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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This document is the Department of Ecology’s review of post-cleanup site conditions and
monitoring data to assure that human health and the environment are being protected at the
Camp Korey at Carnation Farm (Site), formerly known as the Carnation Farm Site. Cleanup at
this Site was implemented under the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA), Chapter 173-340
WAC.

Cleanup activities at this Site were completed under the Independent Remedial Action Program
(IRAP). The cleanup actions resulted in residual concentrations of diesel-range petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH-D) exceeding MTCA Method A cleanup levels for soil established under
WAC 173-340-740(2). The MTCA Method A cleanup levels for groundwater are established
under WAC 173-340-720(3). WAC 173-340-420 (2) requires that Ecology conduct a periodic
review of a site every five years under the following conditions:

(a) Whenever the department conducts a cleanup action
(b) Whenever the department approves a cleanup action under an order, agreed order or
consent decree
(c) Or, as resources permit, whenever the department issues a no further action opinion and
one of the following conditions exists
1. Institutional controls or financial assurance are required as part of the cleanup
2. Where the cleanup level is based on a practical quantitation limit
3. Where, in the department’s judgment, modifications to the default equations or
assumptions using site-specific information would significantly increase the
concentration of hazardous substances remaining at the site after cleanup or the
uncertainty in the ecological evaluation or the reliability of the cleanup action is
such that additional review is necessary to assure long-term protection of human
health and the environment.

When evaluating whether human health and the environment are being protected, the factors the
department shall consider include [WAC 173-340-420(4)]:

(@) The effectiveness of ongoing or completed cleanup actions, including the effectiveness
of engineered controls and institutional controls in limiting exposure to hazardous
substances remaining at the site;

(b) New scientific information for individual hazardous substances of mixtures present at
the site;

(c) New applicable state and federal laws for hazardous substances present at the Site;

(d) Current and projected site use;

(e) Awvailability and practicability of higher preference technologies; and

(f) The availability of improved analytical techniques to evaluate compliance with cleanup
levels.

The department shall publish a notice of all periodic reviews in the site register and provide an
opportunity for public comment.
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2.0 SUMMARY OF SITE CONDITIONS

2.1 Site History

The Camp Korey at Carnation Farm Site is located approximately 3 miles northwest of the City
of Carnation in King County, Washington (Site Plan — Appendix 6.1). Following remedial
activities beginning in 1993, a restrictive covenant (Appendix 6.2) was recorded for the property
and the Site received a ‘No Further Action’ determination.

Carnation Farm has been in operation since 1909. The Site has been used primarily as a dairy
farm. A 10,000-gallon leaded gasoline underground storage tank (UST) was installed in 1971
and decommissioned in 1989, and a 5,000-gallon unleaded gasoline UST was installed in 1976
and decommissioned in 1995. A 22,000-gallon above ground storage tank (AST) was installed
sometime in the 1920s and supplied fuel oil to a steam boiler. The AST was removed in May
1993.

A diesel fuel release of approximately 30 gallons occurred in October 1993 from the 22,000-
gallon AST. This release migrated through a wood culvert to Sikes Lake approximately 150
yards to the northwest. Following the initial release, approximately 50 cubic yards of soil were
excavated, and booms were placed on the lake to contain the release. ATEC Associates, Inc.
(ATEC) collected soil samples in November 1993 from below the concrete AST pad. During
this sampling event, an oily sheen was noted on shallow groundwater in the vicinity of the pad.
Based on these samples, an additional 150 cubic yards of petroleum hydrocarbon contaminated
soil (PCS) was excavated after removing the concrete AST pad. Confirmation samples collected
following this remedial excavation indicated that PCS remained at the site with TPH-D
concentrations exceeding MTCA Method A cleanup levels.

Four groundwater monitoring wells were installed at the Site in May and June 1995. These four
monitoring wells were sampled on a quarterly basis for 8 consecutive sampling events.
Contaminants were not detected in MW-1, MW-2 or MW-3 at concentrations exceeding MTCA
Method A cleanup levels in any of the sampling events. Initially, gasoline-range petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH-G) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were detected in MW-4, but
following the first quarter of 1997, the well had four consecutive quarters of clean sample
results.

