
ATTACHMENT 2 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
COUNTY OF RAMSEY 

MINNESOTA POLLUTION 
CONTROL- AGENCY 

In the Matter of the 

3M Oakdale Disposal (aka Oakdale Dump) Site 
Oakdaic, Washington County, Minnesota 

under the Minnesota Environmental 
Response and Liability Act, 

Minn. Star. §§ II5B.01-H5B.24 

REQUEST FOR 
RESPONSE ACTION 

3M Company (3M) (formerly known as Mim~e~ota Mining and Manufacturing) 

NOTIFICATION OF. OBLIGATIONTO TAKE RESPONSE ACTION 

Th:~s-document is issued by .the Minnesota Po’llution CO}ltrol Agency (MPCA) and 
constitutes a Request for Regponse Action (RFRA), as authorized.by Minn. Stal. 
§§ 115B.17 and 115F1.18. 

¯ -B. YOU ARE HEREBY NOIIFIED that lheMPCA has made the following 
determinalions: 

The 3M Oakdale Disposal Site (Site) locat~Sd in Oakdale, Washington County, 
Mihnesota, is the location of a release or threatened of hazardous substances 
or pollutants or contaminants and constitutes a facility~ within the meaning of 
Minn. Star. § 115B.02, Subd. 5(3); 

There have been one or more releases at or from the Site within the meaning 

of Minn. Stat. § 115B.02, subd. 15 and continue to be releases and threatened 

releases of hazardous }ubstances or pollutants, or contaminants; 

The substances released are hazardous substances within the meaning of 
Minn. Stal: § 115B.02, subd. 8; 

4. The releases and threatened releases are from one or more facilities; 

5. With resp.ect t0 thes~ r~leases and threatet{ed release~, 3M company is a 
respc~nsible person within the meaning of Minn: Star. {} 115B.03£ subd. 1.(2); 

6. The actions requested in the RFRA are reasonable’and necessary to protect the 
public health or welfare or.the environment; and 

~ Terms used in the RFRA and the Exhibits to the RFRA are defined in ~,ttachment I11 to the 
Board Item prepared for the issuance of the RFRA. 
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3M Oakdale Disposal Site 

Minnesota Environmental Response and Liabili~y Ac! 

Oakdale, Minnesot~ 

Request for 

Response Action 

7. The schedule for beginning and completing the requested aclions in this- 
RFRA is reasonable. 

Having made these determinations, the MPCA formally.requests thai 3M 
,Company take the response actions described in Section 11I of this RFRA. A 
timetable fbr beginning and completing the actions is established in Secti0n IV. 
The reasons for the requested actions are set out in Section II. Section V 
describes the intention of the MPCA to take action if3M fails to take the 
requested response .,action within the timetable established in Section IV. Section. 
V also des{ribes the consequences of failure to satisfactorily respond to the 
RFRA. Cost reimbursement ob]igalions are described in Section VI. 

3M must notify the MPCA stall in writing by May 15, 2007 of its intention~ to 
undertake the response actions requested in the RFRA. Failure by 3M to notify 
the MPCA staff by May 15, 2007 of its retentions to undertake the response 
actions, may result in a determination by the MPCA under Mira,. Star. § 1.t 5B. 17, 
subd. l(a)(3).that the actions requ.ested will not be taken intbe manner and within 
the time requested. 

Notificaiion of the intent should be sent to Gary L. K!’ueger, Superfund and 
Emergency, Response section, Remediation Division, Minnesota Pollution 
Contr01-Agency, 520 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, Minnesota, 55155, telephone . 
’number (651) 296:6139. 

]f3M fails to’take the requested actions inthe manner and within the time set 
forth in this RFR.A, the MPCA may proceed to make a Determination That 
Actions Will. Not Be Taken in the Manner and Time Requested. Upon making 
such a determinalion, the MPCA may authorize litigation lo require 3M to take 
necessary response actior~s and/gr reimburse the state for cogts incurred if the state 
elects to implement response actiong. These steps are described’~nore fully in 
Section V.                                                                ~ 

II. REASONS FOR THE REOUESTED ACTION ’ 

Samples of soil, ground water, surface water, sediment at the Site indicate that releases of 
perfluorochemicals (PFCs) constituting hazardous’ substances PFOA and PFOS, 
spdcifically perfluorooc!anoic acid (PFOA) and pe{fluoi’ooctanesulfanate (PFOS); have 
occurred at the Site. The Site meets the definition of a "facility" and is the source of 
releases or threateued releases of hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants. 

The 3M Oakdalc Disposal Site has been the snb.iect of previous m~vironmental 
investigations and response actions Io address releases and threatened releases of 
hazardous substances other than PFOA and PFOS. MPCA and 3M entered a Consent 
Order on July 26, 1983(amended on May 22, 1984) \vith respect to these releases and 
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3M Oakda]e Disposal Site 

Minnesota EnvironmenlaI,Response and Liabilily Act 
Oakdale, Minnesota 

Request ’foi- 

Response Action 

th~:eatened releases..t~ecaus,e MPCA had no knowledge of the release or threatened 
release of PFOA and PFos at the time the Consent Order was entered, the Consent’Order 
does not appfy to releases, or threatened releases of PFOA AND PFOS "at the 3M Oakdale 
Disp0sal Site. At the request of MPCA ~tafl; 3M has taken certain ac’tions with respect to 
releases and threatened releases of PFOA AND PFOS at the’Site sinceJune 7,2004. 

Additional investigation .is needed to evaluate, select; design and implement’additional 

response actions to address.th~ release and threatened release ofPFOA ahd PFOS at and 
from the Site. The requested actions set forth in Sect~.ons II and Ill will provide 

additional information n.ecessary to fuIly evaluate, select a~d design appropriate respqnse 
actions and v.,i!! provide for the imp!emen/ation ofreasonab!e and necessary response 

actions to minimize, abate, control or p.reyent releases, andthroatened fkleasefi of PFOA 
and PFOS at the Site. ’ 

REQUESTED RESPONSE ACTIONS 

The MPCA has determined (1) that the actions specified i_n this See{ion 111 constitute 
removal or remedial actions (response actions) within lhe meaning ofMinn[Stat. § 

1 t513.02, subds. !6, 17 and 18 and. (2) that these res.nonse actions are reasonable and 
necessary’ to protect the pubtic health, wel. lhre or the environment. Consequently, the 
MPCA hereby formally requests teat 3M Company.take thy. responseactions within the 
timetables established in Section IV. 

The MPCA’s purpose in issuiflg this RFRA is to expedite the implementation of 
response actions at the Site. The criteria for selecting the response actions to be 
implemen/ed at the Site are specified in Parts tV.C. of Exhibit A to this RFRA. 

All work plans, reports, or other documents.to be submitted by 3M under this RFRA 
(submittals) are subject to review and.approval by the MPCA in accordance with Exhibit 
A, Part IV.B and Exhibit B, Part V.A ..                   . 

A. Remedial Investigations and Feasibility Studies 

!he purpose o~ a Remedial Investigation and Feasibi!it)> Study (RgFS) is to 
prov.ide sufficient information to understand the scope and extent of the release~ 
andthreatened releases at and from the Site arid to evaluate the feasibility and 
effectiveness of alternative response actions to protect public health and welfare 
add the environment with respect to the releases and threatened releases. The 
requirements.of the RI/FS are described in Exhibit-A ~o this RFRA. Exl~ibit ~ is 
appended to and made an integral part of this RFRA         :. 
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3M Oakdale Disposal Site 
Minnesota Environmental Response and Liability Act 
Oakdafe, Minnesota . 

Request for 
’ Response Action 

Response Action Design and ImPlementation Plans 

The purpose of a Remedial Design and Remedial A~tion Plan (RD/RAP)’is to 
provid,e a detailed design and an implementation plan for ihe selected response 
actions which, upon implcmcntaticm, will protect the public health and welfare 
and the environment from the release and threatened release of hazardous 
substances or pollutants or contaminants associated with the Site. The 
requirements, of the RD!RAP and response action implementation are described in 
Exhibit B to this RFRA. Exliibit B is appended to and made an integral part of 
this RFRA. 

The response actions requested in this RFRA shall assure that public health is 
prote, cted with respec_t to public and]or private drinking water supplies affected 
by releases.ofPFOA and PFOS from this Site, and include actions t6 prevent - 
additional or fi,ture releases affecting drinking water snpplies, and to 
providg alternate &+inking water supplies or appropriate lreatmen’, of drinking 
water supplies to assure that drinking water affected by these releases meets 
relevant MDH heald>based standards. 

Reports 

The MPCA Commissioner shall be provided with Qnarlerly progress reports, due 

by the fifteentt~ day after the last month m each resp.ective quarter. The piogress 
reports shalldescribe activities conducted pursuant to this RFRA, and results of 

sample analyses, tests and other data gathered or received, during the preceding . 
three months and aciivities planned for the next quarter ..... 

Within thirty (30) calendar days of the effective dg~te of this RFRA and quarterly 
thereafi(r unless otherwise advised by the Project Manager, 3M shall submit to 
the MPCA Commissioner a quarterly summary report detailing.all activities 
conducted pursuant to this. RFRA,. and resnlls of sample analyses, tes,s and other " 
data gathered or received, during the preceding quarter and activities planned for " 
the next or qiJarter. 

