet been 
completed with respect to the Off Property Study Area. Given this, Ecology has determined that 
cleanup of the Site will occur in the most expeditious manner if remedy selection for, and cleanup 
of, the Property moves forward now, rather than waiting until documentation is completed and 
further characterization can be conducted for the Off Property Study Area. So that the Defendants 
may proceed with Remedial Action on the Property as soon as possible, this Decree provides the 
following Covenant Not to Sue to the Defendants only for the Property .. “ 

 Contribution Protection.  Paragraph XIX. This section should be clarified to state that the 
“matters addressed” are limited to remedial actions required within the Property. The sentence 
should be revised to state “…are entitled to protection against claims for matters addressed within 
this Decree within the Property as provided…” 

 Exhibit B – Site and Property Diagram: The Site boundary should be revised to exclude the Off 
Property Study Area. The Off Property Study Area should be labeled as such.  

 





Attachment 1 
Detailed RI/FS Comments 
 
 Acronyms and Abbreviations: Revise definition of the Site to “the LRIS, Port-owned properties, 

and nearby surface water bodies Lake River and Carty Lake.”  
 Acronyms and abbreviations:  Add a definition for the “Off Property Study Area” stating: “the 

Off Property Study Area including properties not owned by the Port located immediately south 
and east of the Site.”  

 Summary, second paragraph: Replace the words “upland off property area” with “Port-owned 
properties.” Add a sentence that states that “The Off Property Study Area is subject to ongoing 
study by the Port and Ecology and is not included in the Site at this time.” Revise the last 
sentence to clarify that the RI/FS report addresses the “adjacent Port-owned properties” rather 
than “adjacent upland off-property areas.” 

 Summary, seventh paragraph: Change “non-Port-owned properties” to “Off Property Study 
Area.” 

 Summary, eighth paragraph: Change “non-Port-owned properties” to “Off Property Study Area.” 
 Summary, tenth paragraph: Change “non-Port-owned properties” to “Off Property Study Area.” 
 Figure ES-1: The site boundary should be revised to exclude the Off Property Study Area. The 

Off Property Study Area should be labeled as such. 
 Section 1.1 Definition of Site, second bullet: Upland off property area should be removed from 

the definition of “Site” and replaced with “Port-owned properties.” Add a sentence that states that 
“The Off Property Study Area is subject to ongoing study by the Port and Ecology and is not 
included in the Site at this time.” 

 Section 1.3 Report Organization: Change first bullet to indicate Section 2 provides background 
information for the “Site” and the “Off Property Study Area.” 

 Section 1.3 Report Organization: Change fourth bullet to indicate Section 5 provides site 
conceptual model for the “Site” and the “Off Property Study Area.” 

 Figure 1-1: The site boundary should be revised to exclude the “Off Property Study Area.” The 
“Off Property Study Area” should be labeled as such. 

 Section 2.2.2 Upland Off Property, heading and first sentence: Revise to state “Port-owned 
properties”. Change bullets to indicate McCuddy’s and residential properties are part of the “Off 
Property Study Area.” 

 Section 2.3.2 Upland Off Property, heading and text: Revise to distinguish between “Port-owned 
properties” from “Off Property Study Area.” 

 Section 2.8 Current and Future Land Use, first sentence: Clarify that the section provides land use 
information for the “Site” and the “Off Property Study Area.” 

 Section 2.8.2 Upland Off Property, heading and first sentence: Revise to state “Port-owned 
properties.” Change bullets to indicate McCuddy’s and residential properties are part of the “Off 
Property Study Area.” 

 Figure 2-21: Clarify the “off property area” is the “Port-owned properties” and the “Off Property 
Study Area.” 

 Section 3 Nature and Extent, last sentence of introduction: Clarify to state “Off Property Study 
Area.” 

 Section 3.2 Soil, first sentence: Clarify to state the section presents data from the “Site” and “Off 
Property Study Area.” 

 Section 3.2.2 Off Property, heading and text: Revise to distinguish between “Port-owned 
properties” from “Off Property Study Area.” 

 Figure 3-3: Clarify the figure presents data from the “Port-owned properties” and the “Off 
Property Study Area.” 



 

 

                                                                                                        

 Section 5 Site Conceptual Model, first sentence: Clarify to distinguish between “Port-owned 
properties” and “Off Property Study Area”. 

 Section 5 Site Conceptual Model, second paragraph, second sentence: Clarify to distinguish 
between “Port-owned properties” and “Off Property Study Area”. 

 Section 5.4 Upland Off Property Exposure Scenarios: Clarify to distinguish between “Port-owned 
properties” and “Off Property Study Area”. 

 Section 6 Preliminary Cleanup Levels and Points of Compliance, second paragraph, first 
sentence: Clarify to state “Site” and “Off Property Study Area”. 

 Section 6.1.2 Off Property. For consistency with the area designations and separate treatments in 
the Cleanup Action Plan, Section 6.1.2.1 and 6.1.2.2 should be separated and renumbered as 
Sections 6.1.2 and 6.1.3. Retitle Section 6.1.3 as the “Off Property Study Area”. 
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Appendix B: Response to Public Comment Letter 
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