hﬁn D Check this box if you have ERTS #(s): N/A
attached any documents to Parcel #(s): 09950013000
this form (using the C ty: Thurst
WASHINGTON STATE paperclip icon on the left). ounty: urston
BEPAATMENE OF FSID #:
ECOLOGY . csID #:
UST #:
SITE INFORMATION
Site_Name (Name over door); Site Address {including City, State and Zip}); Phone
- Email
5700 Lacey Boulevard SE e
Former Plywood Facility Lacey, WA 98503
Site Contact, Title, Business: Site Contact Address (including City, State and Zip): Phone
George Smith 420 College St SE Emai
Economic Development Coordinator L.acey, WA 98503
Site Owner, Tille, Business: Site Owner Address (including City, State and Zip): Phone
i 1230 Ruddelf Rd SE, STE 201 ‘ Email
City of Lacey Lacey, WA 98503 .
Site Owner Contact, Title, Business: | Site Owner Contact Address {including City, State and Zip): Phone
Email
Previous Site Owner(s): Additional Info {for any Site Information lfem):
Alternate Site Name(s):

Latitude (Decimal Degrees):  47.0136392
Longitude (Decimal Degrees): -t22.808817

Please check this box if there is relevant inspection information, such as data or

INSPECTION INFORMATION [ photos, in an existing site report for this site.
Inspection Conductad? Date/Time: Entry Notice:  Announced [] Unannounced [}
Yes [] No (X '
Photographs taken?  Yes L] No [ Note: Attach photographs or upload to PIMS
Samples collected?  Yes EJ No [Z] Note: Attach record with media, location, depth, etc.
RECOMMENDATION
No Further Action (Check appropriate box below): é's'rto“_cot“f;rrsn":d allj'd §uected
Release or threatened release does not pose a threat ] ontaminated Sites List:
No release or threatened release ]
Refer to program/agency (Name: ) O
Independent Cleanup Action Completed {contamination removed)

COMPLAINT (Brief Summary of ERTS Complaint}:
Site Discovery Report Received 10/10/2016

CURRENT SITE STATUS (Brief Summary of why Site is recommended for Listing or NFA):
Soil contamination discovered at the subject site during a Phase Il ESA.

Investigator: Kirsten Alvarez ' Date Submitted: 10/17/2016




OBSERVATIONS ‘Please check this box if you included information on the Supplemental Page at end of report.

Description {If site visit made, piease be sure to include the following: site observations, site features and cover,
chronology of events, sources/past practices likely responsible for contamination, presence of water supply wells and other
potential exposure pathways, stc.):

The Department of Ecology received a Soil Analysis and Ground Water Analysis report on October 10,
2016. The report documented a Phase I and Phase II completed at the site. The Phase I identified historic
releases of halogenated organic compounds, which had been previously remediated, and a historic coal bin.
The consultant reported that the contaminants of concern (COCs) analyses for this site were to be limited to
gasoline, diesel, heavy oil, and volatile organic compounds.

Groundwater in the arca had been documented at 30' bgs and flowing to the east/northeast direction; based
on Woodland Creek’s location to the east and a 1998 USDA survey. A historic on-site well log, however,
documented groundwater at 75' bgs.

Four borings were completed at the site. The borings consisted of an up-gradient boring west of the
building (SC1BR1), a boring within the existing warehouse (SC2BR2), and two down-gradient borings
(SC3BR3 and SC4BR4). The borings were completed to 30’ bgs; no groundwater was encountered.
. SCIBRI: An on-site and up-gradient boring completed to 30' bgs. No evidence of petroleum
was noted in the boring. One sample was collected from 27 bgs. The samptle results did not
indicated the presence of any contaminants of concern (COCs).

. SC2BR2: A boring located within the existing warehouse completed to 30' bgs. No evidence of
petroleum was noted in the boring. One sample was collected from 28.5' bgs. The sample results
did not indicated the presence of any COCs.

. SC4BR4: A down-gradient boring located approximately 55' west of the eastern property
boundary and 10’ south of the northern property boundary, Discolored soil was documented at 17.5'
bgs. Two soil samples were collected, the first at 17.5' bgs and the second at 28’ bgs. The soil
sample results did not indicate the presence of any COCs.

. SC3BR3: A down-gradient boring located 15’ east of the east end of the warehouse and 65' east
of SC2BR2. A 4” layer of petroleum contaminated soil (PCS) was observed at 16' bgs. Soil
samples were collected from this layer and at the two deeper restrictive layers observed in the boring
(22" and 30' bgs). The soil sample results indicated the presence of lube oil at 16' bgs above its
MTCA Method A Cleanup Level (CULs) of 2,000 mg/kg. The soil sample results from 16' bgs
indicated lube oil at 3,500 mg/kg. The samplie results from the two restrictive layers (22" and 30'
bgs) did not indicate the presence of any COCs.

