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•Report 

T
.: _he 'term "Superfu-~d"· ·means many things to the. citizen·s "of Minnesota.' It is ~ : 

: law that was ena~ted to pr.otect public he.alth and the env.ironm-ent by . 
driving -deanup of old .hazardous waste sites ·where past disposal . . -. ' .. i 

· practices have·result~d in ·present-·day harm .. It.is a fund thaf pays for responses-to 
. environmentql emergendes,· su~h. as chemical spi.l_ls, ~ont~minated drinking water supplies/• 
abandoned barrels, and other inirninent threats .to Minn~esota communities. It. is a-process that-· . 

·. involves -law, science, a nd technology ·in restoring· the s·tate:,s. air, Ian~., and water resou.rc~s .and_ 
protecting the· public health: Th1s J.996. report on the faw, fund-, and process shows how the 

· . ferjeral and. state Supi .rfond pro'grams have· benefited the staters titiz~ns an·d natural . . 
. environment dur.ing the last fiscal year.. . : 

•' ' . ' .. . . . ~ . . 

In 1980, the c6nsequences pf the Unfred-States·' _1ndustrial past had· beco.me ~!ear, in pubii_c· . 
concer~s about ol'd haz~rrjous w~ste sites such· as Loye Canal -. 'The U._S. Congress eiracted.the . 

. Compreh~nsive Environmental Respo.nse-,..Compensation ahd Liability Act (CERGLA), which . 

. : established a process for cl~a_n·ing up such.problems.of the past. · Congress also created a fund, 
_ popu_larly term·ed ."S~perfund/ to pay for sites w.here ~vironmental em·er.gencies threatened . 
. and wh~re.-parties resp~nsible for thet6ntar:nination were ~nki:iown, unable to pay· for · . 
c;leanup,:or unwi ll ing to undertake· their cleanup responsibilities .. -In .1983,the Minnesota 
legislat~r€ en~ded state I.aw to complen:,~nt and parallel CERCLA, the Minnesota , . 
. Environmental Response and ~i-abi lity Act (MERLA). CERCLA, 'MERLA ·and-the Resource 

: . -~on~rvation· apd Rec_o~ery Act have_chang·ed hazardous-waste di iposql' .practices in . . 
Minn.esota.. · · · · · · · · 

... MERLA.hq.S undergone conti_nuous chan.ge_ since it~ creation. The Minnesota Comprehensiv.e 
. Ground -Water Protection Act of 1989 amended the h1w to allow 'the' Minnesota Department of 
. Agricu.iture io access th~-fund for cleanups 1nvo.lving agricultural ch~micals·. lri 1992, _th~/Land 

·Recycling Act allowe~ parties who voluntarily dea~-~d up old ·sites· to receive legal assur'a~ces : . 
· thaiwould pr9tectthemfrom superfurn;i liabi lity,-stimul'ati n_g ir:ives~igations and ·cleanups of ­

land that othetw1se might have·stood useless for years . . :In 1994_,. the .Landfill Clean..up Program · 
"was established. to ·allow removai _of old,· closed,_ leaking landfi 11-s from Superfund ljab{lity, 
··makjng. them ~ pl:-Jblit' responsibif ity. In additto~, the l~gislcrture created a Hazardous Waste, . 

· Generator Loan Program to assist ·smaH businesses with deanwp expenses.· And in i995, the 
· U.S. EPA p~ovidedJunding for asses~ment ~f ."brownfield" sites, which pre~ent b¥riers to · 
d~veJopmenf that co·uld bri~g jobs_at~id economic health, especially_ to inner-city areas. . 

This ;eport summ.~riz~s MERLA's and .½ERCLA's ·accor:n_plishments, o~tl i~es ho.w Fund dollars · 
have been Spent on behaH of Minnesota communities,· ,and describes· changes· i'n both state and . 
federal approa"ches to dealing:with' contarriinated-la~d. 

