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Washington State

Department of Ecology’s Mission

The mission of the Department of Ecology is to
protect, preserve, and enhance Washington’s
environment and promote the wise manage-
ment of our air, land, and water for the benefit
of current and future generations.

Purpose of this Report

The purpose of this report is to give you an up-
date on how state agencies and programs spent
Toxics Control Account funds in Fiscal Year
1999 (July 1, 1998, through June 30, 1999). Spe-
cifically, this report will show:

® How much revenue was generated during
Fiscal Year 1999 for the Toxics Control Account
fund via the Hazardous Substance Tax, cost
recovery, fine and penalties, Voluntary Cleanup
Program fees, and mixed waste fees;

B Which governmental entities received funds
from the Toxics Control Account in Fiscal Year
1999;

B What accomplishments were achieved as a
result of receiving these funds.

One-hundred five thousand tons of auto shredder fluff were excavated from the Sternoff Metals site in Renton. The material was treated and returned to a portion of the site
that will be developed starting in the summer of 2000. Another area of the site contaminated with PCBs was remediated and is occupied by a clothing manufacturing com-
pany. The rest of the 43-acre site is currently under development by way of a prospective purchaser consent decree. Photograph taken by Sonia Axter, Wilder Construction.




A Message from the Director

Over the years,
money in the
Toxics Control
Account has
fluctuated fairly
significantly, and
revenue collected
from the Hazard-
ous Substance
Tax has been a
challenge to
estimate. Over a
10-year period,
tax collections
have ranged from
a high of $50 million to a low of $34 million.
This lack of stability is mainly due to the
majority of tax revenue coming from petro-
leum products, and the market price of
crude oil surging up and down in response
to market forces. Adding to the uncertainty
are several pending lawsuits against the
Department of Revenue in which oil compa-
nies claim they’ve paid too much Hazardous
Substance Tax and want reimbursements.
These lawsuits could result in the loss of
millions of dollars to the Toxics Control
Account, and ultimately, to the agencies
that receive money from the fund.

The Hazardous Substance Tax, estab-
lished by the Model Toxics Control Act, is
the principal funding source for the Toxics
Control Account, the topic of this report.
The Toxics Control Account pays for
important activities within the departments
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of Ecology, Health, Agriculture, Revenue,
and the Washington State Patrol.

Last year, our Toxics Cleanup Program
had to seek a new source of money from
the Office of Financial Management to help
pay for activities formerly funded through
the state portion of the Toxics Control
Account. For the Department of Ecology
as a whole, financial uncertainties and
new environmental challenges strain our
capacity to effectively protect, preserve,
and enhance our environment. For instance,
in the last three years, we've seen the
number of drug labs in Washington State
double, and the number of contaminated
sites reach more than 8,000.

In spite of funding challenges and the
ramifications of Initiative 695, we do see a
bright future for Fiscal Year 2000. With a
strong and bustling economy, we hope to see
more private sector involvement in our work.

® We intend to accelerate the pace of
cleaning up leaking underground storage
tank sites. One strategy will be to further
encourage liable parties to enter our
Voluntary Cleanup Program to clean up
their sites independently of Ecology.

® We will work to see more business
involvement in “brownfield” sites

(industrial sites that are cleaned up for new
development). We already have the means to
protect prospective purchasers of brownfield
properties from future liability. There are also
loans and grants available to prospective
purchasers. We will continue to work with
citizens to let them know what'’s available.

A Message from the Director

B We will quickly implement our new
Model Toxics Control Act rule by actively
seeking a common understanding with
interested citizens and organizations to
develop and implement guidance for
cleanup.

B We will work to address the unique
challenges facing sediment cleanups
through a focused Sediment Management
Program. For example, working towards a
multi-user disposal site for contaminated
sediments, implementing lessons learned
from the Bellingham Bay Pilot Project, and
resolving outstanding policy issues.

B We will work to understand and act

on the special challenges of area-wide
contamination. Some industrial and
agricultural contamination situations will
require a shift in focus from effects on local
sites, defined in terms of acres, to area-wide
effects, defined in terms of square miles.

® The Toxics Cleanup Program will
continue to stay focused on cleanup work
while also defending against an on-going
lawsuit that challenges the constitutionality
of portions of the Model Toxics Control Act.

We have some significant challenges in the
year ahead of us. But working together,
government, businesses, and the public can
and will protect, persevere, and enhance
Washington’s environment.

Tom Fitzsimmons,
Ecology Director
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Cleanup Environmental Indicators

How healthy is Washington’s environment.
Is the health of our environment getting better,
staying the same, or getting worse? To help
answer these questions, Ecology developed
“cleanup environmental indicators.” Cleanup
environmental indicators are measures of envi-
ronmental quality. They allow us to track the
condition of the environment at contaminated
sites. We can see where environmental progress
has been made and where problems exist.
Presently, our cleanup environmental
indicators tell us:

B How many acres of land and water have
been returned to productive use;

B How much soil, sediment, ground water,
and drinking water have been remediated or
contained (in terms of cubic feet and gallons);

B How much and what kind of contaminants
have been treated, removed, recycled, or
contained.

Below are cleanup environmental indicator
numbers for calendar year 1998 (cleanup
environmental indicator numbers lag one year
behind the fiscal year). These numbers reflect
values reported by staff and are considered
conservative. There are additional cleanups not
captured by this system for reporting cleanup
environmental indicators.

Soil

In calendar year 1998, 145 acres of land with
contaminated soil were returned to productive
use. Productive use means the soil contamina-
tion no longer exists, or the contamination
exists but it’s below levels the state considers
clean, or a legal restriction has been placed on
the property to contain the contamination
(such as a land use restriction).
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As far as volume (this number represents
area plus depth), 3,022,540 cubic feet of soil
were cleaned up, and 2,075,228 cubic feet of soil
were contained.

Ground Water

In calendar year 1998, 2.3 acres of contaminated
ground water were returned to productive

use. If we look at gallons, 31,000 gallons of
contaminated ground water were remediated
and put back into productive use.

Surface Water
1.9 million gallons of surface water were remediated,
while nearly 37,000 gallons were contained.

Drinking Water
51.9 million gallons of drinking water were
remediated.

Although these numbers may sound like a
great deal, take a look at how much water we
use on average per day:

B Taking a Bath or Shower: 15-30 Gallons

® Washing the Dishes by Machine/Hand:
14-60 Gallons

B Washing Clothes: 50 Gallons
B Brushing Your Teeth: 1 Gallon

Sediments

Over 269,000 cubic feet of sediments were
remediated. If we compare years (see table at
right), the total pounds treated, removed,
recycled, or contained in 1998 nearly doubled the
amount reported in 1997 and was a little less
than the weight of the ocean-liner, the Titanic.
In particular, the amount of petroleum product
removed in 1998 doubled the 1997 figure. This
may be due in large part to the December 22,
1998, deadline that required all underground

Cleanup Environmental Indicators

storage tanks to be upgraded to meet federal
standards. In the process of upgrading tank sys-
tems, many gas station owners and others with
underground tanks encountered petroleum con-
tamination that had to be removed and treated.

Table 1: Amount of Contaminants Treated,
Removed, Recycled, or Contained

Base/Neutral Organics 17 lbs.
(found at chemical manufacturing

plants and refineries)

Halogenated Organics (found at auto  |1,537 lbs.
repair shops and dry cleaners)

Metals (found at machine shops and 228,265

foundries) lbs.

Polychlorinated biPhenyls (PCBs) 135 Ibs.

| (found at old electrical shops)

Pesticides 17 lbs.

| (found at farms and orchards)

Petroleum Products 6,729,964

(found at refineries, transfer stations, |bs.
and gas stations)

Dioxins (Dioxin is a combustion byproduct 25 Ibs.
of the burning of several materials. It is
also found as a byproduct during the

manufacture of several chemicals, a |
byproduct from the chlorine bleaching of |
pulp and paper, and in the manufacture |

of other chemicals.)

Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons 62,934
(PAHs) (found at asphalt plants) Ibs.

Total pounds 7,022,894

So far, we have not seen consistent
year-to-year trends from our cleanup environ-
mental indicators, except to say that overall,
we continue to see a significant amount of
contamination removed from the environment.
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History of the Toxics Control Account

The Model Toxics Control Act became law
in 1988 with the passing of Initiative 97. The
purpose of the Act was to:

Figure 1: How Agencies Receive Appropriations from the Toxics Control Account

) ’ Money is continuously In August of July of every odd year is
® Clean up contaminated sites; collected by the every even the beginning of the new
B Improve management of hazardous wastes; Department of year, the biennium. On this date,
W Prevent future contamination through Revenue and budget the agencies can start
pollution prevention. deposited into the process spending the money that

. Toxics Control starts all was appropriated to them
The Toxics Control Account was created under Accotint over again by the Legislature

the Model Toxics Control Act. The primary
source of money into the account is through ’ ‘
a tax on petroleum products, pesticides, and Every August of every

certain chemicals. This tax is known as the
“Hazardous Substance Tax.”

The Toxics Control Account is divided
into two accounts: the State Toxics Control
Account and the Local Toxics Control Account.
By statute, 47 percent of the tax collected goes
into the State Toxics Control Account and
53 percent goes into the Local Toxics Control

even year, Ecology and
other agencies present
their budget requests in
the Biennial
Appropriations Request
Report that is submitted
to the Office of Financial

The budget is signed
by the Governor and
becomes law.