The p~’ogress reports shall be addressed to: 

Gary L. Krueger, Project Nlanager 
Mifmesota Pollution ContrOl Agency : 
Superfund aM’Emergency Response Section 
Remediation Division 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

D. Data and Document Availability and Retention 

3M shall permit the MPC~, staffand/or its authorized representatives io inspect -+ 
and copy all sampling, testing, monitoring, or ottSer data transmitted to or 
genlerated by 3M pertainiug to work undertaken pursuant to this RFRA. 3M shall 
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3M Odkdale Disposal Site 

tMinnesota E-nvironmcntat Response and Liability Act 

¯ Oakdal¢, Minnesota 

Request for 

Response Action 

IV. 

to 

allow duplicate!split samples to be coliei:ted by the MPCA staffand!or its 

authorized .representatives, of any samples collected by 3M pursuant to this 
RFRA. 3M shall maintain a central repository of the data, rePorts and other 
documents prepared pursuant to this RFRA. All data, reports and other 
documents prepared pursuant to this RFRA or related to the release Or threatened 
release of PFCs at or from the Site shall be preserved bY 3M until 3M is notified 
otherwise b)) the MPCA: " 

Actions to Address Other PFCs 

If, during implementation.of redponse actions pursuant to this RFRA, the 

Commissioner, after consultation wit.h MDH, believes that a release or threatened. 

releasd of.anY PFC other ~an PFOA and PFOS (including a re.lease ofmu!tiple 
PFCs)’, at or from the .Si~e meets the requirerri~nis for taking action under 

MERLA, the Commissioner.will notify 3M of his intent to amend thi: RFRA to 
address the relcase or threatened release~ The Commissioner will also give notice 

to the Board and to an), persons who have requested notice of MPCA actions 
rega}ding the Site.]’he Commissionerwill provide a reasonable period for 

comment on the prgposed PdZlC4 amendment. Afler consi~tering any timely 

comments, and unless the matter has been referred to the Board for a decision;the 
Commissioner may amend the RFRA toaddress the release or threatened release. 

TIMETABLE FOR COMPLETING THE REOUESTED. ACTIONS 

The MPCA has determined that the following timetableis necessary and reasonable. The 
timetable refers to specific elements of Exhibits A and B to this RFRA. Unless otherwise 
specified, "days" means calendar days.                             ’ 

Notice of Intentto Comply 
Submil RI)FS Report (Complete 
requirements of Exhibit A) 
Initiate Interim Response Aclions 
appropriate) 
MPCA Commissioner l~sues 
Minnesota Decision Document 
Retain Consultant to Complete the 
Requirements of Exhibit B 
Submit RD/RA Work Plan 

Initiate RA 

Report Resuhs of RA Implementation 

May 15, 2007 

June 15, 2007 

Within 30 days of Commissioner’s approval of 
interim response action plan 

Within 30 days of Commissioner’s approval of 

the FS Report. 
Within 90 day; of Notification of MPCA 
Commissioner’s approwd of FS Report 

Within 30 days of Notification of MPCA 
Commissioner’s approwd of RDfRA Work 
Plan                            : ¯ 

Within 60 days of completion by’ the MPCA 

Commissioner that all ot’lhe RTA objectives and 
cle:____~nu__2p levels have been met 
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3M Oakdale Disposal Site 

Minnesota Environmental Response and Liabilily Act 

Oakdale, Minnesota 

Request for 
Response/~tion 

3M shall promptly notify, the MPCA of any anticipated or actual failure to comply with 

the dates or other terms of this RFRA. Such notice shall include the reasons for the 
noncompliance and steps proposed for a return Io compliance or alternative actions . 
proposed to comply with the intent of this RFRA. TheMPCA may accept or modify the 
proposed alternative actions if the MPCA determines that such measures are adequate 

. and that the need for the modification is not a result of failui’es within the control of 3M. 
The MPCA may grant extensions of the time s(hedules set forth in this RFRA in the 
event that 3M submils a written request for the extension before the deadline for which 

the extension is sought, and demonstrates to the MPCA good cause for granting the 
extension_ 

MPCA’S INTENTION TO TAKE ACTION AND CONSEOU~NCES OF 
RESPONSIBLEPERSON’S FAILURE TO TAKE REQUESTED ACTION 

A. YOU ARE HEREBY N6TIFIED that under the Minnesota Environmental 
Response and Liability Act, if a respons]Ne person fails to take the actions 
requested in this RFRA in an adequate or timely fashion, the responsible person 
may be subject to the following actio~ns: 

the MPCA may undertake or complete the rgquested response actions and 
seek recovery from the responsible person for all costs associated with sucl~ 
action; or 

the responsible person may be subject to an action to compel performance 
the requested response actions or for injunctive relief toenjoin the release or 
threatened release. 

In either case, a responsible person who fails to take the response actions 
requested by the MPCA in an adequate and timely tiashion may be subject to civil 
penalties in an amount to be determined by lhe courl of up to $20,000 per day for 
each day that ’the responsible person fails to take reasonable and necessary 
response actions.         ’ 

YOU’ARE HEREBY FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you t~ail to take th~ requested 
response actions, the MPCA intends Io takeone or more of the actions specified 
in Parts V. A. 
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3M Oakdale Disposal site- 

Minnesota Environmental Response and Liability Act 
Oakdale, Minnesota 

Request for 

Response Action 

VI. REQUIREMENT TO REIMBURSE THE MPCA 

YOU ARE HEREBY FURTHER NOTWIED that the responsible person, whether or not 
they complete the r~quested response action, may be required to: 

A. reimburse the MPCA for all reasonable and necessary expenses it incurs, 

including all response costs, and administrative and legal expenscs in the 
investigation and/or cleanup of the release; and 

pay damages for any in_jury Io or loss of natural resources resulting from the 
release of a hazardous .substance, pollutanl or 

IT IS SO ORDERED 

Commissioner Brad Moore 

Chair, Citizens’ Board 
Minuesota Pollution Control Agency 
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Exhibil A 
REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION AND FEASIBILITY STUDY 

I.B.1 

I.B.2. 

INTRODUCTION, I’URPOSE, AND REQUIREMENTS 

introduction 

Part tlI.A of the Request for Response Action (RFRA), to which this Exhibit is appended, " 
requests the Responsible Party-(RP) to conduct a Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study 
(RFFS) with respect to release(s) or ttu’eatcned release(s) of hazardoua substances or 
poilu.rants or contaminants at or from the Oakdale Dmnp siie (Site)_ This Exhibit sets forth 

the requirements.for completing the RFFS and ~s appended to andmade an integral part of 
the RFRA. Temls used in this Exhibit are defined in Attachment 1 to the I;LFRA. 

Purpose 

The p{.~rpose of conducting an RI/FS is *o provide in formation necessary to enable the 
Minnesota Pollulmn Conlrot Agency (MPCA) Commissioner tO selecl a final remedy for the 

Site.                                                           .. 

h~ order to arrive at remedy selectmn m the most expedient manner, the Rt and FS activities 
will be conducted concurrently. The RI/FS Work Plan shall propose: 

° the R1 act~wt~es; and 
~ a hst of possible remedial technology types.             , . 

The Rt Report shall: 

’~ report ihe results oflhe R_[; and 

¯ ° document the development and sc~-eening ofp~ssible response action alternatives. 

The FS Report shall present: 

° the results of treatability studies; and 

’~ the De~a.ited Arialysis Report (DAR). 

Remedial Investigation. ;i’he RJ acfiviUes will (1) provide for the complete characterization 

of tile release(s) or threatened release(s) of hazardous substances or pollutants 9r 
¯ contaminants at or from the Site and the actual or potential hazard therelease(s) or 
.threatened release(s) pose to ptiblic health and welfar%and lhe envitomnent; (2) produce 
sufficient data and information to allow the RP to submit the RI and Fg reports (Part II~I.E 
and-Ill.F); and (3) produce data of sufficient quafitity and adequat~ technical.content to 
assess the possible alternative response actions during the FS. 

FeasibilityStudy. The FS activities consist of developing a list of technology types, 
development and screening of possible response action altcrnalivcs, preparing and 
cond6cting treatability. ~;tudies.. and conducting a detailed analysis of evaluated alternatives. 
The MPCA Commiss{oner wil~ review the ES Repor! and select the final response action(s) 
using the Selection of Remedy Criteria set forth in Part IV.C. of this Exhibit. 
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Requirements 

The RVFS shall be conducted aqcording.to the provisions of this Exhibit. The United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Guidance for Conducting Remedial 
Investigations and Feasi.bdity, Studies under file Comprehen,sive Environmental Respoflse, 

Compcnsat.{on, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (October 1988 Interim Fimi]) will prooide the 
PeP with specific guidance fpr completing the actions required under this Exhibit to the extent 
that this guidance is consistent with the requirements of this Exhibit~ The sampling and 
quality assurance activities (Part 1II.C.3) shah be donsistent with the requirements of the 
USEPA Interim Guidelines and Specifications foi- Preparing Quality Assurance Project Plans 
(Q?dXlS-005!80). Risk assessments (i.e., evaluation, quantitation: tabulation of results, and 
mechanics of presentation) performed, under this Exhibit (Part 1II.C.6.) shall be based on 
appropriate MPCA requiremenls, USEPA’s "The Risk Assessme~t Guidelines of 1986" 
(EPA!600/8-87/045), "Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund, Volume 1, Human Health 

Evaluation, Manual (Pt. A, December 1989~ Interim Final) and the USEPA. Risk Assessmen~ 
Guidance for Supcrfund, V0L .2; Environmental Evaluation Manual 
(March 1989, Interim Final). 

At a minimum, the Site Security and Safety Plan (P, art IH.C.8) shall incorporate and be 

consisten! wilh the requirements of: 
° OSHA requiremeiqts 29 CFR Part 1910.120, Hazardous Waste Operations and. 

Emergency Response; 

~ OS! IA requirements 29 _CI:R Part 1910 (General lndustry Standards) and 1926 

(Construction Industry Standards; 
° Occupatmnal Safety and Health Guidance Manual for Hazardous Waste Site Activities, 

N[OSHiOSFIA/USCGiEPA. DHHS (NIOSH) Pubhcalion Number 85-1 [5, 

October 1985. 