*Please see the Supplemental Page at the end of the report for additional information*

Documents reviewed:

Skillings | Connolly, 5700 Lacey Boulevard SE - Soil Analysis and Ground Water Analysis,
February 22, 2015




Non-
Halogenated
Organics

Phenolic Compounds

Compounds containing phenols (Examp[es phenol; 4-
methylphenol; 2-methylphenol)

Organic solvents, typically volatile or semi-volatile, not
containing any halogens. To determine if a product
has halogens, search HSDB
{http:/ftoxnet.nim.nih.gov/cgi-bin/sis/htmigen?HSDB }
and lock at the Chemical/Physical Properties, and

Molecular Formula. If there is not a Cl, 1, Br, F in the

Non-Halogenated Solvents | S formula, it's not halogenated. {Examples: acetone,
benzene, toluene, xylenes, methyl ethy! ketone, ethy
acetate, methanol, ethanol, isopropranol, formic acid,
acelic acid, stoddard solvent, Naptha)., Use this when
TEX contaminants are present independently of
gasoline.

Polynuclear Aromatic ) Hydrocarbons composed of two or more benzene

Hydrocarbeons (PAH) rings.
The main active ingredients in biocides used io control
a broad specfrum of organism& Found in antifouling

Tributyltin maring paint, anfifungal action in textiles and industrial
waler systems. (Examples: Tributylfin; monobutyltin;
dibutyltin}
MTBE is a volatile oxygen-containing organic

_— compound that was formerly used as a gasoline

Methyl tertiary-butyl ether additive to promote complefe combustion and help
reduce air poliution.

Benzene Benzene

Other Non-Halogenated

Organics TEX

Petroleum Diesel Petroleum Diesel

Petroleum Gasoline Petroteum Gasoling

Petroleum Other C

Oli range orgamcs

semivolatile: orgamcs analys:s 8270

Metals

Metals - Other

S Cr, Se, Ag, Ba, Cd
Lead 8 Lead
Mercury S Mercury

S

Arsenic

Arsenic

-;Aldnn Endosu]fan dieldrin,'endsin) -

y halogens (Examples: DDT;.DDE;
Eordane Heptachlor: alphia-beta and deﬁa BHC;




Radioaclive Wastes

Wasles that emit more than background levels of
radiation.

Conventional Contaminants,

Unspecified organic matter that imposes an oxygen
demand during its decomposition (Example: Total

Organic Organic Carbon)
Non-metallic inorganic substances or indicator
Conventional Contaminants, paramelers that may indicate the existence of
Inorganic contamination if present at unusual levels (Examples:
Suifides, ammonia)
All forms of Ashestos. Asbestos fibers have been used
Ashestos in products such as building materials, friction products
Other and heat-resistant materials.
Contaminants
. Other contaminanis or substances that cause subtle or
glt.lrll)esigggéemus unexpected hamm to sediments {Examples: Wood

debris; garbage (e.9., dumped in sediments))

Benthic Failures

Failures of the benthic analysis standards from the
Sediment Management Standards.,

Bioassay Failures

For sediments, a failure fo meet hicassay criteria from
the Sediment Management Standards. For soils, a
failure to meet TEE bicassay criteria for plant, animal
oF soil biota toxicity.

s ?Weapens that faited 1o detonate oF, discarded shells:
- | ‘confaining volalile material. = :

'Gther_ Reac!we Wastes. {Exam 'es ﬁphosph_ aul
.m'meta! sod:um imetal) ;

acidicor alkahne (basnc) wastes
oa_'e or disselve mateﬂals they

: ..Hydrochto.né acid; ‘sulfuric adld; caustic soda)

{fill in contaminant matrix above with appropriate status choice from the key below the tahle)

Contaminant Status

Definition

B— Below Cleanup
Levels {Confirmed})

The contaminant was tested and found to be below cleanup levels, (Generally, we would not enter each and every contaminant
that was tested; for example if an SVOC analysis was done we would not enter each SVOC with a status of "below”. We would
use this for contaminants that were befieved likely to be present but were found to be below standards when tested

The contaminant is suspecled to ba present; based on some knowledge about the hisldry of the site, knowledge of regional

$— Suspected contaminants, or based on other contaminants known to be present

C— Confirmed Above The contaminani is confirmed to be present ahove any cleanup level. For example—above MTCA method A, B, or C;

Cleanup Levels above Sediment Quality Standards; or above a presumed site-spedcific cieanup level (such as human health criteria for a
anup sediment contaminant).

A! Lbo‘ VeRemedrated - The contaminant was remediated, but remains on site abave the cleanup standards (for example—capped area).

RB— Remediated - The contaminant was remediated, and no area of the site contains this contaminant above cleanup standards (for

Below example— complete removal of contaminated soils}.

Halogenated chemicals and solvents: Any chemical compound with chlero, bromo, iodo or fluoro is halogenated; those with eight
or fewer carbons are generally solvents (e.g. halogenated methane, ethare, propane, butane, pentane, hexane, heptane or octane )
and may alsc be used for or registered as pesticides or fumigants. Most are dangerous wastes, either listed or categorical.