Management (OFM). ‘

The House and Senate review the
Governor’s budget. After reviewing
In January of the budget, they both write and pass

In December of every every odd their own budgets. These budgets go
to a joint conference committee to

even year, the year, the . :
Governgr > A ’ Govirnar's ’ resolve any differences between the

Account. These percentages do not change.
There are other sources of money to the State v’
Toxics Control Account. They are: cost recov-

ery, Voluntary Cleanup Program fees, fines and
penalties, mixed waste fees, and miscellaneous.

The Hazardous Substance Tax his/her budget based budget is two budgets. Once a version of the

As mentioned earlier, the Hazardous Substance on agency input and presented to budget is passed by both the House
Tax is a tax imposed on petroleum products, the Governor’s own the and Senate, it is presented to the
pesticides, and certain chemicals. The tax is preference. Legislature. Governor for approval and signature.
calculated by taking 0.7 percent or $7 per $1,000 If the Governor approves and signs
of the wholesale value of the hazardous the budget, it becomes law.
substance. It is imposed on the first in-state
possessor of the hazardous substance. There are
currently 8,000 different hazardous substances
subject to the tax. However, over 85 percent of
the money collected is based on petroleum
products.

Local governments and local citizen groups apply to Ecology’s Solid Waste & Financial Assistance Program for
grant money from the Local Toxics Control Account. There are specific application periods for the grant programs.

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report History of the Toxics Control Account page 3



Toxics Control Account Revenue and Expenditures: Fiscal Year 1999

Although Fiscal Year 1999 total state expenditures
exceeded total state revenue collected, this was
offset by a fund balance in the State Toxics Control
Account and also by a two and-a-half million
dollar loan from the Local Toxics Control Account.
Due to a decrease in the market price of crude oil,
there was a shortfall in the State Toxics Control Ac-
count. Without the loan from the Local Toxics Con-
trol Account, agencies that received State Toxics
Control Account funds could not have spent the
amount appropriated to them by the Legislature.

State Toxics Control Account
The State Toxics Control Account helps fund ac-
tivities of state agencies. In Fiscal Year 1999, the
departments of Ecology, Health, Agriculture,
Revenue, and Washington State Patrol received
funds from the State Toxics Control Account.

In addition to Hazardous Substance Tax
collections, the State Toxics Control Account
receives money through the following sources:

B Cost Recovery: Ecology recovers the costs it
incurs (from liable parties) for actions taken at
contaminated sites.

B Fines & Penalties: Ecology issues fines and
penalties to liable parties that do not comply
with the law.

B Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP) Fees:
For a fee, Ecology reviews liable partie’s site
workplans, sampling plans, cleanup plans, and
provides technical assistance.

B Mixed Waste Fees: Ecology collects fees from
facilities that mange mixed waste.

Starting on page 5, the report contains a brief
narrative by each agency or program that
received State Toxics funds in Fiscal year 1999.
Details on how the funds were spent is provided.

page 4 Toxics Control Account Revenue and Expenditures: Fiscal Year 1999

State Toxics Control Account Revenue

Taxes $15,494,000
Mixed Waste Fees $4,142,979
Cost Recovery $3,259,590
Miscellaneous $116,647
Voluntary Cleanup Program Fees $356,215
Fines & Penalties $53,907
Total $23,423,338

Table 2: Toxics Control Account Revenue and Expenditures: Fiscal Year 1999

Hazardous Substance Tax

Figure 2: State Toxics Control Account Expenditures

Toxics Reduction ng-am
lox
$5,512,343

Facility & — 0 - . il b -I-:_,
%5’0‘%‘1‘“ 1a SRR 56475

Miclear S OB Gax
S3a93.708 g.5% S o

"\ Environmental

Other Agencles
— Assessment P m
52,415,459 | _ 888975
Sulual:r:rem.m. Preparedness Solid Waste and Financial
$1,653,700 $1,578,

$15,494,000

$17,472,000
Mixed Waste Fees $4,142,979
Cost Recovery - $3,259,590
Miscellaneous $116,647
Voluntary Cleanup Program Fees_ . $356,215
Fines & Penalties $53,907
Total Revenue $17,472,000  |523,423,338
Toxics Cleanup Program 1$8,415,672
|Hazardous Waste & Toxics Reduction Program $359,837 $5,512,343
|Agency Administration, Facility & Related Costs $251,187 $4,100,618
Nuclear Waste Program $3,393,728
Solid Waste and Financial Assistance Program $22,608,756 ]$1L578,949
Spill Prevention, Preparedness and Response Program $1,653,700
Environmental Assessment Program $688,975
\Water Quality Program $647,602
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program $426,800
Total Ecology Expenditures $23,646,580 $25,991,587
Health $1,549,710
Agriculture $256,141 $614,409
State Patrol il — $220,000
Revenue $31,340
|Total All Agency Expenditures $23,902,721 528,407,046
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The Department of Ecology: Toxics Cleanup Program

Ecology’s Toxics Cleanup Program received the
most funds from the State Toxics Control Ac-
count in Fiscal Year 1999. The program was also
responsible for generating a substantial amount
of money for the account. Through cost recovery
and its Voluntary Cleanup Program, the Toxics
Cleanup Program generated over three million
dollars for the State Toxics Control Account.
During Fiscal Year 1999, the Toxics Cleanup
Program used State Toxics Control Account
funds primarily on:
B Cleaning up high-priority contaminated sites
(rank 1,2 or Superfund);

B Cleaning up lower-priority contaminated
sites (rank 3, 4 or 5);

B Providing technical assistance to those
cleaning up contaminated sites;

B [nvestigating, and if necessary, ranking new
sites;

® Providing program support to staff working
on the above activities.

Figure 3: Known & Suspected Contaminated Sites
(July 1988 through October 1999)

owrsI%ht
$1,052,056
Permittin ¢
5984,18

~

3%

kil
Total sites: 8,119 (over 400 new sites in FY 1999)
(These numbers includes leaking underground storage tank sites.)
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Cleaning up High-Priority
Contaminated Sites
High-priority sites are comprised of Superfund
sites and sites Ecology has ranked 1 or 2. Due to
greater health and environmental concerns, Ecol- )
ogy primarily works on high-priority sites. All of ' S
these sites are on Ecology’s Hazardous Sites List.

What makes these sites high-priority? The
answer is the contaminants — the amount, how
toxic they are, and how easily they can come into
contact with people and the environment. Public
concern and a need for immediate response may
also affect which sites get top priority.

There are currently 433 high-priority sites in
the state of Washington. The Toxics Cleanup

Program cost recovers about 75 percent of the
money it spends on these sites.

Figure 4: Status of Superfund and sites Ecology has
ranked 1 or 2 (July 1988 through October 1999)

SN

-

This 1998 photo of the Minitrie Tire Fire site in Rochester was taken 14 years after the fire occurred. A substantial
number of some 300,000 tires on-site burned. Today the site has been cleared of residual tires, ash, PAH-contaminated
soil, and a majority of zinc-contaminated soil. The remediation is complete, and the site is undergoing final vegetation
testing. Photograph taken by Marcel Szyszkowski, P.E., Deparbment of Ecology

The Department of Ecology: Toxics Cleanup Program page 5



Natural Resource Damage Assessments
(NRDA) sites:

A site becomes involved in the NRDA process
when its natural resources (such as fish and
shellfish) become damaged as a result of site
contamination. To date, sites with natural re-
sources damage assessment activities have
mainly been in marine areas and are often
Superfund sites.

During Fiscal Year 1999, NRDA projects
underway included: identifying and adopting
an additional restoration project to restore
a portion of the Puyallup River, continuing
implementation of restoration projects along
Commencement Bay, and settling the liability
of Tulalip Landfill liable parties by having them
provide funds into a trust to be used for restor-
ing injured resources or lost habitat.

Figure 5: Status of sites Ecology has ranked 3.4,
or 5 (July 1988 through October 1999)

Cleanups Pendin
Zzgssltes s

¥
Cleanups in Progress \
166 sites No Further Action
29 sites

Total sites: 450
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Cleaning up Lower-Priority
Contaminated Sites

The Toxics Cleanup Program oversees

450 contaminated sites with a state ranking
of 3, 4, or 5. One-hundred sixty-six of these
sites are in the cleanup process, and another
twenty-nine have been cleaned up. Ecology’s
complete list of ranked sites, the Hazardous
Sites List, is available on the Internet at
www.wa.gov/ecology/tep/cleanup.html.

,f

{ =

This photo taken at the former Tacoma Boatbuildiy 19
facility shows railway ties where spent sandblasting grit
was excavated. The grit, which was high in heavy metals
(such as copper, lead, and zinc), was removed and back-

filled with clean material chosen as good habitat for fuve-
; & JUT

nile salmon. The cleanup was negotiated under a
prospective purchaser consent decree. Photograph taken
by Dom Reale, P.E., Department of Ecology.

The Department of Ecology: Toxics Cleanup Program

Providing Technical Assistance

The Voluntary Cleanup Program allows the
Toxics Cleanup Program to provide assistance to
liable parties on sites that have a low environmen-
tal priority to the agency, but are a high priority
to be cleaned up by the liable party or by a
prospective purchaser of the property. The
Voluntary Cleanup Program allows staff to
advise liable parties or prospective purchasers
before, during, and after their cleanup.

The Voluntary Cleanup Program is made
up of three components: Ecology consultations,
prepayment agreements, and prospective
purchaser agreements.

Ecology Consultation

Ecology consultations are best for routine clean-
ups where a cleanup technology is easily identi-
fied, such as a leaking underground storage
tank site. One may participate in the program
by submitting a cleanup report to Ecology.

For a fee, Ecology staff will review the report
and provide a site determination, such as

“no further action” or “future action pending.”
Since October 1997, 569 sites have entered the
Voluntary Cleanup Program. Two-hundred and
forty have received a “no further action” deter-
mination, and another 302 are still in the review
process.