As new veirsions or fi~ture revisions of the documents referenged in this section become 
available to the public, the latest version of eacln document shall supersede aJl previous 
versts, us of that document and shall be used for conducting the RFFS. 

RETAIN-CONSULTANT 

Within thirD, (30) days of the effective date of the RFILA; the RP shal~ retain’a consultailt 
q~aalified to undertake and complete the requirements of this Exhibil and shall notif.v the 
MPCA Project Manager of the name of that consultant. 

REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION AND FEASIBILITY STUDY 

RI/FS Obiectives 

The objectives of the RIiFS are to: 
° identif.v all sources of contamination;. 
° evaluate lhe nature and extent of soil, sediment, surface water, grouted water, and 

contamination at the Site and in any adjaccnl areas affected b~: contammatioiq at or from 
the Sit< 

o tdenti~, all existing and potential migration characteristics and pa!hwa,,:s for the 
ha~.ardous substances or pollutants or contaminants identtfled at the Site: including the 
direction, rate, ,and dispersion ot; contaminm~t migration; 
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Ill,C, 

Iit.C. 1. 

II1.C.2. 

identify alternative response actions andevaluate the feasibility and effectiveness of 

,implementing those altemativc response actions to prevent, minimize, or c?iminatc 

release(s) or threatened release(g) of hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants 

at or from the Site; and 

collect and evaluate¯ the information riecessary to prepfire a remedial desigw~re.~ponse , 

action plan in accordance with Exhibit B to the RFRA. 

RIFFS Work Plan Stlbmittal 

Within ninety (90) days of the effectivc date of the RFfLA, the Pd5 shall submil to the MPCA 
Colrunissioner for approval pursuant to Part IV.B. and IV.B.I. of th~s Exhibit, a proposed 
RUFS Work Plan and ~mplementation schedule’wh]ch details all of the act~vitles necessary to 
complete the RUFS. The proposed RUFS Work Nan shall be prep,6redto enable th~ P,_P to 
meet the RI~S Objectives (P .art Ill.A) and shall, ~,t a mitiim.um, address all of the elements 
described in the RFFS Work Plan Contents (Pan I~.C.). 

RI/FS Work Plan Contents 

The proposed RI/FS Work Plan shali address, at’a minimum, each of the t01Iowing elements: 

Project Management. A Proj.ect Management section of the Pd!FS Work Plan shall describe 
how’the RIFFS will be managed by the RP and its contractors: subcontractor% and 

consultants. This section shall include an organization chart with the names and titles of key 

personnel and a description of their individual responsibilities. 

Baek_mo~and Evaluation. The RbTS Work Plan shall in. clude.a Background Evalua:i0n that 

includes these sections: Operalional History, Tdpographic Survey, History of Site 

Assessment Work and Remedial or Removal Actions, and Identification of Data Gaps. 

Operatidnal Histow of The Site. This section shall include a detailed explanation of the 

operational history of the Site (i.e., all past facilities and a description of their specific 

opeiations), including history of property ownership boundaries) and pertinent area and 

boundary features of the S~te. In, addition, this se(tion shall includc the following detaffed 

information related to the release(s) or lhreatened release(s) of hazardoos subslances c~ 

pollutants or contaminants al the Site: 

a list of the hazardous ;ubstances or pollutants or contaminants that have been stored, 

used, treated, or disposed of ori-Site and their cstimaied volumes, conccnh-ationso and ¯ 

characteristics; 
° ¯ a description of what, where, .when, how agd by whom hazardous substances or 

l~ol/utants or contaminants were released daring the operation of’all facilities’of record at 

the Site (e.g., Provide an explanation of how the,Site or a specific area became 

contaminated.); 
a description of contaminant source areas and facilities which release or threaten ihe 

release of hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants to soil, sediment, surlace 

water, ground water, or air: 
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o 

o 

- a Site map delineating each area where such hazardous substances dr pollutants or. 

contaminants were disposed, treated, stored, transferred, handled, or used; 

a description of all industrial processes which are or were related to the use or generation 

of each hazardous substance or pollutant or contam.inant; and 
a description of past disposal practices for hazardous subsfanees or pollutants Or 

contaminants. 

Any h~storical research needs thai have nol been met by file review may be met by 

conducting employee interviews, reviews of the tLP~s records, and aerial photograph 

investigations. 

Topojzral_~hic Sma.’e¥. This sectmn shall include a degcription of the general physiography of 

the Site and ~urrounding area and one (1) Site map using a one (1) inch = 1000 feet scale and 

ten (1 O) footcomour interval.                            , . 

Additiona! maps for each identifiat;le " ~" area contaminant source shall be provided using a one 

(!) ~nch = 50 feet scaie and a two (2) foot contourinterval. Surface water features, drainage 

direction, buildings, process areas, slot.age tanks, well locatigns, forested ~ireas, mili’des, 

paved areas, easements, rights-of-way, pipelines (surface aud subsurface), landfills, borrow. 

pits, debris piles, raw m~terial piles, and impoundmems shall be shown. The maps shall be of 

sufhclent deta~I and accuracy to locate all cunelH or p~oposed fnhi~e WOlk at the Site. 

History of Site Assessment Work and Remedial or Removal Actions. This section shall 

include a history of all previous invesugation(s) and response action(s) conducted at the Site 

including: 

° a detailed description of regional and local hydrogeofogy and geology based on 

published literature and available technical information. Cross Sections a.nd maps shall 

be included. Include the .type and extent of surface soils as presented in the Soft 

Conservation Service soil surveys; 
° a summary of a!l soil, surface water, ground water,.and air assessment work completed to 

date, including contaminant source area identification, data reduction and interpretation, 

and th~ QA/QC procedures.which were follow4d; 
° ;{ desoription oflhe nature a~(t exlent oflhe release(s) andh)r threatened release(~), 

including a summary ’of areal and potential on-Site and off-Sile health and/or 
environmental effects; and 

° a sun~nary dfany previous remedial or removal actions conducted at the Sile. This 

summary shall include cleanup adtivities and any related field inspections, sampling 

¯ " - surveys, or other related; .. 

° technical in~cestigations: - .... 

Identification of Data Gaps. Gaps in information (data gaps) necessa~ to fulfill the RFFS 
Objectives (Part III.A) shall be identified and recommendations shall be made for additional 

R1 work necessary to meet the RIiFS ObJectives and produce sufficient information to 

suppoe/the sc~ coning and dctaitcd almlys~s oft esponse action alternatives’in the RI!FS. For 

each data gap ~dennfied, ~he 1LP shall provide a list and descripnpn ofresearcln and field 
activtties ~ecessarv to address lhal data gap. 

Samphng and Investi~,atlons. The RJ/FS \Vo~k Plan shall propose ,getivmes and 

methodologies ne.cessary to conduct the invesligations specified m Parts I[1.C.3.c: d, e and f,- 

II1.C.6. and propose line plaus specified io Parls llI.C.3.a and b. 
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IIi.C.3 Sampling andAnalysis Plan. A ~omprehensive sampling a6d analysis plan shall be proposed 
for the investigations required under Parts I]].C.3.c, d, c, and’f, and ]IJ.C.6 below. This plan 
shall include: 
° objectives of the sampling investigation; " 
° criteria for sampling location sclcc.tion; 
o a map showing all locations that will be sampled; 
° a description of the types of samples which will be collected; 

¯ o a description ofthe depttdfrequency of sampling at each locatibn; 
° a proposed samp]ing schedule; 
~ identification of all chemical par.a.meters to be analyzed (analytcs), sclcction ratmnalc, 

and a dorresponding list of chemical analyiical methodologies (including USEPA or 
Standard Method numbers and detection limits) to be performed. Prior to determining a 
final analy~e list, ,-inalytes of concern should be s.eparated into carcinogens and non- 
carcinogens, tn addition, representative ground water samples shall be analyzed to 
identi fy riaiural chemical constituents that may affect various treatment methdds or that 

may’ identify’ upgradien~ sources, of contamination~ 
° abi~tic and biotic .environmental sampl.ing shall be proposed tO complete the assessment 

-process required under Pan III.C.6. The technical specifications and procedures for soil 
sampling methods, dri Iling melhods~ borehole and surface geophysicaI m~thods, and 
monitoring well and p~ezometer installations¯ ASTM procedures shall be used and 
referenced where apprqpnate and available; 
provisions for obtaining access to and obtaining samples from the Site and other aft~cted 

properties (where appropriate); 
° a description of quali~y assurance/quality control procedures f{~r the collection, 

identi/ication, preservation, holding tm~es, and transpbrtation of sam¢Ies; type and 
volume of sample con.t.ainers; 

° the calil~ration and maintenance of field instruments; decontamination of.sampling 
equipment; and the processing, verification, stor~ige, calculations and stat!st~cs, and 
reporting of field data including field chain-of-custody proced~ares, identification of 
qualified persons conducting the sampling, and identilication ola laboratory meeting the 
requirements of Part III.~..3.b.; and           .. 

° a description of any computer models to be emp!oyed in data analysis. 
descriptions shall inqludc capabilities and limitations, all assumptions or approximations 
that will be made in calibrating and using the model, specific objectives to be achieved 
with the, model, ~,nd justification for use of the model’ method including a discussion of 
why.the model is the preferred model or method for rne~’Sing the objectives stated in the 
R/fFS Wark Plan. The quan{ities or values that are desired from the model that are not 

. ¯ confirmed by direct measurement shall be identified and the sensitivity of the model 
~esults to input parameters discussed. All data and pmg/anunmg including any 
proprietary pr6grams shall be made available to the MPCA staff Upon’request. 