___ ;___ ________________ ----...J 

Pursuant to Minn. Stat. 115B. 20 
Subd. 6 

This document is made available electronically by the Minnesota Legislative Reference Library                                                                                                          
as part of an ongoing digital archiving project.  http://www.leg.state.mn.us/lrl/lrl.asp 
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Minnegasco (For:mer. 
·. Minne~polis_ Gas· 
· Wor~s)' Site · 

Th¢ Co~muni~ Advisory Council (Cf.\C), established by Min-~egasco and . . 
the MPCA in September J 994 is an· interesting example ofa community 
work g·rbup.established in response to·strotig community interest. During 

. the. S':Jnimer of 1994, public outcry ·about odors associa_ted wit_h the . 
. cleanup of spent-oxide box filler at the site stopped the P,mjed. · 
. ·-Antidpating_additional deanup activities at the site, .Minnegasco invitee{ 

concerned groups to_ select representativ:es to serve on a <;:AC. "Groups;' 
.initially included three residential associations; three business and 
neighborhood improvement-groups; the University of Minnesota;' and "the 
Minneapolis Mayor's Office, City. C~>Uncil; Community bevel~pmenf 

. · Assocfation..and Park and Recreation Board. All of the groups, except one 
·, residential. association, sent representatives to the council. A few months · . 

i~to the _process, another group, the Environmental Law S:dciety atthe U of . 
M, asked to have a representative. ori the Council;_ the CAC representatives · 

. approved this addition. . . 

T_he CAC consists of these members plus cbmmunity''involvement 
co9rdinators from Mi_nnegasco, the MPCA and .the Minnesota Department· . 

· · _of Health (M.DH). Minnegasc:01 MPCA and MOH members express the· . · 
· views of their company/agencies but do not p1rticipate in the Council's· 

reconimendations. Technic;al ,staff from' the MPCA, MOH, arid l 
Minnegasco and their ·consultants., serve the CAC as ""technical -resour-ce ·· · 
members." A.neutr~I facii~tator, available through the Office of Dispute 

. R~sol~tion at the Minnesota Department of Administration, teads tbe. . j 
meetings. · · · 1 

The CAC has· made rec;ommendations or,.- the location of the site's ground- l 
water treatment. buiiding ·and .the techn.ology used·for soil' cleanup. Early : ;i 
in· the·CAC pr9cess, most meetings involved providing the· council with · ~ 

· backgro·und information about the ·site a.pd the Superfund ·Process.· : . . i 
Anticipating a decision about so.ii treatm-ent, the CAC, Working through - · j 

. . Minnegasco's consultant, developed a chart.that compared the l 
community's crit!=ria to available clean-up options. The t:ouncil also 
developed 'a 11decision tree" to· be, used by Minnegasco a~d the.MPCA in 
resporiding·t_o odor co~plaints. ·· · · · 

The:CAC ha been -instrumental in helpingMinnegasco ke~p the cleanup · 
. :moving aiong. 11The CAC ·has had a·posjtive impact on the whole proces~ 
'through its .a dive, consistent participation and 'commitment to act as the · .. . 
communications contact i'n tbe neighborhood," says Karen ·Studder~, 
director of ehvrronriiental,programs for Minnegasco_ "There1s' no better 
way to .prevent surprises than through community invo.lvement and 
cornmunication.''. . 

I~ addition, the CAC has provided meanihgful comm.unity involve~e~t- iri 
the decision-making process. "The Council has providecfarreffective · 
forum for hejring, evaluating ancf disseminating communications (among) 
the peopi~ in the surrounding community and the organizations involved 
iii treating rhe site," ·says Salvatore Fran.co, a CAC representative. 11 1 .• :·. 

believe that_ the high .level of consemus whi~h the Council has ac;hieve~ · 
about majo'r issues .. . has helped to raise significant'ly th~ community's 

. confidence that its interests a~e ,tjk_ei1 into. account as the project . 
· : progresses." .. · · 



I: 
[. ' 
1· 

I 
i 

I -

!' 

r . . _ 

r 

·"C 

·.\ - . 

,.. .,._ 

·A :-) -­
... · .. _,. 
~~- ... ,.... 
=· r~ -_ V,J_ 

·cc· . ' 

.. ·- .· . . 

' . 

--- 0)- -__ ··_..·.-_ 
' . 

. ' 

. . . 

- ~ 

.···- ~ 

Superfund Responsibilities 
In '1996, t.he state and f~deral Superfund laws ~pplied to a number.of 

. :· differ~nt ty.pes_ofhatardous wa~te s!tes, ·inclu'_dr~g: __ · ' ' . 

.• . 16 l state Superfun·c:t-sites; which are high~priority iites-based·on : . 
publk health .or en'v.ironmental 'risk; . . 
. . . . 

• 35 federal 5vperfund ·sites {a subsefqfthe 161 state sites), vyhic~ the. · : · 
US. EPA considers h_igh priorit_y for cleanup; 

._ •.. ·s sites of ag!"icultural chemical spills an~ contamina_tion (anot_h.er 
~ subset_of th~ state ·_sftes),-whic_h the MDA considers high priority for · 

. cleanup; · · · · 

· •. i23 state· V~-lunta~y lnvestig.ation a_nd Cleanup .-(VIG:) sites, \vhich are. 

being .. inve_stigat~d -and/or clea~ed up under the 1992 Land Recyclfng 
. Aq and lt~ amendments; . . . . . . . . _ . . . . . 