Prepayment Agreement

A prepayment agreement is an agreement
whereby an individual agrees to pay Ecology in
advance for its oversight. It can be negotiated in
the form of an agreed order or a consent decree.
A consent decree protects a party from future
liability. Unlike Ecology consultations, prepay-
ment agreements are used on larger, more com-
plex sites.

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report




Prospective Purchaser Agreement

These agreements are settlements entered into
by the state and a person or company that
wants to purchase and redevelop contaminated
property. These properties are often referred to
as “brownfields.” Brownfields are properties
that are abandoned or underused because of
environmental contamination from past
industrial or commercial practices.

Under a prospective purchaser agreement,
the liability for the known contamination is set-
tled before the property is purchased. In return,
the prospective purchaser provides resources to
clean up the contamination at the site.

Figure 6: Status of sites in Washington State

Investigating, and if Necessary,
Ranking New Sites

Initial Investigations

The first step in the cleanup process is to
investigate the site. Once the Toxics Cleanup
Program receives a complaint about a piece of
property or the practices of an owner or opera-
tor, a program inspector will go to the site and
conduct an initial investigation. This involves
looking at the present conditions of the site for
signs of possible spills and the use and storage
of hazardous waste. Some sampling may be
involved. During Fiscal Year 1999, Ecology
conducted 304 initial investigations.
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ontaminated sites where a
cleanup is in progress or pending

Contaminated sites where
no further action is needed

The Department of Ecology: Toxics Cleanup Program

Site Hazard Assessments

If it is determined that further work is required
at a site after the initial investigation, a site
hazard assessment may be conducted. A

site hazard assessment provides the Toxics
Cleanup Program with basic information about
a site. The program then uses the Washington
Ranking Method to estimate the potential
threat the site poses, if not cleaned up, to
human health and the environment. A score

of one represents the highest level of concern
relative to other sites, and a score of five
represents the lowest. Hazard ranking helps the
Toxics Cleanup Program target where to spend
State Toxics funds. During Fiscal Year 1999,

90 site hazard assessments were conducted.

Of those, 62 new sites were added to the state’s
Hazardous Sites List.

Program Support

There are many individuals working behind the
scenes to get sites cleaned up. Computer staff,
budget and planning staff, policy staff, public
involvement staff, attorney general staff, and
administrative staff all work together to get
sites cleaned up. All of these positions are
funded in whole or in part by money from the
State Toxics Control Account. Some support
costs are cost recovered from liable parties.

The Model Toxics Control Act Rule Revision
During Fiscal Year 1999, the Toxics Cleanup
Program’s Policy staff completed a
two-and-a-half year negotiated rule-making
effort to revise the cleanup regulation known as
the Model Toxics Control Act. While touching
nearly every section of the existing rule, the
changes mainly fall into three categories:

1) developing clear and usable regulations;

2) including policy and guidance into the rule;
3) changing cleanup standards and modifying
the methods for site-specific considerations.
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Sediment Management Activities

Staff from the Shorelands and Environmental
Assistance Program are involved in many
activities designed to either prevent or clean up
contaminated sediments, including the identifi-
cation of appropriate places to dispose of
dredged material whether contaminated or not.
Staff provide technical assistance and oversight
to regional Ecology staff on sites with contami-
nated sediments and assist with the Bellingham
Bay demonstration project and the lower
Duwamish and Spokane River initiatives.

Staff provide technical assistance and
oversight to the cleanup of sites with contami-
nated sediments. This currently involves
implementing guidelines for disposing of
relatively clean sediments.

Shorelands and Environmental Assistance
Program staff are co-managing a demonstration
project in Bellingham Bay to implement a
cooperative approach to the cleanup of
contaminated sediments. The have also
established and maintain a list of contaminated
sediment sites in Washington State.

page 8

Toxins are dredged out of the Duwamish River. Photograph taken by Martha Turvey, Department of Ecology.

The Department of Ecology: Toxics Cleanup Program
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Department of Ecology: Hazardous Waste & Toxics Reduction Program

The Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction
Program’s goal is to prevent hazards due to
improper disposal of hazardous wastes into the
state’s air, land, and waters. Their two primary
objectives are to reduce the amount of hazard-
ous waste generated and to safely manage
hazardous waste. There are several major
activities designed to accomplish these objec-
tives.

Visiting Facilities that
Generate Hazardous Waste

The Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction
Program is concentrating on providing
information to business and governmental
entities through face-to-face visits with an
emphasis on providing technical assistance to
help them both reduce and safely manager
hazardous waste. Last year, program staff
conducted 1,013 visits.

During Fiscal Year 1999, a program team
assisted 175 middle and high school science
teachers with the storage and management of
chemical laboratory products and wastes. The
assistance included how to arrange chemicals
into compatible storage systems, separating
discarded chemicals for safe transportation
and disposal, and better management practices
in their laboratories. The team found 20 tons of
chemicals in need of disposal.

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report

Promoting Pollution Prevention

It's a state law that businesses producing more
than 2,640 pounds of hazardous waste annually
complete a “pollution prevention plan.” The
purpose of preparing a plan is to determine

if the business can reduce their waste and
chemical use. Staff from the Hazardous

Waste and Toxics Reduction Program provide
technical assistance to businesses preparing
plans. Some 697 businesses in Washington
currently participate in this program.

Making Common Sense Hazardous

Waste Management Decisions

The Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction
Program is using creative ways to make the
Dangerous Waste Regulations workable while
still protecting human health and the environ-
ment. For example, the program has deter-
mined that etchants (sludge resulting from
using etchant solution in manufacturing circuit
boards) can be safely used as a substitute for a
raw material - due to its high copper content.
This allows the etchants to be recycled, rather
than disposed of as a hazardous waste.

Figure 7: Progress Toward the 50% Hazardous Waste Reduction Goal
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Department of Ecology: Hazardous Waste & Toxics Reduction Program

Hazardous Waste Generation

. Hazardous Waste Generation
Corrected for Economic Conditions

128

50% Policy Goal

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
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Providing Technical Assistance on

Hazardous Waste-Derived Fertilizers

During the last fiscal year, staff reviewed
fertilizer-related legislation, interpreted existing
rules, and provided technical assistance to gen-
erators of hazardous waste-derived fertilizers
on compliance with existing laws and regula-
tions. Staff also wrote a report titled “Screening
Survey for Metals and Dioxins in Fertilzer
Products and Soils in Washington State.”

The report was submitted to the Legislature.

Conducting Enforcement

When Necessary

Maintaining a credible enforcement capability
is essential to keeping technical assistance
effective. In most cases, unless there is an
immediate threat to human health and/or the
environment, assistance is offered to help a
business correct the problem before resorting to
an enforcement action. During Fiscal Year 1999,
the program issued six hazardous waste en-
forcement actions totaling $248,000.

Keeping the Public Informed

The Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction
Program has several efforts underway to pro-
vide information to the public. During Fiscal
Year 1999, staff responded to more than 18,167
telephone calls on hazardous waste issues. Staff
conducted 62 workshops on safe waste manage-
ment and pollution prevention — attended by
2,902 people. Staff also prepared a quarterly
newsletter “Shoptalk” to provide the public
with current tips on reducing and safely
managing hazardous waste.

The program also collects a variety of data on
hazardous waste generation/management, haz-
ardous substance use and release, and pollution
prevention. The public can use this information to
monitor hazardous waste in their communities.
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Permitting Facilities that

Treat, Store, or Dispose

of Hazardous Waste

Staff issue permits to facilities that treat, store,
or dispose of hazardous waste and that operate
in a manner protective of human health and the

environment. In Fiscal Year 1999, staff issued
four final permits and modified four permits.

T

Conducting Cleanups at
Treatment, Storage,

or Disposal Sites

This activity involves cleaning up facilities that
have become contaminated with hazardous
waste. In Fiscal Year 1999, staff worked with
businesses to complete eight site closures. Staff
also issued two Toxic Cleanup orders.

An Ecology inspector checks drums for proper labeling and signs of leakage at a Tacoma storage and recycling facil-
ity. Photograph taken by Kerry Graber, Department of Ecology.

Department of Ecology: Hazardous Waste & Toxics Reduction Program
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Department of Ecology: Other Programs

Department of Ecology:

Program Administration

State and Local Toxics Control Account funds
help pay for program administration. These ser-
vices provide the foundation from which Ecol-
ogy is able to address the goals of the Model
Toxics Control Act. They are:

B Executive management oversees the
Department’s mission, goals, and policies;

W Regional directors represent the director in
local communities and provide coordination on
complex local issues;

W [egislative and intergovernmental relation staff
coordinate legislative activities, represent
agency policy to other governments, and
coordinate rule development;

B Education and public information staff provide
primary leadership in environmental education,
community outreach, public involvement, and
media relations;

B Additional costs include computer support,
telecommunications, budget and central
planning, accounting and fiscal services,
records management, mail handling, facility
planning and maintenance, warehousing, and
motor pool services.

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report

Department of Ecology:

Nuclear Waste Program

The Nuclear Waste Program regulates the
storage, treatment, and disposal of dangerous
waste and mixed waste at Hanford and certain
non-Hanford facilities. Mixed waste contains
both a hazardous and radioactive component.

In Fiscal Year 1999, Toxics Control Account
funds helped pay for compliance inspection,
regulatory oversight, technical assistance,
review and approval of mixed waste permit
applications, and providing oversight of the
Tank Waste Regulation System (TWRS). The
TWRS project addresses environmental risks
at the Hanford Tank Farm.