Laborato~5.-_Q_A/__Q_C~P_!_a_n. Thc IL!dFS Work Plan shall includc a labo~ator3’ Q.adQC pla£ 
which shall consis~ of ll’m fnlIowing seclions: 
° identification of laboratories p~rforming analysis; 
° descnphon of laboratory samptc chain of custody procc’durcsl 
° description of calibration procedures and frequency; 
° description of anal.’,qical standard operating procedures; 
° descripuon of data reduclion, v;didalion, and reporting procedures; 
o dcscr~ptmn of inlemal qua]iD, control checks; 
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descn.ption ofpe.rformance nnd system audits; 
description of preventative maintenance procednres; 

description of specific procedures for routine assessment of data precision, accuracy, 

completeness, and any necessary corrective action; and 

description of quality assurance reports to management. 

Refer to EPA QA/QC guiqlance, ~vhich is available through the internet, at 

http://es.epa.gov/ncer/guidance/qa.html 

Geologic Investigation. This section of the R1/FS Work Plan shall provide a description of 

the proposed activities which will be undertaken to characterize the geology and contaminant 

distribution al the Site and other affected properties. The geologic investigation shatl be 

conducted in areas of known and suspected disposal and in areas .where grbund water 

contamination exists and no known or suspected contaminant source area has been identified. 

This section shall include the following: 

a proposal to define the s’crahgraphy Of the consolidaled and unconsolidated ~teposits 

including the identification of high or low perrncabilily lenses of material in the 

unsaturated (vadose) zone which may affec~ contaminant migration or the attenuation of 

contaminants. Tlus proposal shalI also include the extent and ,type oflithologies of 

respective consolidated umts and unconsolidaled materials ~ncluding relative amounts of 

organic mauer, ~avcl,. sand, si]l, and clay "according to ASTM soils’ classification . 

scheme o~ other acceptable standard procedures; .. 
° proposed tests to define the physical and chemical properties which affect the movement 

or attenuation of contaminants in the stratigraphic units identified above. These 

properties include: density, organic matlcr content, cation exchange capacity, percent 

ctay content; vertical hydraulic eonductiviW.’, total porosity, effective porosity, and 

adsorption potential (Kd). See the soil cleanup guii.Iance for additional parameters. 
° proposed.methods Io defin~ the nature and extent of contamination in the vadose zone; 
o a proposal to identify areas disturbed by excavations or other activities that may be 

routes of contaminant migration (e.g., buried pipes~ utility corridors, fill areas, lank 

basins); and 
o a proposal.to identify ambient concentrations of anatytes in the soil. 

Hydrggeologic lnvestiganon. This section of the proposed RI/FS Work Plan shal! provide a 
description of activities to be undertaken to characterize the local and regional hydrogeology 

and the contaminant distribution in the ground water at the Site and other affected properties. 
Th~s section shall include the following: 

° a proposal to identify Quaternary (glacial) and.bedrock aquifers, aquitards, and perched 

water zones; 

° a proposal for the installation and ddvelopment of ground water monitor’ing wells and/or 

piezometers or other devices needed’ to clearly define ground water flow conditions in 

the glacial and bedrock aquifers, aquitards, and perched water zones. All wells shall be 

surveyed to the National Geodetic Vertical Datum reference elevation., and procedures 

shatl be specified for measuring water elevations in ~11 wells to the nearest htmdredlh el 

a foot; 

a proposal for the mstallalion of Swound water momlormg wells which shall ’be used.to 
define ground water qua lily upgradicnl, within, and downgradienl of suspected anti’or 

identified comamifianl source areas and at the interface between 

surface water; 
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a proposal for a grom)d whter quality monitoring program to be conducted to define the 
nature and extent of ground Watgr contamination at the Site and other affected properties. 
Municipa!, industrial, agricultural, domestic and mohitoring wells, and springs shall be 
considered for inclusion in the monitoring progTam. The monitoring program shall have a 
-minimum frequency of quarterly sampling with water level measurements; - 
prgpos~d iests (e.g., slug and/or pumping tests to determine the hydraulic properties, 

including horizontal hydraulic.conductivity and si~condary porosity, of aquifers and 
aqmtards at the Sate and other aftEcted properties) which shall define ground water flow 
relationships (directions, gradients, and velocities for both vmlical and horizontal flow 
components) including potential aquifer interconnections, recharge areas, discharge 
areas, and ground water interactions With surface water. In addition, this section shall 
propose ho~v the tlow relationships will be evaluated with respect to contaminanl 
distribution and the.potential future movement of contaminants; 
a proposal to defin~ ground water-use(s) and th.e p0tentiaJ effect water use(s) may have ’ 

on contaminant movement in. both horizontal and vertical directions. Include with this 
proposal an inventow map showing all active, unused, and abandonedmuniciPa!, 
industrial, agricultural, domestic and monitoring wells, and springs within a one mile 

radms of the Sate, and of high capaciD~ wells and municipal water supply wel!s withia a 
three mile radius of the Site; and 
a description of visual aids xvl~ich will be used t~ present, in the R1 Repor1, the 
hydroge.ologic’and hydrogeochemical dais galhered during the Hydrog’eologic 
hwestigarion (e.g.: cross sections, piezometric maps, isoconcentration maps, graphical 

m~thods, and tables). 

Surface Water Investigation. This section of the RIJFS Work Plan shall identi@ all surface 
water bodies within a one mile ~adius of the Site including rivers, lakes, ponds, weHands~ 
bogs, calcareous fens., low-flow streams, creeks, springs, and named and unnamed ditches. 
Both perennial and intermittent surface water fcathrcs shall be identified. A map showing the 
locations of all identified surface waler bodies and the location of known or suspected 
releases of contaminants from the Site to surface water bodies shall be included. This section 
shall include a proposal to evaluate each surface water body identitied, evaluate its potential 
to be impacted by Site c6ntaminants through releases via ground wate/, surface run-off, 
drainage, airborne deposition, and other possible pathways. This proposal shatl include a 
plan to identi fy the benthic sedimenls and benlhic and other adluatic communityconditions 
undc}-lying and wilhin surface water upg~adicnt, adjacent to, and dqwngradicnt of the 
contaminant source area. In addition, methodologies shall be propesed to determine the mass 
loading of contaminants to the surface water bodies. 

The water use classification for the identified surface ?cater body. or hollies; in accordance 
with M~nn. R. ch, 7050 and the wetlands classification in accordance.with 
Minn. Star. §§ 103G.005, subds. 15 and-18 and 103G.201 (1988), shall be included, 
Identification of the water use characteristics (e.g., agricultural, recreational, and private 0r 
~nuniclpalwater supply) of the identified surface water bodies shall also be included. 

Air Invesugation: Tlns section of ~lne RI/FS Work Plan shall.propose methodologies l’or 

invest’igations tO determine the nature :and extent of contaminants that are or may become 

airborne (e.g., vapors, gases, mi;ts, or particulafes) through either natural phenomenon or as’ 

a result of activities at the Site. 
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List 0fPossiblc Tcchnolog~, Types and Proposed TreatabilitT Studies. The RFFS Work Plan 
shall include a comprehensive list of technology types that may be applicabt.e to the 
release(s) or threatened release(s) at or from the Site. This list shall be developed considering 
the Remedy Sclgction Criteria (Part IVoC.). Thi~ list shall include: 1) technology types thal 
prevent or eliminate the release(s)’ or threatened release(s) by comple.tely destroying, 
detox]fymg, or immobilizing hazardous substances or pollujants or contaminants and leave 
materials on-Site that require no long-te.rm management; 2) technology types that proven! or 
minimlze the release{s) or threatened release(s) by treatment process options lhat reduce the 
toxicity, mobility, or volume of the hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants; 
lechnology types that control the threatsposed by the release(s) or threatened release(s) of 
hazardous substances o( pollutants or contaminants by containment; and 4) a general 
.description of the treatabdity.stndies necessary to evaluate the respec0vc technology .types 
identified under 1.2 or 3 above. At a minimum~ excavation and capping remedms for softs 
and activated carbon or anioni~ resin filth/lion remedies for ground water shall be " 
Considered.                                                - ’ 

Reoord Retention. The RFFS Work Plan shall provide a dcs0ription of how lhc data obtaincd 
pursuanl to this Eahibil will b{: managed and preserved by the RP {n accordance with 
Part I1.D of the RFRA. 

Risk Assessment~. The RIFFS Work Plan shall provide a detailed description of acnvitics tha, 
will be undertaken tO conduct separate ecological and human health Baseline R~sk 
Assessments. Ece]ogleal and human health Baseline Risk Assessments are evaluations of the 
actual and potential threat to public health and we] fare, add the environment posed by the 
.re,ease(s) or threatened release(s) of hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants, in 
the absence of any remedialaction. 

The risk assessment activities shall be conducted so as to generate the information neeessm3, 

to meet the reporting requirements of the Baseline Risk Assessment as speci fled in 

Part 1-II.E.2. 

Formats, technology, and mathematical symbols used in the Baseline Risk Assessments shall 
correspond as closely as possible to those presented in USEPA’s Superfimd risk assessment 
guidance referred to under Part I.C. Any alternative format~, technolbgy, mathematical 
models shall be proposed in the RI/FS Work Plan. 

Interim Response Actions. The RI!FS Work Plan shall propose any lntm im Response Action 
(IILA) that can be.implemented prmr to completion of the RIFFS to stabilize, contain, and/or 
mitigate any¯ release(s) or threatened release(s) of hazardous substances or pollutants or 
contaminants, which is rcasonablei~nd ncccssary [o protcct public health or welfare, or the 
environment. At a minimum, the RP shall propose to condnct an IRA for the contaminated 

soils in the former disposal areas. The design for any proposed IRA shall be consistent with 
the Remedial Design (Exh,bit B, Part U1.A.). 