A gasoline-like odor and petroleum staining were observed in July 1996 in soils adjacent to the
former fuel pump and product piping during the decommissioning of the 5,000-gallon gasoline
UST. Approximately 40 cubic yards of PCS were excavated from the site in July 1997. Soil
samples were collected from the limits of the excavation and water samples were collected from
groundwater found in the excavation. Both soil and groundwater samples had TPH-G, benzene,
toluene, xylenes, ethylbenzene (BTEX), and lead concentrations exceeding MTCA Method A
cleanup levels. A Geoprobe™ was used in August 1996 to conduct 12 soil borings to further
delineate the extent of contamination. These borings confirmed the presence of TPH-G in the
vicinity of SB-1 and the former fuel pump area. Based on the location of surface structures and
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underground utilities, the area was considered inaccessible for further excavation. An additional
45 cubic yards of PCS was excavated from the area, but confirmation samples indicated TPH-G
at 1,300 ppm in one sample. It is estimated that a total of 70 cubic yards of PCS remains at the
site under structures.

It was determined after sufficient groundwater monitoring that the PCS no longer posed a threat.
There was no threat to human health by direct contact because the structures covered the
contamination, and no longer a threat to groundwater based on four consecutive quarters of clean
sample results. A restrictive covenant was recorded for the Site in July 1998, and in August
1998, a ‘No Further Action’ determination was issued.
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3.0 PERIODIC REVIEW

3.1 Effectiveness of completed cleanup actions

The structures at the Site continue to eliminate the human exposure to contaminated soils by
ingestion and direct contact. Based upon the site visit conducted on March 2014, no repair,
maintenance or contingency actions have been required. A photo log is available as Appendix
6.3.

The Restrictive Covenant for the Site was recorded and is in place. This Restrictive Covenant
prohibits activities that will result in the release of contaminants contained as part of the cleanup
without Ecology’s approval, and prohibits any use of the property that is inconsistent with the
Covenant. This Restrictive Covenant serves to assure the long term integrity of the Site
structures.

Soils with TPH-G concentrations higher than MTCA Method A cleanup levels are still present at
the Site. However, the structures prevent human exposure to this contamination by ingestion and
direct contact with soils. The Restrictive Covenant for the property will ensure that the integrity
of the caps will be protected through maintaining the current use of the Site.

3.2 New scientific information for individual hazardous substances
for mixtures present at the Site

There is no new relative scientific information for the petroleum contaminants related to the Site.

3.3 New applicable state and federal laws for hazardous substances
present at the Site

The cleanup at the site was governed by Chapter 173-340 WAC (1996 ed.). WAC 173-340-
702(12)(c) [2001 ed.] provides that,

“A release cleaned up under the cleanup levels determined in (a) or (b) of this subsection shall
not be subject to further cleanup action due solely to subsequent amendments to the provision in
this chapter on cleanup levels, unless the department determines, on a case-by-case basis, that the
previous cleanup action is no longer sufficiently protective of human health and the
environment.”

Although cleanup levels changed for gasoline, diesel, and volatile organic compounds as a result
of modifications to MTCA in 2001, contamination remains at the site above MTCA Method A
cleanup levels; however, the cleanup action is still protective of human health and the
environment.
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3.4 Current and projected site use

The site is currently used for commercial purposes. There have been no changes in current or
projected future site or resource uses.

3.5 Availability and practicability of higher preference technologies

The remedy implemented included removal/recycling of hazardous substances as well as
containment, and it continues to be protective of human health and the environment. While
higher preference cleanup technologies may be available, they are still not practicable at this
Site.

3.6 Availability of improved analytical techniques to evaluate
compliance with cleanup levels

The analytical methods used at the time of the remedial action were capable of detection well
below MTCA Method A cleanup levels. The presence of improved analytical techniques would
not effect decisions or recommendations made for the site.
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS

e The cleanup actions completed at the Site is protective of human health and the
environment.

e Soils cleanup levels have not been met at the Site; however, under WAC 173-340-
740(6)(d), the cleanup action is determined to comply with cleanup standards, since the
long-term integrity of the containment system is ensured and the requirements for
containment technologies in WAC 173-340-360(8) are being met. Please note these
citations are for the MTCA regulations in effect at the time the remedy was implemented,
and are incorrect if applied to the current regulations.

e The Restrictive Covenant for the property is in place and will be effective in protecting
public health and the environment from exposure to hazardous substances and protecting
the integrity of the cleanup action.

Based on this five-year review, the Department of Ecology has determined that the requirements
of the Restrictive Covenant are being met. No additional cleanup actions are required by the
property owner. It is the property owner’s responsibility to continue to inspect the site to assure
that the integrity of the cap is maintained.