The Nuclear Waste Program collects fees
from facilities that manage mixed waste in the
state. This money goes to the State Toxics
Control Account where it is appropriated to
the Nuclear Waste Program.

* The following pie chart demonstrates
how the Nuclear Waste Program spent its
appropriations in Fiscal Year 1999.

Figure 8: Nuclear Waste Program Toxics Control
Account Expenditures Fiscal Year 1999

Oversight
$1,052,056
o

Permittii
384181
~

3%

Compliance
$780,557
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Department of Ecology:
Solid Waste & Financial

Assistance Program

Ecology’s Solid Waste and Financial Assistance
Program supports and supplements the work
of local governments to properly manage and
dispose of solid waste. There are more than
300 permitted solid waste facilities in the state
from landfills to recycling businesses.

The authority and responsibility to plan for
and permit solid waste activities in Washington
rests with the local jurisdictional health
departments. The Solid Waste and Financial
Assistance Program establishes statewide
regulations, addresses statewide issues,
approves local plans, reviews local permits,
and provides technical assistance to local
jurisdictions. This partnership helps to protect
the environment and human health, while
making the best possible use of resources.

In 1999, the program provided the following
services:

B Provided professional engineering and
hydrogeologic support to local health
departments.

B Provided technical assistance for solid waste
inspections at the request of local health
departments.

B Continued efforts to revise solid waste
regulations to make recycling easier in the state.
These revisions follow legislative direction.

W Assisted counties in developing solid and
moderate risk waste plans and in putting these
plans to practice. (“Moderate risk waste” is
hazardous waste from households or from
businesses that generate small quantities.)
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Department of Ecology:
Spill Prevention, Preparedness

and Response Program

Ecology’s Spill Prevention, Preparedness and
Response Program responds to oil and hazard-
ous substance spills. This involves ensuring
cleanup of “orphan” spills (orphan means the
owner is bankrupt, unable to locate, or nonexis-
tent), acting as on-scene coordinator, investigat-
ing and providing technical assistance or
issuing enforcement actions when appropriate,
participating in drills, and working closely

with federal spill programs. Emergency cleanup
at hazardous waste sites and drug labs are in-
cluded in this activity. Cost recovery is pursued
whenever a responsible party is identified.

Drug Lab Activity

The Spills Program uses Toxics Control
Account funds for handling and disposing

of hazardous wastes found at drug sites. The
number of drug labs and abandoned dumpsites
in Washington State has risen consistently

and dramatically for several years. Ecology
responders statewide have seen labs reach

381 in the first seven months of 1999, compared
to 349 for all 12 months of 1998, and 203 in 1997.
The Spills Program is working hard to reduce
and control the costs associated with drub lab
activity. For example, the Program has devel-
oped relationships with low-cost disposal
partners and pioneered innovative way to
depressurize waste cylinders with law
enforcement assistance. Fortunately, some

Department of Ecology: Other Programs

L&

Toilet water containing sludge from drug preparation.
Photograph taken by Eric Heinitz, Department of Ecology.

law enforcement agencies are helping by
temporarily staging tanks and lab waste in safe
storage so a single run can pick up multiple
labs. Most recently, the federal Drug Enforce-
ment Administration has made cleanup con-
tractors available for meth labs in Washington
State. This has helped stretch coverage for now,
but the workload has far outpaced the funding,
and a more permanent solution to this dilemma
is necessary.

Drug-related materials were burned and
dumped at area in Thurston County.
Photograph taken by Eric Heinitz,
Department of Ecology.
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Department of Ecology:

Environmental Assessment Program

Ecology’s Environmental Assessment Program
is responsible for monitoring land and water
to measure environmental status, trends, and
results. One way program staff accomplish this
goal is by conducting evaluations to identify
sources of toxic substances in priority water-
sheds. Staff quantify the loading of the
pollutants to surface waters and recommend
pollutant load reductions necessary to achieve
compliance with state water quality standards.
Highlights of the year include:

B Completing a study to evaluate the impact
of cleanup activities in Commencement Bay.
Data shows a 90 percent reduction in metal
contamination in the water column as a result
of cleanup activities over the last 15 years.

B Developing Total Maximum Daily
Load/Waste Load Allocations for metals in the
Spokane River. These efforts are designed to
bring the river into compliance with water
quality standards for cadmium, lead, and zinc.

B Determining the nature and extent of
contamination from leaking underground
storage tanks.

B Monitoring the long-term effectiveness of
ground water cleanup.

B Monitoring changes in sediment
contamination in Puget Sound urban bays.

B Analyzing trace metals found in surface
water.

B Identifying and tracking pesticide residues
found in fish and shellfish tissues and sediments.

B Monitoring metal contamination in rivers
(this activity was dropped effective July 1999
due to funding cuts).

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report

Department of Ecology:

Water Quality Program

The Water Quality Program received State
Toxics Control Account funds to pay for activi-
ties that help protect Washington’s water from
contaminants.

Aquatic Pesticide Program

This program is aimed at reducing the risk to
public health and aquatic life from pesticides
that are used to manage aquatic weeds, inva-

i s __-d'_- -

Staff from Ecology, US Army Corps of Engincers, and a commercial pesticide applicator gel ready to apply the

sive plants, and pests. Water Quality staff
develop and interpret rules that pertain to
aquatic pesticides and provide technical assis-
tance to pesticide applicators, lake associations,
state agencies, and others to ensure the wise
use of aquatic pesticides. Staff assist chemical
manufacturers and pesticide applicators and
their clients with information regarding permit
conditions. Staff also provide educational
materials on specific pesticides and aquatic
pest control methods.

X
Y
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chemical, Triclopyr, to the Pend Oreille River. The chentical was used experimentally on nilfoil.

Photograph taken by Steve Saunders, Department of Ecology.

Department of Ecology: Other Programs
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Lower Columbia River

National Estuary Program

The lower Columbia River has been part of

the National Estuary Program since 1995. The
National Estuary Program was established by
Congress in 1987 to identify nationally signifi-
cant estuaries that are threatened by overuse,
development and pollution; and to aid in the
development of local management plans to
protect and preserve these estuaries. Staff from
the Water Quality Program provide assistance to
the program’s management team involved in the
estuary program. The management team consists
of representatives from Ecology, the Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality, the US
Environmental Protection Agency, and citizens.

B e R TR T
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Contaminated Sediment Runoff

Environmental Initiatives

Water quality in the Yakima River is heavily
impacted by irrigation return flows that contain
pesticides and other toxic substances. The goal
of this project is to provide in-field education
and technical assistance to irrigators about

the impacts to water quality from improper
irrigation practices and to provide assistance

to reduce these impacts.

Water Quality Standards for Toxics

Staff provide technical support in developing
water quality standards for toxic substances.
Water Quality staff have worked on risk
assessment issues related to toxics and
provided technical assistance to permit writers
on using the water quality standards for setting

AT
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This photo shows agricultural runoff from Sulpher Creek drainage into the Yakima River. Although the target has
not yet been met, large improvements have since been made due to local efforts. Photograph taken by Chris Coffin,

Department of Ecology.
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effluent limits in wastewater discharge permits.
Staff chair or co-chair committees addressing
the reduction of toxic substances, including

the intra-agency committee developing
Ecology’s strategy on persistant,
bioaccumulative, and toxic chemicals of
concern and the interagency marine toxics
workgroup. The Water Quality Program also
helps fund a project with the University

of Washington’s Economics Departments.
Students are researching the economic value of
Washington’s fish resources. The results of this
research will be used in writing Benefit-Cost
Analyses and Small Business Economic Impact
Statements for several rules.

Department of Ecology:
Shorelands and Environmental

Assistance Program

The Shorelands and Environmental Assistance
Program received State Toxics Control Account
funds to help pay for activities that protect
Washington'’s sediments.

As of July 1, 1999, sediment management
activities were transferred to Ecology’s Toxics
Cleanup Program. See page 8 for more informa-
tion about sediment management activities.

Permit Assistance Center

At the Permit Assistance Center, staff provide
assistance, information, and contacts concern-
ing environmental permitting for business, the
public, and other governmental agencies. The
center is designed to help users comply with
environmental permitting requirements, such
as for solid waste and hazardous waste permits.
Staff answer permit-related questions from
phone or in-person inquiries. In addition, staff
work with federal, state, and local permitting
agencies to facilitate timely and coordinated
project permitting.
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Department of Health

The Department of Health (DOH) receives
funds from the State Toxics Control Account
to perform environmental health protection,
monitoring, and assessment activities. These
activities are directed towards protecting the
public’s health from exposure to toxic sub-
stances released into the environment. The
Department also provides technical consulta-
tions and health education assistance to the
public; organizations; and federal, state, and
local agencies in a variety of program areas.
These include illegal drug labs, state and
federal hazardous waste sites, indoor air
quality, and area-wide contamination issues.

Following is a brief description of a few of
the Department of Health’s accomplishments
during Fiscal Year 1999:

Northern Whatcom County

The pesticide ethylene dibromide (EDB), which
had been used to protect crops, contaminated
an aquifer in northern Whatcom County. A
Public Health Assessment was prepared and a
cancer cluster investigation was conducted to
address concerns raised by the public regarding
contaminated ground water issues. An expo-
sure investigation was also conducted which
demonstrated that residents in the area could be
exposed to 1,2 dichloropropane (1,2-DCP) in the
air while showering with contaminated water.
The health assessment summarized available
health and environmental data, documented
risk, determined potential human exposures

to the ground water contaminants (1,2-DCP),
ethylene dibromide (EDB), and nitrates. The
Department also held a meeting to discuss
issues and concerns, and also to give recom-
mendations on how to reduce or eliminate
exposure.