’ An RP lacking significant risk assessment experience shouhl be prepared to suhconlract such 

work ~o qualified organization. The Baseline Risk Assessmen! shall be thoroughly reviewed by a 

|eihnical editor to ensure tha! the {ext will be understandable by the M.PCA lechnical staff, the 

MPCA Board, and the inierested public. 
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Site Security arid Safety Plan. A Site-specificsecurity and safety, plan shall be prepared as a 

separate part of the RI!FS Work Plan, describing all measures incIuding (ontingency plans 

and Site access reslrictiohs which will be implemented during field activities to (1) ensure 

protection of public heallh and welfare, and the environment aud (2) protect the health and 

safety of personnel revolved in the RI!FS. These measures should consider the 
recon~nenda~ions in the April 1989 Health Assessment and February 1993 Site Update, 

prepared by the Agen@ lbr Toxic Substances and D~scasc RcDstry, even though these 

documenls did nol idenlify perfluorochemicals as contaminants of concern. 

Commuhit,/Relations. The R1/FS Work Plan shall include a communi .ty relations ,section 

providing procednres for (1) informing local residents, municipalit es, environmental groups, 

and interested parties about activiiies at the Site; (2) responding to inquiries fror~ cohcemed 

citizens; and (3) coopemtio~ wifl~ lhe I~IPCA Co~Tununity Relations effo~ls. Refer to the 

MPCA. community relations guidane.e document, entitled "Commun!ty Involvement.in Risk 
Based Decision Making", !deated on the MPCA web site at 
http ://qcwav.pca.state.mn.us/cleanup/pubs/coor9 982pdf. 

Schedule. The RL/FS Work Plan shall propose a schedule that provides specific time frames 
,~nd dales Ibr completion of each activity and report conducted or submizted under the P,I/FS 
Work Plan. Ti~c proposed schedule shall reflect the timelines specified in Par~ 1II of the 
RFRA, for conducting lhe RJ and FS actMties. 

RI/FS \York Plan lmplemenlation 

Within thirty (30) days of the MPCA Commissioner approval of the RIJF.S Work Plan, the 

R_P shall initiate the R[ and development and screening of response action alternatives. The 

RP shall complete {he RI with one hundred fifty (150) days of initiating tile RI acfiv~iies. The 

RI/FS shall be conducted in accordance with all applicabl~ federal, state, and local laws, 
roles° regu}ations, and ordinances including bul nol limited to Minn. Star. oh. 1031 and 

M~nn. R. ch. 4725 lbr the installation ot: any ground water monitoring wells.’ 

Any necessary addihonal RI activities not included in RI/FS Work Plan shall be identified 

and proposed in the quarterly reports submitted pursuant to Part II.C ofthe RFRA. The 

¯ impact of the additional R1 actMties on the List of Possible Technology Types and Proposed 

Treatabilipy Studies (Part 1II..C.4} shal! also be described in the quarterly reports. If an) 
additional RI activities wilt adversely affect w~rk scheduled through the end of the upcoming 

month or will require significant revisions to tkc apprm’ed RIFFS Work Plan, the RP shall 

notify the MPCA Project Manager immediately of the situation followed by a written 

e~planation within ten (10) days of the initial notification. 

¯ Remedial l.vestiRation Repot! 

W~thm sixty (60) days after completipn ofihe RI, an RI Report deta’ding: (1) the data find 

results of the RI; (’2) baseline risk assessment; and (3) screening of possible response action 
ahcrnative~ shall be prepared and submitted to lhe MPCA Commissioner. The RI Repor~ 

shall orgamze and present all data generated as a result of implementation of the approved - 

PdiFS Work Plan .including: at a minimum, analytical results, assessment of completion of 

QA objectives, boring logs, f~eld data sheets, and test results including data reduction and 

m~erl)~Ctat~on of all results. Fu~thc,, the RI Rep’ort shatl include: 
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Nature and Extent of the Release or Thrcatcncd Release. The RI Report shall incIude a ’ 
description of the fol!owing: 
° the nature and e×tent ofhazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants released or 

threatened to be reteased to th~ soils, Surface water, sediments, ground water, and air; 
o the contaminant fate and migration’pathways within each’media; 
° an evaluation of the reliability, and accuracy of the results.of any eompute~7 models 

employed for data interpretation.              - 

Baseline Risk Assessment. The results of two Baseline R isk AssessmtSnts: one addressing 
human Inealth risks and one addj’essing ecological risks (Pa~ III.C.6.), shal! be reported as 
separate chapters in the R:I Repqrt. 

Each chapter afthe Baseline Risk Assdssment ~hall i,~e!,_,de an e.xeet:five snmn~.acy wrm.en ,,~ 
layman’s terms. A na, rrated videotape. ~halk-through of the Site and.surro.und{ng areas shall be 
included to highlight information piesented in the Baseline Risk Assessment text. 

The risk assessment reports shall provide: 

Data Evaluation. An evaluation of the results of the RI showing the aetnal and projected 
concentrations of hazard6us substances, pollutants or contaminants present ~n relevant media 
(c.g., soil, surface water, ground water, air, sediment, and biota). 

Toxic~w Assessment. ,~3 identification of the hazard and lox~cologmal properues of each 
contaminant identified through sampling and invesugatmns. A comparison belween the Iis~ 
of contaminants ktiown to have been deposited on the Site versus those found lhrough 
analys~es. Identification of the chemical specific Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate 
Reqmrements (ARARs) for hazardous substances, or pollutants or contaminants idenlified at 
the Sile. 

Expost,re Assessmenll A comprehensive exposure pathways table. An inclusmn/exclusion 

analys~s andsupporting rationale shall bc included for each pathway. Following the 
inclusion/exclusion ~nalysis, a determination of the extent and likelihdod ofexpo, sure to - 
contaminants at or from the Site. Identification of the potentml receptor populations. Provide 
in-depth environmental fate and transport analysis for completed exposure pathway~ 
including physical ai~d biological degradation processes and hydrogcologic conditions. 

Risk Characterization. Both a maximum exposure case analysis and a Reasonable Maximnm ’ 

Exposure (RME) shall be provided for eacla pathway. 

UnCertainty and Sm~itivity Anal’¥sis. If thm:e is or will be more than one analyte of concern 
associated with the Site, a chemical mixtures risk assessment addressing additivity and 
synergism shall be condneted and reporled Upon. 

As part of the uncertainty analysis a S}q~ergistics Effects Un(ertainty. An-a]ysis (SEUA) shall 
bc conducted and ~cporled upon wh~dh assumes ~isks posed by ~’ondmo~s at the Site may be 
m~derestimated by an addiuvity based risk characterizations. The SEUA ~hatl provide 

modi fled remediation levels necessary .Io c.ompensate for possible synergistic effects. 
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De~’elopmcnt and ScrccninR of RcsponscAction Aliemati~’es. TheR1 Report shall include 

Developme.nt and Screening of Response Action Alternatives chapter.that provides an 

evaluation of (a) each of the response action alternatives assembled from the List of P.ossible 

Techuology Types and Proposed Treatability Studies (part III.C.4), except for those 

technology types thathave been eliminated from further consideration by the MPCA 

Cormnissioner in approving the RUFS Work.Plan, and (b) any other technology types 

identified’by the RP or the MPCA Commissioner prior to approval of the RI Report. 

The purpdse of this chapier is to document ihe development of.response action alternatives 

by combining or assembling technology types and their respective process options which w, ll 

be applied to specific operablc traits or the Site as a whole. After the response action 

allematives have been developed, they will be s~:reened t6 assure theft only those attemativesc 
that will likely achieve the response action objectives and cle~inup levels (Part IV.A.) will be 
retained for further analysis in fl~e DAR.                           "-~ 

D~scribe Process Qptions and Document the Scr~eninja of Response Action Alternatives. All 
development and screening decisions shall be th.grougbly documented. This documentation 

shall include both written description and sunm~ary lanes. " 

The development and scrccning of response action alternatives is accompiishcd by, 

cigndttcting the following tasks: 

Development 

From the list of technology tyt3es, as approved in the RI!FS Work Plan, develop the response 

actiori alternative~ by describing the process .options for each technology type and assemble " 
~he technology types with respective pro{ross options into response action alternatives. This 

step is accomplished by following the procedures outlined below: 

a~lay the te£dmology types and describe all possible process options for each .t~chnology 

type; 
° for each process Op~io_n, list the action and location specific AIL&Rs; 

¯ o establish the volumes ’of contaminants and the volumes and types of contaminated media 
or areas ol; the Site to which the response action alternative will be applied (e.g. operable 

umts); and 

a~sembl¢ one or more technolo~ ~e(s) and the respective process option into one 

response action alternative.                                                 , - 

Screening 

Or~ce the response actiori altemativ, bs have b~en developc.d, the i-espsnse action alternatives 

are evaluated and screened using the Site Specific Response Action Objectives and Cleanup 

Levels (Papa IV.A). Those response action alternatives that do not meet the Response Action 

Objeclives and the Cleanup Levels are eliminated from further consideration. Response 

Action Altcmativcs that pass this scrccning are dcsignatcd as "cvaluated alternatives" and 

shall be fmthm evaluated in the DAR. 

The 1~5~ shall provide tts recommendation and rationale reg,arding, xvhict~ response acnon 

allernatives should not bc given furlher consideration for implementalion al the Site. 
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Treatabili~, Studies. This chapter of the RI Report shall p{ovide: 

a descriptionof all complete.d treatability studies and the results of any tSilnt studies, 
.bench tests, or other activities that were performed to evaluat~ technology types and 

process options; and 

proposals, with time frames, tbr any additional treatability studies that are needed to 
further evaluate any re’sponse action allematives that pass the screening and are to be 

further analyzed in the DAR.                - 

Feasibility Siudy Report 

Wi thin ninely (90) days of the MP’CA Commissio~er’s approval of the RI Report 

(Part IV.B.2), the RP shallprepare and submit, to the MPCA Commissioner an FS Report 

consi.sting of the results of any/reatabilib’ studies and a DAR. The DAR shall address all the 

evaluated alternatives specified by the MPCA Commissioner in approvipg or modi~mg the 
lad. Report.                                                   .      .-. 