· • 500 sit~s· I isted,·o·n' the federal' Comprehe,nsf~.e _Environm~ntal 

Response, Compensation and Liability Information ·system. (CERCUS), 
·_ sites where.the potential' exists for environmentai contamination; . 

• -_9.84 file evalL,ation~,--which include rev·iews ot'Hsts; ·m-aps; ·o~· -· 

databas~s for people seeking pot~~tial' co~tarninati.on prop.lems' : 
associated with· s.pecificlq_cations or p[ann.ing a preliminary . 

· inve~tigati9n of property; _.. . . . . 

· • 23 declared err1ergendes., includi~g _chemfr:al ' lea;ks; sp,lls'-or 
.accid~nts, and 305 ·aband?ned barrels.· 

. ' •,. -Responding to Emetg~ncy Situations. 
· ·When emergency' situations.involvi-ng hazardo·us w~ste ·develop, 
. Superfund dollars often ·are tapped to resp:orid. A·mpng .the types of - .. 

· · emergencies for :whi~h Superfu~d is used are tank or pipeline leaks or 
sp_ilfs'; train, ·tru'ckor tank accidents; abandoned qru"rns; drinking~yVater 

. ·co~tamihation; and 9ther 'incidents in . . . ----- . 
'which chernicals rel_eased_to .the . . CASE STUDY: 
·enviro'nment ~ouJd ·pose, a public health o'r · 
envfronmental threat~ . """t'C~ :--" Fi_nt·and Air· 

_T.he {me~gency Re~ponse_ Uni·t of M}:>CA's · 
' ·Hazardous.Waste _Division a:nd th,e MDA'. 

Agronomy Service·s Division are on cal I 24 
' ': h~~rs ~-day,: seven days-a week' to respond_ ' 

: tn emergency situations . . In 1-996, MP_CA . 
· ·and MDA responded to 23 d_eclared_ _ 
emergencies, as well as recovery of 305 -
drums of hazardous w'aste dumped ' . 
il'legally. The state Supe_rfund .spent 
$.1 s6;964 to respond to 23 of these 
emergencies, including $148A5:6. by' 
MPCA~ and $2,508 by MD Ai . 

t--- - - ~~~.,._-~ 

Force Radar._ 
·station . I n fall 1995; resjdents living ·i n Lookout 

.. Mol!ntain -~illage near Finland, Minnesota, 
co_ntacted the Minnesota. Departmen·t· of ~ ealth's .. 

(MDH's) Duluth regional office·to complain ·ab6ut the taste 
of their drinking w::iter. MOH sampled the well that· 
-supplied approxirn~tely .60 p~opte i'i, the residential area;. 
· and found 11:;vels of t~ichloroftbene ~TC~} that exceeded the · 
.:U.S. EPA's_standarq for. d,rinking wat~r. 

Lookout' Mountain Village is loc_ated ~n a .former U.S. Air 
Force radar statior:i, .which was closed in 1982. The U.S. 
-Army (;drps of Engineers and MPC:A ac(ed quickly to 

· provide residtmts with e_merg·ency drinking water. Under 
·_the Defense Envirollm~nta·I Restoration P·rogram~ created by 
th~ fed.era! Supertund law, the Corps drilled an<>ther: well,· · 

,_-hooked up residences to the new supply, and samplecf the 
water on January Jo; 1996 _to make sure it was clean, 
Activitres to locate the s9urce of.the TCE are ongoing. 

. • I 



· _. Disco~e~g and Assessin·g Site_s· 

_ FY 8·3-96 -Site 
... : . creanuP'·. 