4.1 Next Review

The next review for the site will be scheduled five years from the date of this periodic review. In
the event that additional cleanup actions or institutional controls are required, the next periodic
review will be scheduled five years from the completion of those activities.
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6.1 Site Plan
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6.2 Environmental Covenant

WHEN RECORDED, MAIL TO:

Nestle USA, Inc.
Noelia Marti-Colon
Legal Department

800 North Brand Boulevard
Glendale, CA:91203

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT

D11 H00 ST4003Y ALNIDD KDY Wd 0IGHED E2L1-SHL086

.‘.'-_)__Zecardmg' Information: RW ) g‘”s 0.

% ke EF#
Ite Reference Numbets © 0/ . CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE LOWPAHY
™~ of Documents-Assigned; ¢ 7T has placed the document of
: L t Applicable: 4 tomer court
{: or Released: £ N?t ;Appkcable 8 %u' ¢ ca;:s as z;::.w:g: esy
a : ' ; Lo accuracy of vaoRy o
I': Grantor: NESTLE USA, INC:™-, the document.
B Cranee: " THE $TATE OF WASHINGTON, DEPT. OF ECOLOGY
D A
Additional E
Grantors/Grantees: S
Abbreviated Legal Lo I i ) .
Description: Portion of the E 1/2 of thé SE 1/4 of Sectien 6, Township 25 N,

Range 7 E, WM., King County, Washingtoz

Tax Assessor’s Parcel No.: 062507-9021-04

_062507-9021-04 _“wr S
(additional legal description on page 1)

00°#
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RESTR]CT IVE COVENANT

The Nes&le USA Inc Camanon Fann Tralmng Center

This Declaration of Resmchve Co‘ienani is made plnsudnt ‘GW 70.105D.030(1 Xf) and (g)
and WAC 173-340-440 by Nestlé USA/Inc. (formerly Nestlé Food Company) its successors and
assigns, and thc State of Washington Dep:mment of Ecalogy, ns sucoessors and assngns (hereafter
“Ecology” ) M . :

An dep “‘1 dial action (hereaft “Remed1a1 Acuon") occurred at ﬂne property lhat is the
subject of'this Restncnve Covenant. The Remedial Action conducted at the property is descnbed in the
followmgdocumcms M i : £

I _""’ it $25, 1997 Independent Remedial Action by Ccnlury:WeitE;{gineéring Cofp.

p!

2. & March 28 1997 Quanerly Monitoring Report First Quarter 1997

Century Wc'ét Engineering
Corp : R

3% January 24 I997 Quanerly Monitoring Report Fourth Quarter 1996;-,b:y Century West
“,_EngmecringCorp

4. November

; Qu.a;té'rly Mdnitoring Report Third Quarter 1996, by Century West
EngmeenngCo E

5. August 23, 1996 @uarlerly \llomto]'mg Repon Second Quarter 1996, by Century West
Engineering Corp

6. June 5. 1996, Quancrl» Momwrmg R/apon Flrst Quaner 1996 by Century West Engineering
Corp

7. April 8, 1996, Quarterly Mom(onng Repon Founh Quaner ]995 by Cemury West Engineering
Corp Faeh

9807151773

8 October 5, 1995, Quarterly ‘vlomlormg Repon hy Cenlury West Engmeermg Corp

These documents are on file at Ecology’s Northwcs‘ chlona' Ofﬂc:

This restrictive Covenant is required because the Remedlal ; Aclloh. resylted in residual
concentrations of gasoline which exceed the Model Toxics Contral Act Melhod A Resldtnuai Cleanup
Level for soil established under WAC 173-340-740. k : o

(11 The term “document” means repons prepared regarding the rcmedlal acilon ¢
NFA detter :

NG waTan AT S
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The undersigred, Nesllé USA Inc is the f:e owner-of real propesty (hereafter “Property”) in the
County of King, State of Washmgton. thatis SUbjCC[ to: this Restrictive Cavcnunt The Property subject to
this Restrictive Covenant is Iegally descnbed as follows

That portion of the east half f.the southeast quaner Of Section 6
East, W.M., in King County, Washington, bemg descrlbcd as foﬂow' ;

Township 25 North, Range 7

Commcncmg at the southeast comer of sald subﬂlvlsxon thcncc N0°8°56 24"E:along the éast line
thereof 81248 feét; Thence N81°03'36"W 599.11 feettoa pointion a'line whigh s pardllel to'and'30 feet
nonheas(erly of the ‘as-built centerline of the existing. County foad, when mmured atiright angles, and
the True’ Poing of Begmmng, Thence N43°04°01"W along said parallel line 16772/ feet. Thence
N46°55°59”E [120.00 feet; Thence S43°04'01"E 167.72 feeti. Thcncq 546"55 59“W l20 0() feet to the
True Pmnt ochgmnmg

: Nestlé USA lnc makes the following declarations as to llmnatlons, resmcnons, and uses to
which the Property méy be - put and specifies that such declarations shall constitut¢ Covenants to run with
the land; as prowdcd by’ faw"and shall be binding on all parties and all persanis claiming under them,
mcludmg alkcurrent and futurc ovmcrs of any portion of or interest in the Property (hereaﬁer “Owner™).