Treatability Studies. This section of the FS Re~ort shall include the results of all completed 

and ongoing bench or pilot sludies ~dent~fied m the IL! Report (Part l!l,E.3.b). D. additmn, [br 
each of the technologies that have undergone treatability studies, the followi.ng factors shall 

be addressed and presented: 
° effectiveness Jn lreating lhe hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants; 
~ reliability and past successes of the tectmology under similar conditions to those at the 

Site; and 
availability of the technology type and specific process option for implementatmn at the 

Site. 

Detailed AnaiYsis R~port. This section of Ihe FS Report shall analyze evaluated alternatives 

in detail considering the Remedy Selection Criteria (Part IV.C.). The DAR shall include the 

following elements f6r each evaluated alterndtive: 

Detailed Description. Each evaluated alternative shall be described and individually assessed 

against the Balancing Criteria (Part IV_C.2.), namely, long leim effectiveness~. 
implementabilily, short term risks’, total cost, and communiw acceptfince. At a minimum, the 

detailed description for each evaluated alternative shalt include: 
o the operable unit to which the evaluated alternative would bc applied; 

a description of the t~chnology type and process optiori; 
° a description of the engineering considerations rcquired for imp’lementation (e.g., for a 

pilot treatment facility, any additional studies that may be needed to proceed with final 

response action design); 
° .a description 9foperation, maintenance, and nionitoring requirements; 
o a deseription of off-Site disposal needs and transportation plans; 
° a description oftemporaw storage requirements; 
° 

a description of safely reqmrements associated ~vilh implementation, including l?oth on- 
Site and off-Site health and safety consi.derations;                  - , 

° a description ofhow any oflhe other evalt, ated altclnatives coifld be combined with this 

evaluated a]ternative and how any of the combinalions could best be implemented to 

producc significant cost savings and/or better achieve the S~te Specific Response Actmn 

objectives aud Clcanup Levels (Part IV.A); 

2301.0021 

STATE_02339071 



-A-15- 

lll,F,2.b. 

lI1.F.2.c. 

a description/review of on-Site or off-Site, treatmenl or disposal facilities which could be 

utilized to ensure compliance with ARARs; and 

a description of the evaluated :alternative response ac.t~on dismantling to be conducted 
upon completion of response action. 

Comparative Analysis of Evaluated Alternatives. Once the evaluated alternatives have been 
described and individually i~ssessed against the Balancing Criteria (Part IV.C2.) g 

dornparative analysis shall be eonduc’ted to evaluate the relative performance of each 

evaluated alternative. The purpose of this comparative analysis is to identify the advantages 

and disadvantages of each evaluated alternative relative to one another with respect to cach 

of the Balancing C~-itcria (Part IV.C.2), in nrder tn l’acilitate sc’lection of an appropriate 

remedy. 

The comparative analysis s.hal! inclUde both a.table and a narrative discussmn describing the 

str~Sngths and weaknesses of the evaluated’alternatives relative to one another by using each 

" specific component of each Balancing Criterion to evaluate the reIalive performance of each 

evaluated alternative. The narrative shall discuss how likely changes in variables could alter 

each evaluated alternative’s relative performance. 

This scction shall bc organized in the followi.ng manner; under eacl~ individual Balancing 
Criterion, discuss the evaluated altu~,alive Itta~ pc~fom~s the bes~. overall under that 
Balancing Criterion. Olher evaluated almrnatives shall be discussed in the order in which 
they perform. For innova’dve technologies, thmr potentml ddvantages in performance or cost 
and the degree of uncertainty in their expected performance, as compared with more. 
demonsn’ated technologies, shall also be discussed. 

The presentation of differences among the evaluated alternati{,es can be measured either 

qualitati’,My or quantitatively, as appropriate, and shall identify substantive differences’ 

(e.g., greater short-term risk concerns or greater cost). Quantitative informatior~ that was used 

to assess the evaluated alternatives (e.g., specific cost estimates, time until the Site-specific 

response action objcctivcs and cleanup levels are met, an&levels of residual contamination) 

shall be ineIuded in these discussions.. 

Recommended Evaluated Altemative{s) and Conceptual Dcsi.an. The RP shall include in the 

DAR its recornniendation of the evaluated alternativ.e (or combination of evaluated 
alternaiives) which should be implemented at the Site. The purpose of preparing a conceptual 

design is to illustrate all aspgcts of~he RP-recommended evaluated alternative 

(or.combination) in sufficient detail to enable the MPCA Commissione~ to t~ally evaluate the 

R_P-recommended evaluated alternative (or combination). The c.oneeptual designfor the 

RP-recommended evalui~ted alternative (or combination) shali include,.bul not be limi*ed to, 
the elements listed below: 

° a conceplfual plan viex;,, drawing ol~the overall site, showing goneral.loeatlon.s for 

response action components; 
° conc.eptt,al layouts {plan and cross sectional views where required} for th~ individual 

components to be mstalled,.o, actions to be implemenled; 
~ 

cgnccpt}.,ml design critcria and rationale; 
° a descriplion of t.~pes of eqt, ipmen! required, including approximale capacily, size, and 

materials of construction; 
° process llow sheets, including chemical consumplion estimates and a descripfidn ’oflhe 

process~ 
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° , an operational description 6fproeess units or other components; 
o a description of unique structuralconcepts tbr components; 

¯ ° a description of operation and maintenance requirementS; 
° a discussion of potential construction problems; 
° rigbt-of-wayrequirements;. 
° additionfll engineering data required to proceed with design;. 
° a discussion of permits that are required pm:suant to environmental and other statutes 

rules, and I egutatJons; 
° impl~mentatien cost estimate; ., 
o annual O&M cost cstimatcs; 
° remedial action dismantling cost; and 
° estimated implementation schedule.. 

"MPCA. COMaMISSIO1VERACTIONS                                                          ~. 

Establishment of Site .Specific Response Action Objectives and Cleanup Levels. The 
MPCA Commissioner shall assess da~a as they are obtained through implementation of the 
RI. When sufficien’i data exist, the MPCA Commissioner shall specify- and notify the R.P of 

the S~tc-specific response.a~tion objectives and cleanup levels t’or the c~ontamina~ts, 
environmental media of concern, and exposure pathways associated with the Si~e.      ’ 

The S~te-speciflc ob_lectives and cleanup levels shall be detem~ined using .~¢,~Rs, the 

"Compilation of Ground \Vatcr Rules and Rc~ulations MPCA Supcrfund P.ro~an_~a,’l dated 

March 27; 1991; Attachmenl l, the MPCA Risk-Based Site Evahmtion-Manual 
(availab]~ on the MPCA web site at http:i!wx~v.pca_state.mnusicleanuI~/riskbasedoc_html)~ 
and documented case studies. The MPCA Commissioner wilt notify the RP of the Site- 

specific response action objectives and cleanup levels no later than the approval of the 

RI Report. 

Review of Submiutals. The RP shall submit to the MPCA Cornmismoner all work plans, 

reports, or other documents (submittals) required by this Exhibit. The review and approval, 

modification, or rejection of submittals shall be in accordance,with this Section and Part IV 

of the RFRA. Given the MPCA preference for implementing response actions ~n an 

expedient manner£ the MPCA Commissioner ma) request implemcmation of an IRA at any 

point during the RUFS. 

~Eproval of RI/FS Work Plan. The MPCA Commissioner shall review and approve, approve 

with modifications and/or a request for additional information, or reject the RFlcS Work 

Plan. Modifications by the MPCA Commissioner are final.                       .. 

If the MPCA C~mmissioner approves the R1/FS Work Plan wilh a requirement to.provide 

additional information, the Comrnissioner will: 1) speci~ the deficiencies in the RUFS Work 

Plan that nccessttate the need for additional reformation; 2) provide direction to address the 

deficiencies; 3) specify the manner in which the RP shall documem o~ otherwise convey the 

additional information; and 4) specify the time frame for submission or convey:race of lhe 

rcqucslcd addnmnal mfovmat~on. 
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IV.B.2o 

IV.B.2.a. 

If the MPCA Commissioner rejects the RFFS Work Plan, thc Cmi~nissioncr Will: 1) s])ecify. 
the deficiencies m the RFFS Work Plan that imcessitate tl~e rejection; 2) provide direcfion t0 
addressthe deficiencies; 3) specify ;the manner in which tge RP shall do~:ument or otherwise 
convey the information necessary to correct the deficiencies; and 4) specify the time frame 
for snbmission or conveyance of the.rex)ised R.UFS Work Plan_ 

As par.t of revi.ewing the RI!FS Work Plan, the MPCA Cormnissioner ~vill eliminate from 
further consideration any possible ~echnology types that are dearly not feasible or effec~ii, e 

¯ considenng the Remedy Selection Criteria (Part IV.C.), and may identify other possible 
technology types and process’ options to be analyzed in the Development and Screening of 
Respons.e Action Alternatives chapter (Part III.E.3) of the R1 Report. " 

Site security an.d safely are the responsibility of the RP. The MPCA Colrm~issioner may 
comment on the Site Security and Safety Plan but will neither approve nor disapprove that. 

plan. W.ithin ten(10) days of notification of the MPCA Commissioner’s approval of the 

RI!FS Work Plan, the RP shall implement the Site Security an~{ Safety Plan, taking into 
account the comments of the MPCA Commissioner. 