Expenditures· 

· .. PastjQdustrial pra~tices have contaminated rh·arjy · . 
. . ·- ·sites·in Minnesota,:and th~ Superfund provides a · -

. p_rqce·ss.thatal!ows the MPCA and MDAtodiscover, 
. investigate, prioritize, and lis.t kn.own or sospec;ted 
·sites. Sites are d·iscovered th.rough .reports from · -

: . dtjzens, di.scoveries during excavation or 
development; routine environmental audits~ and· 
oth~r m€thods: . Newly .~iscovered or ·n.onassessed 
sites_ may be ha0dl·ed in c1 vadety of ways: 

• . F~r the .fast time,' sit~s that are .suspected ha?'.ardous . 
waste s·ites but are not I isted on the· federal 
in;entory can. be investiga.ted.- The MPCA 

. completed· 24 Initial. revie~s· of sites with_:federal · · 
doflars in 1996. · · 

•. _S.it~s Hsted o·F) CERcu·s whkh requ1re.ass.esshl,ent 
are investigated using .federal dollars.-_ The MPCA 

· performep .$ite assessments and. preliminary -
inve~t1gations on 23. CERCLIS ~ites :in 1996 .. 

•. Those·sites posin'g a pote_nticll. threat can be 
. referred to the Voluntary Investigation ~nd ·. 
.. <;:_leanup Progr~ms 9feitherMPCA C?r MDA. 

T
-he Maxson Steel pr~perty.i~ St: Pa.~1-ho~sed? · · 

meta) foundry fot more· than J century, and until 
. 1996; no· ohe knew what the en~ironmental 1 

impacts _had beeri· .. Now, a brow.nfields site asS~ssment 
has pr:ovi°ded answers~ and an incentive for·developers 
f(? return the properJ:y to productive use. 

Brown ield sites are,th.ose abandoned industrial sHes 
loccJ,t~d within urbafl cent~·rs t at li.e va~~n.t because 
potential contarhinatio makes them too ~isky for · . 
developers, who turn to the r.elati.yely pristine' . 
'.'greenfields" of suburbarj .areas for deyelopmen~ · 
opportunities. The_purpose· of _brownfield ,_nvestigations . 
is tc/define ~he 'extent of possible contamination,~ the 
MPCA can predicrwhat clean-up effort may b_e need~d 
t6;pratect -pu_blk heahh and the enyironni~nt and prif)g .­
the rand b?Ck i_nto pr.oductive US€. 

The tvfoxson Steel 'prop~rty· is locatecl in an ·1ow-ih~o~e 
·. • n -ighborhood .in St. Pa·u1. Whi!e the ·prop~rty _is a prim·e 

candidate (or redev~Opment, the limited an:ount of · 
information .available regarding on-site. contamination 
made the property- unattractive . . 

• -Site~ also can be 1nves~igated and de·a;necfup . 
_under MDA oversight,· with partial reimbursement ·.· 

The Maxson Steel brownfield inv~stig?tio.r:i was 
conducted through"a Cooperative. Agreement between 
t he M PCA·and the Ef'.A. At the request of the· City- of St. ·· 
Paul, the Site A~sessment. Vnit conducted·an on-site 
investigation which .included the.c?llecti6n a_.n. ys is 
of 30 soi l samples and -ins~all·ation- and sah1plin. .1ree 
te1:1porary and fou r: perrnanenfon-site monito~i,ig wells . 

. . . avai I able _through tlie Agricujtural Chemkal · 
Respqnse and Rei.mburs~ment Account (ACRRA) .. _ · 

· • .Sites.also.ca~: 9e added to .the state o·r federat 
.$t:iperfund l(st, espe·ciaHy if_ those parties 

The foves~igatiori. shows thai on-·site soils have been 
c9ntaminated, but the ~-6st of .clean.up wou19 ·n·0t be· 

. prohibitive. ·Asa result, the St. Pa~I Port Autfi'ority is · · 
colrect ing bids for site cle4nup . . Twenty acres of prime 
property w ill be '.cleveloped, providing jobs -and an . . 

. responsible-for th~ contamination are Un?b1e.or 
· unwill_ing t~ provide a thorough investigatio17 or. 
cleanup.· In _1996, two sites we·re added to the· · 
state. Superfun.d. list; no sites wereadded to. the . 
federal National Priority List.. 

. improved tax base to a community in need of economi 
·help.· · 

. . . . . . . 

Site_ Inves~gation ·and. Cleanup 
As in 'the past, during FY 1_996 th~·majority Of dean~up'activ\ti~s 'rn the 
·state ~a_ve been paid for with private fonds from responsible parti'es: . Of 

. the app(OXimateJy $57.5 milliqnspent on· deanup activities in 1996, . 
$49.5 million (or 86 percent of the total/w.as -fund_ed by respon.~ible 

parties. --Si·nce the b~g1nr1ing of the ·state Superfund program, 
approximately 79 -percentof site investigations· and cleanups . . 
have be~n paid for by responsible parties. Thi-s reflect_s the .. · 
state Superfund prog:ram's.con:imitmentto rely first· on .-
encouraging· thosel>arties responsible for site'_' . 