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report
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Remediation at the Everett Smelter site involves removing contaminated soil and sod from residential homes.

Photograph taken by Dave South, Department of Ecology.

Everett Smelter

The Department of Health provided technical
assistance to Ecology regarding the cleanup
options for the Everett Smelter site.

Able Pest Control

The Department conducted an exposure investi-
gation of apartments built on a former pesticide
facility. The investigation revealed that pesti-
cides were detected in dust samples in the apart-
ments but not in the blood of the occupants.

Department of Health

Hamilton Road

Health concerns from residents exposed to
perchloroethylene (PCE) through their drinking
water prompted the Department of Health to
investigate and prepare a health consultation.
The Department, along with the Department of
Ecology, referred the residents to the Environ-
mental and Occupational Medical Clinic at
Harborview for evaluation and consultation.
The site property owner was directed to switch
residents to a water source that was not
contaminated and to explore cleanup options
for the existing contaminated water supply.
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Contaminants in Fish and Shellfish

The Department of Health provided numerous
technical assistance and consultations to
Ecology, the Puget Sound Water Quality
Authority, and local health agencies regarding
the public health risks of consuming contami-
nated fish or shellfish.

Drug Labs

During the fiscal year, the Department of
Health licensed 9 contractors, 14 supervisors,
and 22 workers to clean up drug laboratories.
In addition, the Department presented 21
clandestine drug lab awareness classes to local
health jurisdictions, apartment owner associa-
tions, the US Drug Enforcement Agency, and
hospitals. As a result, 50 sites were decontami-
nated by contractors and declared fit to reoc-
cupy. During the fiscal year, the Department
also amended RCW.44 to provide local health
jurisdictions with the discretion to determine
when it’s appropriate to allow the use of
non-certified contractors to cleanup drug lab
sites. The result will be a significant reduction
in cleanup costs.

Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad
Skykomish

This is the site of a former railroad maintenance
and refueling facility. The ground water is
heavily contaminated with volatile and
semi-volatile hydrocarbons. The Department
prepared a health consultation to address com-
munity concerns over possible indoor exposure
to vapors from contaminated ground water
under dwellings. Results of the consultation
were presented to the residents at a public
meeting. In addition, a fact sheet was prepared
and distributed to the public.
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Drinking Water and

Public Health Laboratory

The Department continued to develop
contaminant risk ratings for public drinking
water sources across the state. Following
investigations by the Department in North
Whatcom County that examined occurrences
and health implications of certain pesticides, a
statewide effort was initiated to determine the
drinking water quality and sanitary-related
status of all licensed farm worker camps. This
effort has been largely supported by the State
Public Health Laboratory (which has also been
managing the funding for sample analyses
taken at various suspected contaminated sites
in the state). The surveying and sampling of
farm worker campsites is presently underway
and has posed significant challenges for the
Department — given its statewide scope. The
Department has also responded to the need for
drinking water-source sampling (from public
and private sources) when hazardous material
incidences occur or when suspected
contaminated sites are identified.

South Park

At the request of the Community Coalition for
Environmental Justice (CCE]J), the Department
prepared several health consultations related to
sites located in the South Park neighborhood of
Seattle. CCEJ, along with community input,
identified eight businesses suspected of causing
adverse health impacts in the neighborhood.
These businesses include surface coating
operations, a Superfund site, and a waste

oil processing facility. Potential exposures and
associated risks are documented in the health
consultations, along with strategies and recom-
mendations to reduce or eliminate these
exposures, if present.

Department of Health

N

King County International Airport

The Georgetown community of South Seattle

is located next to King County International
Airport and many other stationary and mobile
sources of toxic air contaminant emissions.
These include various industrial operations and
transportation corridors. At the request of the
community, a health consultation was prepared
that reviewed available environmental sam-
pling data, potential emission sources, and
health impacts of the toxic air contaminant
emissions in the area. The health consultation
contains recommendations to further delineate
and quantify the relative contribution of toxic
air contaminant emission sources in the area
using a combination of dispersion modeling
and air monitoring.

Klickitat Valley Sawmill

An old abandoned sawmill site is the subject of
great controversy and concern for the nearby
town of Klickitat. Public health issues such as
asbestos exposure, contaminated soil and
ground water, and physical hazards have been
identified at the site. A health consultation was
prepared that documents site conditions and
makes recommendations to mitigate urgent
health hazards and further delineate environ-
mental contamination and related human
exposures.

Fertilizers

The Department has a continued involvement
in evaluating possible public health exposures
related to recycling of hazardous waste into
fertilizers. The Department continues to be
involved in the design and interpretation of
studies specified in the fertilizer law passed in
1998, including a plant uptake study, a study
of metals in agricultural lands, and studies of
dioxins in fertilizers in Washington State soils.
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Department of Agriculture

Waste Pesticide Identification

and Disposal Program

The Washington State Department of
Agriculture’s Waste Pesticide Identification and
Disposal Program has two primary goals. One
is to significantly reduce and eventually elimi-
nate the backlog of prohibited and otherwise
unusable pesticides stored by users, especially
those stored on farms and other similar rural
locations. The other is to prevent future
accumulations of unusable pesticides through
education focused in the areas of product
storage and handling, as well as improved
planning before purchase.

In the program’s 11-years existence, 887,997
pounds (444 tons) of unusable pesticides have
been collected and properly disposed of from
3,252 participants. Eleven regional and five
special collections were held during the last
fiscal year with 138,490 pounds collected from
445 participants at a total contractor cost of
$224,929.81.

The unusable pesticides are collected at two
types of events: regional and special site. The
majority of pesticides are collected at regional
events. These events are held on a rotating basis
around the state and are similar to household
hazardous waste collections in that the partici-
pant transports their unusable pesticides to a
collection site where a hazardous waste contrac-
tor packages them into hazardous waste dis-
posal containers. Since the pesticides brought to
these sites are fully regulated, the Department
prepares and mails a specific bill-of-lading to
each of the participants - based upon an inven-
tory they submit before the event. This docu-
ment must be in the participant’s vehicle while
on a public road and available to emergency
personnel in case of a spill or accident. The

Model Toxics Control Act Annual Report

Table 3: Waste Pesticide Disposal Projects Perfor:

med by WSDA Fiscal Year 1999 (7/1/98-6/30/99)

Raymond Regional 8/21/98 12 14,134  [$10,241.70 $2.48
Sequim Regional 9/11/98 9 734 $2,388.44 $3.25
Prosser Regional 09/24-&25/98 |52 21,375 $30,046.56 $1.41
Orondo Regional 10/14/98 51 8,477 $16,971.35 $2.00
Othello Regional 3/17/99 75 22,431 $33,542.50 $1.50
Pullman Regional 3/30/99 22 7,563 $13,467.13 $1.78
Clarkston Regional 3/31/99 9 1,938 $3,450.92 $1.78
Yakima Regional 5/10-11/99 81 25,049 _..53.91025'21 $1.56
Ellensburg Regional 5/12/99 9 3,493 $5,441.94 $1.56
[Mount Vernon Regional ~ |5/24-25/99 |45 15,553 |$23,159.31 $1.49
Bellevue Regional 5/26/99 |75 122,326 $33,244.69 $1.49
Ellisford 1 Special Site 9/9/98 !2 1,182 $3,848.43 $3.26
Winthrop 2 Special Site ~ [9/9/98 1 261 $850.48 1$3.26
Tacoma 1 Special Site (A) |11/16/98 |1 2,079 [$3,727.95  |$1.79
Tacoma 1 Special Site (B) |12/11/98 1B (same as A) 320 $3,168.00  [$9.90

acific 2 Sial Site

13/15/99

Total FY 99 16 events |445

1,575 |$2,355.20

1$1.50

$224,929.81 |$1.62

* Pressurized pesticide cylinders were collected as a part of this project. Special handling and disposal was required.
The average amount collected per participant during fiscal year 1999 is approximately 311 pounds.
The average amount collected per participant for the entire program (1988 - June 1999) is approximately 291 pounds.

Department also assists the participants with
packaging materials to enhance safe transporta-
tion and with chemical analysis of unlabeled
containers. The remainder of the pesticides are
collected at special site events. These events are
usually held at the participant’s pesticide stor-

Department of Agriculture

age locations. These events are held at the par-
ticipant’s site due to numerous containers of
unknown chemicals, hazards associated with
transporting due to container condition, and
type of pesticides that could pose a risk to other
participant’s if brought to a regional event.
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After the contractor packages the pesticides,
they transport them to a permitted disposal
facility. Most of the pesticides are disposed
of by thermal destruction. Only pesticides
containing metallic ingredients that cannot be
destroyed by heat (such as arsenic, lead, and
mercury) are disposed of at a hazardous waste
landfill. Many pesticides, such as DDT, are
“land ban” chemicals and are prohibited from
disposal at a hazardous waste landfill.

Implementation of the Federal Food Quality
Protection Act (FQPA) of 1996 may have a
significant impact on the amount of pesticides
that become unusable in the next few years. The
EPA began to determine risk assessments for
the first one-third of the 10,000 food tolerances
in the U.S. during August 1999. As a result,
several prominent organophosphate insecti-
cides have had use restrictions or prohibitions
placed upon them. These first FQPA restrictions
will directly affect the tree fruit industry in
Washington State. Many tolerances are ex-
pected to be revoked or lowered as a result of
FQPA. Once a tolerance is revoked, the specific
pesticide can no longer be used. This has the
potential to create additional containers of
unusable pesticides on farms throughout the
U.S. and will have an impact on the Waste
Pesticide Program. The Program is encouraging
pesticide users to limit the amount of pesticides
purchased so that they may be used entirely
during a specific application or season.
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Pesticide Management

The primary goals are to prevent human and
animal exposure to pesticides, prevent detri-
mental effects that may occur from the use of
pesticides, and protect the environment. Staff
use technical assistance as the fundamental
basis for its activities. This approach has
proven effective in reducing pesticide misuse
and resulting complaints. The State Toxics
Control Account funds one Department of
Agriculture position in the Moses Lake area.
This position carries out compliance and
technical assistance activities.