~provat of the Pd Report. The MPCA Commissioner shall rc’~: ew and approve, approve 
with modifications and/or a.request t’or additional information, or rejcc{ thc RI Report. 
Modifications by the MPCA Con~nissioner are final. 

Ifthe MPCA Commissioner approves the RI Report with a requirement to provide ad&tional 
information, the Connn~ssmncr x’vitl: 1) spcc~t~, tlic dcficiencms m the Pd Report that 
necessitate the nei~d f6r additional information; 2) provide direction to address the 
deficiencies; .3} specify the manner in which the RP shall document or otherwise convey the 
additional information; and 4) speci@ the time frame for submissio~q or conveyance of the 
requested additional formation.        ’ 

It" the MPCA Commissioner rejects the RI Report, the Commissioner will- 1 ) specify the 
deficiencies in the RI Report that necessitate the rejection; 2) provide direction to address the 
deficiencies; 3) specify the manner in which the RP shall document or otherwise convey the 
informi~tion necessary, to corrcc! the .dcficicncies; and 4) specify the timc frame for 
submission or conveyance of the re.vised R! Report. 

Evaluation of the Response Action Alternatives 

The MPCA Commissioner shall, as’part of reviewing the Pd Report, evaluate the response 
action alternatives presented in the Development and Screeningot’Re~ponse Action 
Alternatives chapter(Part III.E.3). tn determining whether to eliminate a particular response 
action alternative from further consideration, the MPCA Commissioner.will determine 
whether ihat alternative meets the response action objectives and cleanup levels (Part .IV.~A) 
specified for the Site. In approving the RI Rcpm~ the MPCA Conm~issionc~ will specify the 
evaluated alternatives to be addressed in the D~MR.                  .. 
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]V.C. 

IV.C.1. 

_ IV.C.2. 

Ap_proval of F.easibility Study Report. The MPCA Commissioner shall review and approve, 
approve with modifications andlor a request for additional information, or reject the FS ’ 
Report. Modifications-by the MPCA Cormnissioner are final. 

lfthe MPcA Commissioner approves the FS Report with a requirement to provide additional" 
info .rmation, the Commissioner wilt: 1) specify the deficiencies in the FS Report that 

necessitate the need for information necessary Io correct the defic.iencies; 2) provide 
direction to address the deficiencies; 3) specify the manner in which the RP shall document 
or otherw)ise convey’the a~tditional information; and 4) specify the time frame forsubmission 
or c6nvcvance of the revised F~ Report. - 

If the MPCA Commissioner rejects the FS Report, the Commissioner will: 1) specify the 
deficiencies in.the FS Report that necessitate the rejection; 2) provide direction to address 
tile defieiqncies; 3)’specify the manner in which the R1~ shall document or otherwise con’~ey 
the information necessary to correct the deficiencies; and 4) specify the time frame for 
submission or coiaveyance of the revised FS Report. 

Remedy Selection Criteria. The ’purpose of implementing any response action is to protect 
lhe public heatth,welfare, and the environment by preventing, minimizing or eliminating the 
relcasc(~), or tlu-catcncd rcleasc(£) of hazardous substances: pollutants, or conlaminants. 
Proteclion of public laealrb, welfare; and the env~romnent is best achieved by implemenlm~ a 

penaaanent remedy for the Site. An ~mpIemented remedy is considered pe~anem when i~’ 
allo~vs for unres~icted use of alt land and nalurM resources impacted by lhe cofltaminanls 
and~ except For ~he pu~ose of ~eatment, does not revolve removal of the contaminants m 
another site and mimmizes exchange of the comaminanls to other environmental media. 
Refer Io the MPCA guidance document on remedy ~election, located on the MPCA web site 
at htlp://~.pca_state.~_us/cleanfip/pubsIrem9 98.pdf 

The MPCA Commissioner wi]l apply the following threshold, balancing crileria and 
community acceptance to select a final response action from amongst evaluaied alternatives. 

Threshold Criterion. Each response alternative or evaluated alternatives must meet the 
threshold criterion ofprovidin~g overall protection for the public health and welfare, and the 
environment. This criterion ~s riaet if the resp.onse action alternative or the evalualed 
alternative will achieve the response action objectives and cleanup levels identified pursuanl 
to the Establishment of Site Specific Response Action Qbjectives and Cleanup Levels " ’ 
(Part IV.’A~) or provides for a permanen{ remedy.       - 

Balancing Criteria. Evaluated alternatives that meet the threshold criterion of overall 
protedti0n o.f public health al,d Wd~’,u e, a,M the environmeut shall be evaluated g~ing the 

Balancing Criteria listed below. The evaluated Mternafive that provides the best balance 

among the Bal.ancing Criteria in consideratiofi of the site specific circumstances shall be 
selected as the final response action. The Balancing Criteria arc listed iu order of priority 

with long-term effectiveness being Ihe mosl important 
o Lon.~-Tcrm Effectiveness 

Long-’te~Tn effectiveness is lhc abfl~ly of an evaluated alternative to maintain the desired 
¯ level of pro!ection ofpubhc health and welfare, and the environment over lime 

Permanent remedies provide absolule long-term effectivmmss. In the event a permanenl 

remedy is not feasible, evaluated alternauves that significantly alter the hazardous 

substances or pollutants or conlaminants to produce significant reductions in 16xicil)’; 

mobility, or voh,me through treatment will be preferred. 
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In addition, the ability, of the alternative to obtain and/or manage treatment residuals, 

minimize transfer of contaminants to anotlier environmental media, and maintain 
establi.shed r~sponse action objectives and cleanup levels over time shall ’be a major 

consideration; 

lmplementabiliW 
The technical and administrative feasibility of implementing the i~’baluated alterfiative 

and the availability of goods and services needed to implement the evaluated allernative 

shall be considered; 

Short-Term Risks 

The abort-term risks that may be posed as a result of implementing an evaluated 

alternative shall be considered and weighted against the ultimate longoterm benefits of 

implementing that evaluated alternative; 

Total Costs 

The complete cost breakdown ofimplementati{~n of the evaluated altcrnaUve including 

the projectedcosts of any long-term monitoring, operation and maintenance, and 
response action dismantling shall be considered. The future costs to replace the 
alternative or respond to a future release shall also be considered in tillsevaluation. 

Commumty Acceptance~ The degree ofcorrmmnity acceptance shall be determined for each 
evaluated alternative_ 

The cominunity shall be consult.ed regularly in regard to the response action alteniat~ves 

available tbr remediation at the Site. Efforts will bc made to reform thc conmqumt-,,, about the 

hazards of the Site and the advantages and disadvantages of various approaches to 

remediation and to gmn an understanding of the concerns and preferences of the commtmity 

with regard to the final remedy for the Site; The community’s concerns and response action 

preferences will be considered when the MPCA Commissioner selects a remedy. 

Selection of Response Action and Record of Decision 

- The MPCA Corrnnissioner will select the final response action(s) and will document this 

selection in a Record of Decision (ROD) or Minnesota Dec~smn Document (MDD). The " ’ 
final ILl and FS Reports, as approved by the MPCA Cornmissioncr, will, wiih the MPCA Si~c’ 

file, form the basis for the selection Ol~the final response action for the Site and will provide 

the informauon necessary to support the development of the RODiMDD The ROD/MDD 

~vill identify thc selectcd evaluated altgrnative (or combination of evaluated alternatives)to~ 

be implemented bythe RP pursuant to Exhibit B to the RFRA. The ROD/MDD shall be 

appended to and made an integralpart of the RFRA. 
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Exhibit B 

REMEDIAL DESIGN AND RESPONSE AcT’IoN IMPLEMENTATION 

INTRODUCTION 

Part III.B. of the Request for Response Action (RFRA), to Which this Exhibit is appended, 
requests the Responsible Party, (RP) to prepfire a Remedial Desigr~Respon~e Action Plan 
(RD/P,A Plan) and implement Response Act,ons (RAs) at the Site. This Exhibit set; forth the 
re.quircmcnts fo~ p~epadng the RD/RA Plan and implementing fife RAs, whicl~ have been 
selected by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)’Commisaioner pursuant to 
Part IV.D. of Exhibit A to the RFRA, and is hppended to and made an integral part of the 

The RP shall retain a consultant qualified to undertake and complete the requirements of th~s 
Exhibit. II the RI° retains the same consultant used to complete Exhibit A to the RFRA, the 
RP shall’ proceed immediately with preparatmn of the RD/RA Plan. If the RP chooses to 
retain a different consultant, the RP shalt retain the consultant and notify Ihe MPCA project 
manager of the name ot that consultant wtth~n thirty {30) days el nol~flcation of approvat of 
the FS Report by the MPCA Commissmner. 
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REMEDIAL DESIGN/RESPONSE ACTION PLAN 

RD/RA Plan Submittal 

Within ninety (90) days of notification of approval of the FS Report by the MPCA: 
Commissioner, the RP shall p~ epale and submi! to the MPCA Co~mnissioner fro review and 
approval a RDiRA Plan which shall be based on the ~pproved RUFS reports and the Record 
of Decision (ROD) or Minnesota Decision Document (MDD) issued by the MPCA 
Commissioner under ]Exhibit A to the RFtL~0 

Plan Contents 

The purpose of’the RD/RA Plan is to provide a detailed design, an implementation schedule, 
and a monitoring plan forthe RAs specifl ed in lhe ROD/MDD ",vhich, upon ~mplementation, 
will protect the public health and welfare, and the environment from the release or tNeatened 
release of hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants, at or from the Site. 

