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The Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) held a public comment period from September 3 
through October 19, 2015 for the draft Cleanup Action Plan (dCAP), Consent Decree (CD), SEPA 
Checklist, and Determination of Non-significance (DNS) for the Holcim Inc. Site (Site).  A public 
meeting was held on September 23, 2015.  The purpose of the meeting was to provide the public a 
presentation of Ecology’s proposed cleanup alternative for the Site.  It also provided an opportunity for 
the public to ask questions about the proposal and cleanup project in general.   

The Site is owned by Holcim (US) Inc., the City of Spokane Valley, and Neighborhood, Inc.  The 
purpose of the dCAP is to present Ecology’s proposal for final cleanup of the Site, subject to public 
review.  The CD is the legal document negotiated between Ecology and the Potentially Liable Persons 
(PLPs) that requires the cleanup to occur.  The SEPA checklist documents any adverse environmental 
impact due to the construction of the cleanup remedy.  The lack of negative environmental impact is 
documented in the DNS.    

The purpose of this Responsiveness Summary is to document Ecology’s responses to comments 
submitted to Ecology during the public comment period. 

Ecology would like to thank all those who provided comments. 

One comment letter was submitted during the public comment period.  Based on the comments received, 
no changes will be required to the documents under review; however several comments will help guide 
construction of the remedy as outlined in the responses below.  

The Responsiveness Summary is organized as follows: 

 Comment E-mail with letter attached, received from Mr. Alexander J.W. Scott  of Gonzaga 
University School of Law on behalf of the Spokane Riverkeeper, The Lands Council, and 
Spokane Falls Trout Unlimited on October 19, 2015 

o Response to the Spokane Riverkeeper, The Lands Council, and Spokane Falls Trout 
Unlimited’s comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 













 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Responses to comments: 

Response to Comment 1: 

Ecology understands and respects that Spokane Riverkeeper, The Lands Council, and Spokane Falls 
Trout Unlimited all would prefer complete removal of contamination from the Holcim Inc. Site.  While 
the Model Toxics Control Act does provide preference to the most permanent cleanup remedy 
(excavation and removal in this case), another provision of the law (i.e. disproportionate cost analysis) is 
utilized to determine whether or not the high cost of the most permanent cleanup remedy is justified 
when compared to the cost and benefit of the other Alternatives.  In this case, complete removal failed to 
provide enough added benefit when considering the 5-fold increase in cost compared to the cost and 
benefit of the next best alternative.  

Response to Comment 2: 

The comment indicates that it would be preferential to install an impermeable layer in the form of a 
compacted clay liner to keep precipitation from coming in contact with the Cement Kiln Dust (CKD).  
Ecology has specified, in lieu of a compacted clay liner, that a geomembrane be installed over the waste 
that.  A geomembrane liner should result in a lower permeability than a compacted clay liner and should 
keep precipitation from contacting the waste.  Based on experience at other similar sites, Ecology 
prefers the use of a geomembrane for this site. 

Response to Comment 3: 

During the design phase of the final remedy, Ecology will require the PLPs to design and install 
stormwater best management practices (e.g. evaporation basins, swales, infiltration basins, etc.) to 
control all stormwater that could potentially runoff the engineered cap.  The scope of work attached to 
the CD requires that the PLPs submit an Engineering Design Report (EDR) to Ecology for review and 
approval.  The stormwater management design is a required part of the EDR.  The PLPs will be required 
to manage all stormwater on-site and in concurrence will all applicable stormwater regulations. 

Response to Comment 4: 

Ecology concurs with the desire to ensure the cap is vegetated with appropriate native species.  There 
are many species native to the region that will meet the listed goals (i.e. reduce soil moisture, increase 
evapotranspiration, reduce erosion, etc.) but don’t require more than two feet of soil.  Ecology would be 
concerned with adding an additional topsoil for two reasons: 1) additional topsoil would result in a taller 
landfill cover which would require steeper slopes, and 2) the added environmental impact of hauling 
more soil to the site is not necessary given there are native species that are compatible with the current 
conceptual design. 

 

 



Response to Comment 5: 

Please note that Ecology has communicated its preference that all contamination at the site, as 
recommended in your comment, be removed so the land can be used without any conditions or concerns 
related to contamination.  However, as described in the response to comment 1, the Model Toxics 
Control Act does not allow for the selection of the remedy that is most protective of human health and 
the environment and that uses permanent solutions to the maximum extent practicable if: 

There is another alternative that meets the minimum requirements for cleanup actions outlined in WAC 
173-340-360 and if; 

The incremental costs of the alternative over that of a lower cost alternative exceed the incremental 
degree of benefits achieved by the alternative over that of the other lower cost alternative.   

Please also note that Ecology has no regulatory authority to require Holcim (US) Inc. or others to sell 
their property to a local government or to allow public access to private property. 

 

     

 