The Pesticide Registration Program is
responsible for the annual registration of
approximately 8,500 pesticide products, the
evaluation and approval/denial of request
for special local needs registration, the
approval/denial of experimental use permits,
and the evaluation and submission of request
for federal exemption from the requirement of
registration. The State Toxics Control Account
funds two positions in this program. The work-
load of the registration program has increased
tremendously during the last two years. The
workload could not have been handled in such
an effective manner without these two
state-funded positions.

Department of Agriculture
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Other State Agencies

Washington State Patrol

The Washington State Patrol Fire Bureau uses
funds from the State Toxics Control Account

to prepare firefighters in Washington State to re-
spond to incidents involving hazardous materials.
The Fire Training Academy’s mission is to pro-
vide the means for public and private firefighters
to receive live fire training that meets or exceeds
the minimum standards required by federal and
state regulations governing firefighter training.
Additionally, the Academy provides the technical
knowledge and practical training needed by
public and private firefighters to recognize and
contain hazardous material incidents which
threaten our citizens and environment.

The training firefighters receive reduces risk
to both the firefighter and the property they
protect. Funds received from the State Toxics
Control Account are dedicated to instructors,
equipment, fuel, and support personnel
required to deliver classroom instruction in
live fire training in the following areas:

Flammable liquids: Level 1 provides firefighters
with the basic knowledge necessary to identify,
control, and recover various flammable liquid
emergencies. Instruction includes the behavior
of flammable liquids in bulk, fire extinguishing
agents, safety, and environmental concerns.
Students practice their skills while extinguish-
ing a live, flammable liquid fire on an
overturned tanker.

Level 2 provides additional tactical and
fire-ground training and experience with
problems involving flammable liquids, includ-
ing handling a team leader position during a
flammable liquid casualty. The course provides
live fire training using a simulated fuel-loading
dock, fuel under pressure (broken flange), and
a bulk fuel storage container.
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Portable Fire Extinguishers: Students gain
experience in fire-ground problems using
standard pump-type water extinguishers,
stored pressurized water extinguishers, dry
chemical extinguishers, and carbon dioxide
extinguishers.

Liquid Petroleum Gas (LPG): Firefighters learn
the basic properties of LPG, issues surrounding
LPG powered vehicle fuel systems and storage
tanks and their built-in safety features, leak
detection, product identification, and basic
tactics for LPG emergencies. Students practice
attacking, controlling, and recovering LPG fires
on a simulated storage tank, overhead piping,
an impinging jet, and an LPG fill station.

Below: Fire Training Academy students

listen for instructions to next drill.
Photo courtesy of Fire Training Academy.

Other State Agencies

This combination of academic and hands-on
training for first responders enhances emergency
preparedness planning, improves response
skills, and provides students with the incident
command training necessary to mitigate hazard-
ous materials incidents. Additional instruction,
such as incident command, using a self-con-
tained breathing apparatus, and search and
rescue is also provided. This training is vital to
ensure minimal loss of life and property to all
citizens throughout the state of Washington.

The Fire Training Academy provided 89,504
hours of practical and classroom instruction
during Fiscal Year 1999.

Department of Revenue

The Department of Revenue oversees the
collection of the Hazardous Substance Tax.
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Local Toxics Control Account

The Local Toxics Control Account is used

to fund grants to local governments. The
Department of Ecology, specifically the Solid
Waste and Financial Assistance Program,
administers the grants program.

Local governments may use grants for the
cleanup of contaminated sites or for programs
to manage solid and hazardous waste. Funds
from this account can also be used to provide
drinking water to local jurisdictions whose
wells have been contaminated as the result
of a contaminated site.

Local Toxics

Control Account Revenue

Although Fiscal Year 1999 total local expendi-
tures exceeded total local revenue collected, this
was offset by a large beginning fund balance in
the Local Toxics Control Account.

Local Toxics Control Account Revenue
Total $17,472,000

Figure 9: Local Toxics Control
Account Expenditures

Solid Waste and
Financial Assistance
522,608,756 —

Fadiity
/

DepaM§nt of nsnculrure

Department of Ecology:
Shorelands and Environmental

Assistance Program

Ecology is working with the Environmental
Protection Agency, US Army Corps of
Engineers, Department of Natural Resources,
Puget Sound Action Team, and the Washington
Public Ports Association to design and construct
a multi-user disposal facility for contaminated
sediments. The lack of readily available
disposal options represents a significant barrier
to completing sediment cleanup actions,
waterfront development projects, and routine
navigational dredging actions.

Local Toxics Control Account monies are
being used to help fund the technical studies
and programmatic environmental impact state-
ment for siting one or more disposal facilities.
The draft programmatic environmental impact
statement was distributed for public comment
in February 1999. The project team reviewed
public comments and published a final
document in October 1999. The project team is
currently developing a scope of work for
second phase of the project that will include:

(1) evaluation of treatment options,
(2) resolution of ownership /operation responsi-
bilities, and (3) site-specific studies.

cy Admmistratfan
and Rela(ed

Hazardous Waste and

1.8% \ Toxics Reduction

horelands and

Environmental Assistance
$416,800

Total $23,902,721
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Local Toxics Control Account

Department of Ecology:
Hazardous Waste & Toxics

Reduction Program

In 1998, the Legislature passed the Fertilizer
Regulation Act, amending RCW 15.54
(Washington Commercial Fertilizer Act) and
RCW 70.95 (Solid Waste Management Act).
Ecology staff wrote the fertilizer review criteria
and began setting up the soil amendment
process during the spring of 1998. Since July
1998, the following work has been undertaken:

® Working with the Department of Agriculture
on fertilizer bill implementation, including a
fertilizer registration process and a crop uptake
study;

B Testing agricultural soils for presence of
dioxins (54 sampling sites);

B Providing technical assistance to generators
of waste-derived fertilizers on the new testing
requirements and application process.

Department of Agriculture

The Department of Agriculture is mandated
by Chapter 36, Laws of 1998, the Fertilizer
Regulation Act, to conduct a comprehensive
study of metal concentrations in plant tissue.
The Department entered into an interagency
agreement with Washington State University
for this study in 1998. For Fiscal Year 1999,
$258,000 was appropriated to the Department
from the Local Toxics Control Account. The
total spent for the study in Fiscal Year 1999 was
$256,141.
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Department of Ecology:
Solid Waste and Financial
Assistance Program

Coordinated Prevention Grants
Coordinated Prevention Grants are awarded to
local governments to help prevent pollution
from improper management and disposal of
solid waste and moderate risk waste. The grant
program runs on a two-year cycle. Grants from
1998 totaling $14.9 million will continue
through December 31, 1999. During Fiscal Year
1999, an additional $1,305,640 was awarded,
allowing $2,055,508 in costs to be leveraged by
local governments. Local match rates range
from 25 to 40 percent of project costs eligible for
grant funding depending on the local economic
situation.

The program funded the following types of
projects:
W Inspecting facilities and pursuing illegal
dumpers;
B Permitting facilities and activities;

B Collecting and disposing of household
hazardous waste;

® Working with businesses to find ways to
reduce and recycle their moderate risk waste;

B Teaching people how to prevent waste and to
recycle;

B Providing curbside and drop box collection
of recyclables;

® Providing yard waste composting.

An additional $771,777 was spent on
amendments to existing grants.
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Recipient Grant # Total Project Cost LTCA Fund Dollars
AN 0 o i 5w 5w sl Las Sek deld i GOOD09L i e viaie WG e BIOLO00:. 5 s s Sia o & $60,600

Brumclaw CHyof . v« «viv vooie vioe v siwn s GIBOOIBYL 4.0 v v wwss sisis 5w P2EBO0. . s w5 owrr v s 514,916

PranBUaCo: o vn 5 e o et s wms G S GB00264 . o vn va e wai S0 IE e wwn seE e $161,345

BIANKHE COL st wowmn sl Fiahe sty wis sgoifer 3 GSIENOTIBA, et s 2507 WA DODIRAZY - it i w B wamsr $41,431

Longview CHYOE 5 i oan o s wse wiere @ s GIHOLBS i o e wismi wiwi e SANBIG: o v vk i Blens e $27,497

Mason CoDEDY ., . vs 5o soms wimie siirie simis o G9900026 . . . .o v v e e e $TE000) <ooe Aradd srses ims $18,000

NETrcomnty HLEY s i vuos e e s vieia s GO0 .. v o souis wiwis saeie S AN = ae siais SR B w $53,809

Oak BarborCHTeE vy sie mied soed i seme IO sy o e vk BZO033 S b b Aed, $45,620

Redmond Gty of . v « ao v wain e weia s GOBOZEE i o i 505 w0ata wiowsis BO5.00%: o o v i o ol & $57,055
Ketton GVl s 3 s mis v ms s e sivie Mus o GUO00258G 9 s U s s naE SIB20E:. sex mm wnmm 2 4 $61,953

SAATUANCO! « i w b e e ey B v 8 GIBDOZTL o« ioa sase saie we SIBBO0: v soivim siors wwis $10,140
SkamariaCONntY & & & v somug Sras B0E Higow s GOOOTEE a0 505 0 des Bed T $96:339: s Pew ma ke vl b $72,254