The RDiRA Plan shall set forth m detail the steps necessary to implement the Site remedy 
specified in ROD/MDD. The RD/RA Plan shall include a lest~tement of the ,esponse action 
objectiv.es and cteannp levels specified in the ROD,q~[DD. The RD/RA Plan shall inch,de, at 
a minimum, the following: 

Remedml ])es~n. The pnrpose of the remedial des~gm ~s Io specie’ detailed methods and lime 
schedules for the m~plementation of the P~a,s spemfied m the ROD/MDD. This section shall 
include, at a n~mimum, lhe following elements: 
o design criteria and rationale; 
o a plan view drawing of the ox:erall S~te, showing general locations for response action 

components; 
o technical and operational plans and engineering designs for implementation of the 

response action including plan and cross sectional views for the individual components 
to be mstalIed or actions to be nnplcmented; 

° a description of the types of equipment to be employed, including capacity,, size, and 
materials or construction; 

° an {)perationat description of process unils or other RA components; 
° p~ocess flow sheets, including process mater~al (e.g,.chemical or activated carbon) 

consumption rates, and a descriptmn of thc process; 
° a discussion of potential construction problems and respective contingency plans; 
c a schedule for implementing the construction phase; 
° a Site-specific hazardous waste transportation plan (if ndcessary); 
~ the identity of all contractors, transporters,’or other persons conducting removal or 

response actions at rise Site; 
o a description of any permits or licenses required to implement the RA; 
o a description of the post RA operation and maintcnancc procedures and scheduIes; and 
° a description of activitms to be undertaken by lhe RPs during RA implementation to 

fulfill the requirements of Part rll, Sections C. 1. (Project Managemefit), C.3. (Sampling 
and lnvcstlgat~ons), C.5. (Record Re!cation). t2.8. (Silo Securi~" and Safety Plan), and 
C.9. (CommtmiLy Relalinns) of Ez~hd~it A to ~lae RFRA as the3,’ pertain to the removal or 
response actions and operalion and maintenance activities. 
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lll.B.2.a. 

lll.B.2.b. 

I ! I.B.2 

HI.B.2.d. 

RA Monitorin~ Plan. The RDiR~ Plhn shall propose an RAmonitoring plan for the Site. The 

purpose of post-RA implementation mohitorin~ is to determine the status and effectiveness 

of the implemented RAs. The RA monitoring plan shM1, at. a mimmum, contain the following 
m o~dcr to determine that the cleanup levels specified in the ROD/MDD are achieved: 

Environmental Mediaand Anal~ical Parameter List. The environmental media (sod, ground 
water, surface water, sediments, biota, and air) anda corresponding lisI ofanalytes to be 

monitored shall be proposed, along with the selection ratmnale, and a corresponding lis{ Of 

chemical analytical methodologies (incl.uding U.S; Environmental Protection Agency or 
Slandard Method numbers and detec{ion limits) to be performed.. 

IVlonitonng FaciliW LoCation and Desi~. The design and.location of all monitoring 

tacilities/locations shall b.e proposed. 

Samptin~ ScheduIe_ A samplir~_g schedule for the anal~ical parameters proposed m the RA 
monitoring plan foi" all monitoring Iodations ~shall be proposed. Sampling shall, at a 

minimum, be conducted on a quarterly basis. 

ReportmfZ Plan. A schedule for reporting th~ results of long-totm monitoring to the MPCA 

shall be proposed. The schedule shall, at a minimum, contain the following: 

1. ~uartcrlv Monitormu Re~orts. The RP shall submit quarterly analytical.re.stilts to the 
MPCA Commissioner. The reporting schedule shall comply W~th Pm-t II.C of the RFRA. 

2_ Annual Monitorinu Reports. The RP shall submit an Annual Monitcq;ing Report ~o the 

MPCA Commissioner cn or before April t, 2008, and each April 1~ thereafter. Any remedial 

technology cmploycd i~ implementation.of the RD/RA Plan shall be ]eft in place and . 

operated by the RP until the IVIPCA Commissioner authorizes the RP in writing to 

discontinue, move, or modify some or all of the remedial technology. The RP may request 

discontinuation of the remedial technologies in the annual.report, when the cleanup levels set 
forth in the ROD!MDD have been achieved,The RP shall move or modify the remedial 

.technology when the movement or modifications, as approved by the MPCA Commissioner, 

may better achieve the remedial action objectives set forth in the ROD/MDD. 

The Annual Monitoring Reporl shall contain the following: 
° a Site map showirig alt monitoring locations; 
o the resulls of all parameter analyses for the previous yca~; 
° the results of.all water level measurements fo.r [he pre~,,ious yeari 
o regional and Site specific g~otmd wate~ piezometric mapsfo~: each aquifer including 

surface water elevations; 
° cross section(s) indicating relative communication between aquifers; .. ’ ’    . 
° . a map for each sampling event showing each monitoring location with contaminant 

concentrations and isoconcentralion lines for sele.cted parameiers; 

° graphs and tables illustrating the concentrations over t~me using data from each sampling 

event (lhcsc graphs and tables shall bc curnul’ative’showing parame.te, r analyses for al! 
previous 3’ears as well ns the reportmg yeiw)~ and 

° a sampling plan lbr the nexl year wHh an assessmenl of the momtormg paramef~rs, 

sampting frequencies, and the need for the addition ot deletion of momtoring tocauons 

and parmnetcrs. 
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III.C. 

IV, 

RD/RA Plan Implementation 

Within thi~y (30) days of the MPCA iS0mmissioner appro,)at of the RD/RA plan, the 

RP shall initiate the’RA. The purpose ofRA impleme.ntation is to take.those actions that will 

protect public health ~ind wel~’are, and the environment, from the release or threatened release 

of hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants at or from the Site. 

The RD/RA Plan, as approved or modified by the MPCA Commissioner shall be 

implemented in accordance with the time schedules set forth in Part Ill of the ~G~rRA and 

Part III.B. of this E×hibi:. The implementation of RAs shall be conducted in accordance with 

all applicable federal and state AKARs, at~d local laws, rules, regulations, and ordinances. 

During implementation of the RD/RA Plan, ihe MPCA Commissioner may spcci fy such 

additions and/or revisions to the RD/ILA Plan’ as the Conunissioner deems necessa.ry’ to 
protect public heaIth and welfare, and the environment. 

RA Implementation Report 

Within six~ (60) days of the completion of implementation of the RA~ specified ~in the 

approved RD/RA Plan, a RA Implementation Report which includes the following elements, 

shall b~ submitted to the MPCA Commiss~onct : 

the data andresuhs oftheRA implementation; 

fl~e fo]lowaup actions~ i_rany, to be token in the ’following one-year !geriod; 

a ceJaification that all work plans, specifications, and schedules have been implemented 

and completed in accordance with the [~.D/RA Plan as approved or modified by the 

MPCA Commissioner; 

discussion of difficulties encountered during ’the implementation that may alter and/or 

impair or otherwise reduce the effectiveness of the tLA implementation to prevent, 

eliminate, or minimize tt~e release or threatened release of hazardous substances or 

pollutants or 9ontamznants, at or from the Site, or which may require unant!cipated 
operational or mainlenance actions to maintfiin the effectiveness of any of the 

implemen.ted !L~.s; and 

a discussion of any necessa~ modifications to the operationand maintenance procedures 

as approved.. 

REPORT ON COMPLETION OF RA 

Within sixty (60) days ofnotificatmn, by the MPCA Commissioner, that all Site-specific. 

Response Adtion Objectivbs and Cleanup Levels (Exhibit A; Part IV.A.) have been met, a 

Report on Completion of RA, which includes the followin.g elements’, shall be submitted to 
the MPCA Commissioner. 

summary of th~ response action ohjcctives and clean_up levels and a t?istory.of how they 

\ver~ ll~et~ 

certtflcation that all R~s have been properly dismantled, including supporting 

doc~mcntatmn (e.g.: monitoring well sealing records); 

summa~, of any oogoing ms~ituhonal consols (e.g.; deed restrictions); 

[qnal cost summary 
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MPCA COMMISSIONER ACTIONS 

The RP shall submit to the MPCA Commissioner all plans, reports, or other documents 

(submittals) required by this Exhibit. The review and approval, approval with modifications 

and/or a request for additional mfo~mation, ol rejection of submittals ~hall bc in accol dance 

with this section and Part IV of the RF ,RA. The Site Safety and Security Plan does not 

require MPCA Commissloner appmyal. 

Aoproval Of The RD!RA Plan, RA Implementation Reporl~ And Report On,. 
C0mpletion 0 f bL~k 

The MPCA Com.m~ss~oner shall review and approve, approve with modifications and/or a 
request for ad&tional reformation, or reject the RD/RA Plan, RA lmplemenialion Report, 

and the Report on Completmn ofRA based on ihe requirements of Parts III.B, Ill.D, and 

Pv’ respectively. Modificatmns by the MPCA Commissioner arc final. 

If the MPCA Commissioner approves the RD/RA Plan, RA Implementation Report, or the 
Report o~ C~mpletion ofRA w~th a requirement to provide additiona! information, the 

Commissioner will: 1) specify the deficiencies m the RDiRA Plan, RA Implementation 

Repoi-t, or the Report on Completion of RA that necessitate the need for additional 

information; 2) provide directmn to address the deficiencies; 3) specify the manner in which 

.the RP .qhall document or otherwise convey the additmnal informatic;n; and 4) specify ~he 

hme ti~mne for submission or conx~eyr, nce ef the requested additmn,’~l intbrmation. 

If the MPCA Commissione~ ~ejects the RDiRA Plan, RA implementation Report, or the 
Report on Completion of RA, the Conunissioner will: 1) specify the deficiencies m the 
RDIRA Plan, RA Implementahon Report, or Completion of RA Reporl that necessitate the 
~Tejection; 2) provide direction to address the deficiencies; 3) specify the maturer in which the 
RP shall document or otherwise convey the information necessary, to correct the deficiencies; 
a~d ~) specify the m:ne fi-ame tbr submission or conveyance of the information necessary to 
correct the deficienmes. 
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