Organlc compounds with more ¢carbons are almost always halogenated pesticides or a contaminant or derivative. Referral to the
HSDB is recommended if you are unfamiliar with a chemical name or compound, as it contains useful information about synonyms,
uses, trade names, wasle codes, and other regulatory information about most toxic or potentially toxic chemicals.

Bibenzodioxins and dibenzofurans are normalized {0 a combined equivalent toxicity based on 2,3,7,8-tetrachloro-p-
dibenzedioxin as set out in WAC 173-340-708(8)(d) and in the Evaluating the Toxicity and Assessing the Carcinogenic Risk of
Environmental Mixtures using Toxicity Equivalency Factors Focus Sheet (hitps:/ffortress.wa.goviecy/clarc/FocusSheetsitef. pdf ).

Resuits may be reported as individual compounds and isomers (usually lab results), or as a toxic equivalency value (reports).




FOR ECOLOGY Ii_

REVIEWER USE ONLY For Llstm Sites): -

How dld the Slte come to be known ] Site D:scovery (recewed a report) - (Date Report Received)
5 . g : {3 ERTS.Complaint - ) o

[:i Other (please explam)

Does an Early Notlce Letter need to be sent ' -- Yes D No
If No, please explam why L e

NAICS Code'_(if known)
Otherw;se brlefly explam h

Site Unlt(s) to be created (UmtType} lUpland {ancludesVCP& LUST) O E]Sed:ment
ifmuitlpleUmts_needed pleaseexplamwhy _ R R S

Cleanup Process Type (for the Unit) ] No Process . [] independenﬁ Action -

0 Federai superwsed or conducted

A} Cleanup Started ] Cleanup Complete Actwe O&M/Momtonng

5 _E'ZE No FurtherAchon Requ:red I yes was this a

S:te Manager(Default- mmmegm] Southwest_Reglon -

Facllitylslte ID No (lf known)

Specmc conflrmed contammants mc!ude .

o iubeoﬂ m 30.; T Cleanup Slte ID No (lf known)

;n Groundwater SR Ripdasedne

Sin Other(speofymatnx _ ._ B T

..~ [ Voluntary Cleanup Program 0 Ecoiogy—su;;emsed or conducted

t:_'ansformer spili? -

" propertylslwas used (le, gasstatlon,dry c_lea_neh ';:)_'ein.t_:sh_o_p:, vacant land, etc._):_

"'D Construction Complete Performance Monltonng Modet Remedy Used? [

O

COUNTY ASSESSOR INFO: Please attach to this report a copy of the tax parcelfownership information for each parcel associated with

the site, as well as a parcel map illustrating the parcel boundary and focation.




Additional or Supplemental Information from Observations Page

Due to the sample results at SC3BR3 an additional four soil borings were completed at the site. The
additional borings were completed to the northwest, west, southwest, and east of SC3BR3, respectively.

. SC5BRS: This boring was completed northwest of SC3BR3. Soil samples were collected from
16', 20', and 26' bgs. At 16" a 2” thick band of PCS was noted. At 20' bgs petroleum odors were
noted. The only sample with indications of COCs was at 16' bgs (3,400 mg/kg), the other two soil
samples did not exceed their respective CULs,

. SC6BRO6: This boring was completed west of SC3BR3. Three soil samples were collected from
the boring: at 16 bgs, 19" bgs, and 30 bgs. The soil sample results from this boring did not exceed
their respective CULSs.

. SC7BR7: This boring was completed southeast of SC3BR3.

o Petroleum contaminated soil was encountered at 10" bgs in the form of a thin band of
dark material. A soil sample from this depth indicated the presence of heavy oil at 3,800

mg/kg.
o A thick bank of dark material was additionaily encountered at 16’ bgs. A soil sample
from this location indicated the absence of COCs above their respective CULs.

o An additional soil sample was collected from a restrictive layer at 27' bgs and indicated
the presence of heavy oil at 3,000 mg/kg.

. SC8BRS8: This boring was completed east of SC3BR3.

o Soils at 7' bgs displayed a strong petroleum odor. A soil sample from this depth resulted
in a lube oil detection of 19,000 mg/kg.

o A slight petroleum odor was noted at 10’ bgs. A soil sample from this depth resulted in a
lube oil detection of 5,400 mg/kg,

o . Aband of petroleum was noted at 16' bgs. A soil sample from this depth resulted in a
lube oil detection of 2,200 mg/kg,

o A final soil sample was collected from 27" bgs. Soil sample results from this depth
indicated the absence of COCs,

Additional work was completed at the site to collect a groundwater sample. An on-site boring was
completed to 90' bgs between SC5BRS and SC8BRS. A groundwater sample was collected for gasoline and
diesel analysis only. The groundwater sample results indicated the absence of petroleum contamination in
groundwater at the site. )

The soil contamination at the site appeared to be horizontally and vertically restricted and potentially
resulting from the historic on-site coal bin,

Given the presence of petroleum contamination in subsurface soils at the site, I recommend this site be listed
on the Confirmed and Suspected Contaminated Sites List as a site awaiting cleanup.