TacomaCy oF s « w6 0w soie Gsd S e GI900205 s wanie wem, e s 5668,260 oo v winis win waie s $400,956

TINEREON GO =g wvia moiom S s SN A LELE L0 ) R i i g SI03388 oo vl Wi Wi & $212,033

WhitmannCo B o oa soinn sis oo widve aneie SIBONZIB .. s w0 i e wnnia $AZTB0 <ve wros wiw wiw v $28,437
Weodland Cityof . . . - o7 cvis 556 son siein o GOODIEL 5 sci oo 5o mel P09 -5 s wew v e $39,594
Total $2,055,508 $1,305,640
Breakdown of Coordinated Prevention Grants by Activities:

HazartdotS WAStE PIENIIAE - i « o0 5/ 0600 @ auis 8 5.0 8 8 e et e o siee i oo 860 (60005805 610006 Y00 B850 3 $22,190
Household Hazardous Waste Tmplementation: ... . . v.o0 v vnv v vmva ninne simanssios s vom s simie s $78,450
Household Hazardous Waste Collectionand Disposal. . . . . .. .o oo i i i i i i oo i i o e o e e ens $118,023
Moderate Rigk Waste <Capital . i« oran s mpie e e e e i ol i e 4 40506 Basita e 615603 @i $69,051

Simall Oaritity Generator INplEMEntAoN.: . v v v s w5 vwis & nws  Bw BoeEis o 5 s e $3,750

Boltd WSS HROTOaMEBIY o0 5.5 575 500505 S8 Bt iie Rl b e 5 5,80 5 o A L et 5l 2% S8 8 it $82,246

Waste Reduction and Recycling - Activities . . . .. o o v v v i ii i i i s vsn i $313,258

Waste Reduction and Recycling - Capital: © ..c 5w cn i cnen v vion v aieii ¥ sa v sen @ atite v s & & $618,672
Total $1,305,640
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Remedial Action Grants

The Remedial Action Grants Program provides
funding for local governments facing cleaning
up contaminated sites. There were five catego-
ries of remedial action grants awarded to local
governments in 1999.

® Nine local governments received grants
for the study and remediation of typical
contaminated sites, including landfills
and sites with future public use

(total $4,262,343);

B Five local governments received Brownfield
grants (A Brownfield is an abandoned or
underused property that is contaminated from
past industrial or commercial practices)

(total $1,773,774);

B Seventy-three local governments, mostly
school districts, received grants for the removal
of underground storage tanks and cleanup

of related soil or ground water contamination
(total $3,438,982);

B Ten county health departments received
grants to continue or begin investigating
contaminated sites and preparing Site
Hazard Assessments

(total $1,173,800);

B One grant was awarded to provide clean
drinking water to residents whose water supply

was contaminated due to a contaminated site
(total $1,357,875).

An additional $3,010,596 was spent on amend-
ments to existing grants.
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Recipient

ARBCOrtes CIFOF o v sais s waw wmoa e e
Asotin CoFireDistNo.1. . . . ... ........
AvbutniiCItY OF. v vooow 500 soaie ssw son s s
AuburnSchool DIt . i ves vos ses siag alas
Bellingham Portiok. ..o vivis waos wes oma s
Bothell Fireand EMS . . . .. ............
Bremertort CRY Of « v oov vov view sas o o oin s
Bremerton'Portof . v i sein vaa g3 2qa
Bremerton-Kitsap Co Health Dist . . . . . .. ...
Central Valley School District . . . ... ......
Cenbralla CIF L. .« 20w e wovim smmosmmne 2 s
Centralia City of . .. .oos oo s v v v
Centralia School Dist . . . . .............
ChelanCityof ..o oo sin caimmnvas se
CollatCHYOE 5. 5. o7 5008 ek Sunuan s acsib: 5%
Des Moines CHYOE .« va v ivseviamm i e
BUerclE GRY OF . oo 0 s dle bk o mm g
Bverson ity of .+ wovns s s wnem save s
Gig Hatbor City oF « i 6.05 4.0 5o v mies
Gold BaE Gty of b con o woms wosay was mad
CreantCOPUR S o w2 vl wa awi sian e
GrantiCo o ou o e wien sows wre wimie scem e a
Grays HarborPortof . . ... ............
Grays Hathor POrtof , . vvix oo sinie son s e
W CaHDY: us5 wei il @ vanve s, oat
Kelso School District . . . ..............
KentCHYoF « . v wvs asin anded Sagia §305 65203
King Co Transportation. . . . . ...........
Kitsapilos o < ww ¢ @ dmvassie i S sl
KHSEPCO. b vsace waio e vioie srem s o s
KIS GO0 vis o vcs 5ive wwas aom an sy e
Kittitas Public Schools
KllatabCog s v oin aavs s sisms v sas e
T O 0 PR O s s
TOWISIEO i v s joams aiaise wobaw st Sble sioerse
LyndenCity of s ».- o 550 5573 b S Fimee oovion
Mason CoFireDistNo.2 . . . ... o0 v v oo
Medical LakeCityof . ................
Napavine School Dist. . . .. ............
Naselle-Grays River Valley Schools. . . . .. ...
North Beach SchoolDist . . . . .. .........
NorthBendCityof . .................
North Bonneville Cityof . . . ... .........
North Mason School Dist No.40. . . ... ... ..
North Thurston School Dist . . . .. ........
Oak HarborCtY OF + va » v i aid Liaok §aiy +iais
Orondo School Dist . .+ v v o v oiv woor w00 sieie
Othello School District . . ... ...........
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GIBOOILL. v o s woa s BAREER i i csctn, v e $163,024
GIIOU0BB. - sov%ian & e aia o STO.s v iata ek BT e $3,787
GIORTB. i e o ow s B BR2FTOE . v i v wiimie dpiwe e $114,584
GRS o v v B E el $A75.506 i v vais S W $237,753
CONDITF o o cinim ey v w5 SLAOA00 v con sovne mmw $1,240,000
G208 & o v w0t e e SOA00. ., Jiaiy eel EEe e $2,695
GOFD02TX . & cin s siw 0 w8 $1,000000 . . ... .. cuv - $500,000
GIOYR6 = o+ v e s s B220500 o v wew wew ns $110,250
G9900216 . . . v v v v v e SO0 .4 vaio T m moew e $150,000
GIBD0296 x5 v st wes wia BEBA00 . oo v siim wana s $29,050
G9900108 . . - . o . v ev v $E2.000). .0 x v cinie wpin e $31,500
GO00122: -~ & i wein wwa @ g L2000 5 v weis stane wk $481,500
G9900083. . . . ... ue e L T S $5,601
GI00TTL ccovm wmve svmine it ava BIGB2 o s siaimeranans $8,016
GOMNGTS < . s & s et s s P YA A e SR $3,750
E00056) 56 i svics: wobw we BLIZAPE o o wiais svivss wmies $56,063
GIWONZZ 55 005 5 b 5ib= w0 STESUAN = 50 wmive & S04 R S o $377,570
(6] 12105 £ - BBAION - o s snow s s G $26,600
GIMIN. ¢ o Fn e a5 S $7884 0 o s e EaTE s $3,742
QORI wvexs wiriess wmm somss i BIDTBE": 2o couns sve w6 $14,883
GOMORED .z o6 v s i $IO906. s s EEE 85 $9,953
GO0 o 15 siiwie siwm srese e PEEO:c oo simim wom @ o $54,375
GOR0008Y. o vws Sy Bas i BEOATE . viovd ava i ee B WK $19,632
GOSIOEIR . o ices s o Az $309.332 . sov biamrin o mor ara $81,999
KIIBOOEBR i 4 o S s e PBEEID s e @ ¢ wd waE 0 $87,595
G9900055 . . . v v vve e T G $17,125
GO0 <c vavam g uw s $LEB0A00. i iioiwin s $625,000
G9900149 . . ... ... ... SE0082Y0) & o v e momianmy $502,108
GIA0ANT < s e s SLBBOO0: i cowe woes s 2 $664,000
GI900215 . . . v voae ey % T R S SN $218,063
G078 <.v wen wae wTE s S2680,000 ;0 i< ven s $2,010,000
GIDO0ID6:. ... - vs v -3 bt RS Wy P $9,677
GINOAT v i i woem we BTBED . o www W e $20,739
B4 1,00 [P PARBOD. oo s R TA Fe $24,333
GIWOIE . o own siens s whe BALOZ . .o s wam wew wa $24,819
G9900165 . .. ... vivw v BI000000: e 5065 24 8 &7 0 $50,000
GIROIOZ- o oo wa wowm srse we PIONL. . s e v e $6,819
G2 3 i @ ihp 5w 500 we Ly e e R s $2,111
a1, i L SIAM . oo wein ey e s $19,068
GONIB0 . i s vwm i Ee e QR o o SRR SR T $18,261
GIWNL2L . . ..oovvw e v BIOB TR v v vin 5o miwan $124,704
G012 v 5 od a ww w e s SORIR L won e s aNe W $4,939
(25271187 U TP o BLBIE, & oowit mare e wowos pos $1,269
GIFOOAORY & coi b a wwm it VEss 0s $34416 - vz v va $25,812
G9900152 . . . ... v L G L N $8,226
GILEY - ¢ e mc0n sa $60BIO-: o sk ik wam s 530,418
GUINT2L. ¢ oo s wopis miwon v w OB M e it b s wame $1,980
GOBDDROB - o cic v s aw S000 - s v i aes s $22,500
GIOTZ0 . v v vw e v miies i BRI 6o sede i e we $15,000
BN s woce wims maoh @ B30300 < ivis e i W wa $29,475