Secuon I: Ifthe structurcs dcscrlbed below are ever demolished, cleanup of contammated soils will
occur it'-!hgt.nme underthe provis ns-of WAC 173-340-740:

That portion of thé Propeity coﬁmining gasolvi'ne contaminated soil located around former 5,000 gallon
and 10,000 gallon underground s(orage tahks and ﬁtel pump/product line areas, under the southeast and
southwest corners of, the biiildings.of th ince Shop and attached Generator Building and
subsurface utilities in the rea, and the east concréte pad by-these buildings as more particularly identified
in the legal description above. ‘The Qwner shalf not alter; modlfy or remove the existing structure(s) or
conduct any activities on the Propeﬂy inany :manner that may fesult in the release or exposure to the
environment of hazardous substafices ove( cleanup Icvels or creale a new exposure pathway without prior
written approval from Fcology.

Section 2:  Any Activity on the Property lhat may mlcrfere wnh thig mlegnry of‘thc Remedial Action and
continued protection of human health and the’ eny u'onmem is pmhlbﬂed.

Section 3:  Any actvity on the Properly that may resuh m lhe release or exposure to the-znvironment of
4 hazardous substance that remains on the Property as’. parl “of the Rémedial Aclon, or create a new
exposure pathway, is prohibited without prior written approval fmm Ecology -

Section 4: The Owner of the property must give thirty (30) day advanue wrmzn nome 0 Ecologv ofthe

Owner's mtent (o convey any interest in the Property. No conveyance ¢f mle easefmeitt, Iease. or o'(her -
interest in the Property shall be consummated by the Owner without adequate apd cample(e mvnsmn for
continued monitoring. operation, and maintenance of the Remedial Action.

4 SR e R e U0 S0

o < i
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Section 5:  The OwnEr must rcsmct Icascs to;uses"and activities which will not violate this Restricted
Covenant and notify all Iessees of the rcstncu

Section 6: The Owner must, noufy and obtam approval from Ecology.
that is inconsistent with the terms of thig’ Rcsmctwe Covenant Ecolo‘
use only after public notice and commcnt o

)f to any use of the Property
tay approve any inconsistent

Section 7:  The owner shall allow aulhonzed reprcscmatlves of Ecaiogy the right to enter the Property at
reasonable times for the purpose of evaluatmg the: Remedlal Actiop; to; lakg sampl:s. to inspect remedial
actions conducted at the Property, and to inspect records that are related to the Remer}tal AC“O‘ L

Section 8 The 0\~ner of the Property reserves" !hc rxght undcr WAC. 173-340- 440 to record an
instrument that provndes that this Restrictive Covenant shall no Ionger limit usé of the Property or be of
any furthier force or effect. However, such an instrument may. be recorded only if Ecclugy‘ after public
notice ahd uppommrty for comment, concurs. S E

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

on JULY 13,1198 e
— kRISTIN ADRIAN

9807151773

v personally knowntome - GR—3——
meperson whose ﬂame is subsonbed lo the within
instrument aid acknowledged to mé that' shé executéd the same in
her authonzed.capacity, and that by her signature on the instrument
T T T ———— the person, ormeenmyuponbehadoiwhmmepemnmed

MARIA HATEL PERR
Commission # 1113713 executed the mstmmenl

‘otory Putc — Callfomia v
Norry Puue — Cal WITNESS my hand and official se

NN

s A el

mcﬁ:w;rs;%‘)mugzm WM/LL./(/ % 21/ \/Ml '

SIGNATURE OF NOTARY

¥ Arwa D ar e 19N TRB0Y B
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6.3 Photo log

Photo 1: Maintenance Building and Storage Tank Area - from the south

Photo 2: Above Ground Storage Tank Area - from the northeast
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Photo 3: Maintenance Building Spill Area - from the northwest

Photo 4: East Side of Building with Lake in Distance - from northeast
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