Recipient Grant #

Peninsula School Dist: o« suv vai es 56 s G9900176
Pierce CoFire Dist No. 5 s vo v vinie sino s 5s G9900209
Pievte COPaES ... v sion i siew s n v G9900129
Port AngelesPortof. . . . .............. G9900195
Port Angeles School Dist . . .. ... ........ G9900168
Port Townsend Portof . . ... ........... G9900151
Puyallup Cityof . . .« woo woi vws ces 2as s G9900172
Puyallup SchoolDist . . .. ............. (G9900124
Puyallup SchoolDist . . . . ............. G9900154
Quinault Lake School Dist . . . . .. ........ G9900161
Quincy SchoolDist . . .. .............. G9900164
Rainier School District . . .............. G9900100
Rednond Cityiof +:5 vv v vie 5 v i sisie sass G9900091
Redmond Cityof . .................. G9900198
Benton SEhool Dist . cvwovoe v sian siaos wins G9900133
Richlsnd Gty of v 3 v iis 5585 556 e wee G9900138
Riverview School District. . . . ... ........ G9900199
San Jurn COWNY',. .« & wis & a5 wi 6e7s e auivi G9900052
S TREN COUWET 0 ) 413 596 somv Sess moss svss G9900118
San Tuem GOt i 5w o 6% G B AT S G9900202
SEARIG QDR @ ot oownd st MR Blno vors s (G9900080
Sequim School Dist#323 . & vy v cnw vaw s G9900078
SRAFIEED o by i wril Ak snolk Bt B S G9900099
ErohanaiCo o2 it Bl Praw Yaw FEE S G9900139
Sroqualmde OIFOF oo crais cvern wmiw s s G9900021
South Bay FireDist#8. . . .. ............ G9900169
Southwest Washington Health Dist. . . . ... .. G9900150
Spokane (City of) FireDept . . . .......... G9900087
Spokane HealthDist . . ............... G9900232
Spokane International Airport. . . . ........ (G9900153
Sunnyside School Dist . . .............. G9900125
TacomaGityof. ... vo v mew siwwsnan wu G9900184
Tacoma MetroParks . . ............... G9900221
Tacoma School DSt .. o vv s vais vin s na win o G9900155
Tacoma-PierceCoHD ................ G9900115
TOE DRHEECAIIBE . i wie s wie 5 Eib o o bia 2 G9900157
Thurston Co PublicHealth. . . ... ........ G9800274
Thurston Co Road & Trans Dept . . .. ...... G9800262
Toledo-Winlock Airport . . .. ........... G9900167
TumwaterSchool Dist . ... . ov o vis sy vome s G9900228
VeraWater & PoWer . « i3 45t o bu vais w56 § G9900134
WallaWallaGityof . . ... ............. G9900054
WallaWalla G0 . s v v oows 5 giag s 4 G9900079
Wl WaHaPOREaR, o v S e nibvre arand sl G9900163
Walla Walla School Dist . . . ............ G9900130
Wellpinat Sehool DSt & 00 0w wrms 038 ps 3 G9900098
WHIEOMCO 5. va. o i wiine waniss st wiva wiieis & G9900186
YakimaHealthDist , . . . . ... .. .00, G9900223

Total
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.......... $102378 . . .. ..........8%51,189
.......... 2L ] IR N R PRSP 1 - 31 b |
.......... $41966..............%20983
.......... $47.540 . . v - v on o0 on o 335,655
.......... $179818. . ............589909
.......... §26956.. 5 v v i 0w s - $13,478
.......... S2IADE - o i v v e w SIT213
.......... PADTAR s wiavs wosm wimcs v il SO
.......... SI0BR. - -, i v ves nae o o S6840
.......... FIBBTO.: o wii svirte e wiss S BHGINT
.......... $92,080..............%46,040
........... S« o coes s s o owns o B2ASD
.......... S265.862 . uc v e o 09132931
.......... BIDEOG o 0 c0i s sam wsie e STATE
.......... $8B558: ook i wen s $4LD70
.......... S0 « cvis sien mwion won 5 BOLE0S
.......... ISV s winii siwia wam v 5 SVZ858
.......... LB o 3 s s e e 2 HHIID
.......... 120864 i i v v wes #33518
.......... $21,9B0 ¢ 100 vvw ninn own - 510,990
......... $2,220000 vuiw wiem il v 9 $E110:000
.......... $186990. .......00 ... .$93495
.......... 880000 5 <o wie wam wnos SE80,000
.......... $40,000 ... .......... $200,000
.......... 20512 Lov v v wae - B10256
........... $TD00; 5 w25 Fbld musen b i PIEDD
.......... $80,000..............%80,000
.......... SIS vt vk s e ST HE2
.......... $100,000 . ............ $100,000
.......... SITDTO: i % iiv wid s e v o SORTE8
......... T o R .. .
.......... $119416. . < v v os 55s 54859708
.......... $624,194 ... ..........%$312,097
.......... SI7.088. 5 ooa sxs awis oz 5 852D
.......... $200,000 .. ...........$200,000
........... B636. o cnow e e sl $T20T
.......... $283330 . ............$283330
.......... $I68BE8 . i i v vae vs 384429
........... s | [ . 7 S (]
.......... S0000 ooa ¢ ars e s on-$45000
.......... PI00D ;o4 deave o some wie 915000
.......... BBV o wan sew sns s BRRO6RD
.......... D078 e ik e e e os SEB3TD
.......... BOBMIB . oi wiivs siew wiws wow SIZ718
........... S000 sovs £ 0t ek e oos BESHD
........... 6,660 « vin w i wiis e e 995
.......... STEBIN G675 w2 s mans 5w SIABTD
.......... $100,000 . . ........... $100,000

$19,183,997 $12,006,774
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Public Participation Grants

The Public Participation Grants Program
provides citizen groups and not-for-profit
organizations with funding for projects that
educate and involve the public in waste issues.
For Fiscal Year 1999, the public participation
grants were funded by both the Local and State
Toxics Control Accounts. In 1999, the program
provided grants for 22 projects, which helped
people:

B Understand and comment on cleanup
proposals at eight cleanup sites;

B Prevent pollution and encourage good
environmental stewardship;

B Learn about chemical and integrated pest
management in and outside the home and
school;

B Recognize businesses that prevent and
reduce hazardous waste.

page 24

Recipient Grant # Total LTCAFund STCA Fund

Project Cost Dollars Dollars
Brackett’s Landing Foundation. . . . . ... ......... G9900103 .. ... $40,000 . ... $40,000 . .......
Clark Co Haz Waste Citizen Task Force. . . . . . ... ... G9800231 ... .. B2900005 oia s aia s s 3 $29,000
ColumbiaRiverUnited © . viw v wan v v 5 aiss v sss G9900110 . . . .. $32.000 . .. $32000 . & owivinowown
Green Zone Committee . . . . . . . . . v v v v v i v v v uun G9900101 . .. .. S30,700. . . B30700 . v voos s s
Hanford Education Action League. . . .. ... ....... G9900102 . . ... $15000. ... %5000 . . ......
Harstine CommunityClub . . . . .. .. ... ........ G9900188 . ... .. $5900% ¢ ¢ o B000 oL s v
Heart of America Northwest . . . .. ... .......... G9900189 . . ... £32.000 . . .. 832000 < ¢ vinowss
Nisqually Delta Association. . . . .. .. vo v vn v oo G9800267 . . . .. BR800, couis 5 sins o e 8 $25,000
Northeast Everett CommunityOrg . . . ... ........ G9900119 .. ... £60,000. ... 9560000 . ..., ..
Northwest Ecobuilding Guild . . . .............. G9900187 . . . .. 25568 5 « un B25.868 4w swis v i
Olympic Environmental Council . . . . .. .......... G9800259 . . . .. SO0 icwse 5 sacis w_wmie. $30,000
Olympic Environmental Council . . . .. ... ... ... G9900142 . . . .. $35,000:. . .- 335,000 « o vowe o
Puget Soundkeeper Alliance . . . o2 s v v vvn 4 v e G9900177 . .. .. $32980 . ...%32980 ........
QuUInCy-CONeern & & did 5 565 3 ¥oih ¥ §86 3 95§ a4F G9900231 . . . . . $30,000 . ... %30,000 ........
RO SOMITE 1y v siess Deitiicd o Soet S mes B fesim 5 il Gl G9900222 . .. .. $14,695 . ... %14,695 . ... .. ..
Resource Efficient Building Council . . . . ... .. ... .. G9900141 . ... .. $9,900. .. .. ..59900 .....00 ..
Snohomish Citizen/Business Alliance. . . . ... ...... G9800252 . . . .. $25.000s v 55655 7 e 3 $26,000
SW Puget Sound Watershed Council . ... ......... G9900230 . .. .. $16875 . = oo BIBBZD . v wie ws
Wa Pest Consultants Association. . . . ... ... ... ... G9900173 . . . .. $16350°. « 0w B16:350 .5 v 05w o s
Wa Physicians for Social Responsibility . . .. .. ...... G9900143 . . . . .. 900 e o+« BT200 < novin v s
WaTownesCodliier n 4 asms & sidot 2 Sdle & Beis,F fwra G9900225 . . . .. $25.000 ; : <= $25.000 <5 v ve v
Washington Toxics Coalition . . . ... ... .. .. G9900041 . .. .. SOLBON < snns e sisnn & wiara $21,800
Total: $563,468 $431,668 $131,800

Local Toxics Control Account
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