contamination' to work cooperatively with the MPCA 
QF MDA on, ·i.nvestigatio'n a_nd ._dea!'1UP·: . MERLA Funds 

: $4.8 Million 

CERCLA·funds 
$3 .2 Million 

··- Fy:9:6 -Site · 
Cleanup f 

. Expenditures . 
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.-The MERLA arid CERCLA.funds ~re used to oversee.the wqrk_by.th~ 
responsible parties-and _to select the s_ite rem.edy, foll6»1ing .pu~lic 
participation:· lf.t~e f'0PO\ or i\1DA cannot identify responsible parties, 
o"r if those·J>arties are unable or unwilHng ·to pay .for site 'clean-up 
act{vitie$, the ME°RLA.and CERCLA funds .are used to complete. the work 
and, if appropriate, re·covery of the c·osts are. sought upon co.mpletion' of _.. 
the wotk. .. . . . 

.The MERLA fLlnd.-also is used t~ proJide tn~ required state ~~tch for 
federal dollar_s\:omirig j.nto.Minnesota to· manage and clean -up the 35. . 

. ·federal S~perfund s.ites·-in Jhe:_state.· ·Federal funcis--als_o .pay.for studies . : _· 
and pilot p.rogranis, staff trainin.g, and other management activitie\,. · In . 

. FY.96,.$4 .8.mili'ion from the MER(A account and $3.2 milli9n in.federal 
funds were used for the·purp.oses detailed . . . . 
·abo~e. · · · · 

. ·'Jiivestigatioil and c,eanup .. of' .­
. Sites ~y Volu_ntatj, Parti~s . · .. . '. 

The MPCA a·nd MDA provide technica.l. · 
·. assista'nce and-lega'I a;suran ces to· volµn'tary ; 

pa"rties who agree to investigate a'nd/or clea~ 
up contaminated sites they want t6 .. b uy,· ~ell, 

. ·or devefop. M'i'nnesota was one of the.fi rst 
states to establish a voluntarV-deanup ·. · 

. progra·m, and the MP~AVIC .Progr.am h as 
received national attenhon and become a 
m·ode I for other states seeki ~g a. so~ Liti o'n· to .th~' 

. pr~blem of "brownfields.,f' Brownfie lds are 
. old \ndustrlar prop:erties· that buyers and 
· develor5ers _do notwant because of potential . 
envfro.nmental problems. The· legal . 

: ~ssurances provided by the VIC program g·ive 
; potential bl.iy~rs, selfers O(:developers of . 
property th~ security that they wil I not-have to 
take on liabilities tliat-are not theirs. This 

. altows deyelpp~rs to move f~rward with plans 
that bring jobs and an improved tax base into 
communities burdened with abandoned sites. 

· Since ·1988,: 723 sites. have .entered the· MPCA · 
VIC Program and 1·24 have be_en cleari-ed up· 
. or found acceptable for -purchase, . : . . . . 
devel9pment, reflnanci ng, or tr~msfer to other . ·. _ 

· .. : regulatory programs. Currently; an average· of · . 
. ' three new sites enters the program weekly; . . . . 

t.hi"s trend. i's expected t_o continue: for a total of 
· 156 new sites .in the coming year.. . .. 

Re(inery · _ 

.. A· fter26 years of oilre'fi°ning in .St.. 
· · Paul Park atOng the River,.the··Ashland . 

Refrnery Site ha·s had its.share of problems 
· with ·soil and water contaminatioi1. More than ·lOO 

storage'tanks, filled .with nearly 170 miltion gallons of· 
variOl:JS products, ta_ke Up mor~ than twq-thirds of the . · · 
.company's 100-acre property. O·i I and wastewater 
spills and lea_kdiave contaminatec;f son, ground w3te_;, · 
and the.river over.the course.of the company!s history: 

· But in 199 , Ashland cqmpleted a dean-up,systerh 
· . under tbe· state Superfund progr m that shoul<;i protect . 

th·e nyer for years to come arid·r.ecover and ·recycle the . 
contamin~tion from its industrial pa"st.· An extensive · 

• unde ground netvyork,; consisting of l4 wens and · 
.· approximately 2,500 feet o(freri.ch drain, intercepts . 
petroleum products and contarnindted grOUAcj· water 
before they af(ect the river~ !he company rec.overs . :· 

. petroleum and contaminated water; and routes it back 
to the refinery, w~re treatm·eryt ·removes petrolel!m for' 

·· reuse. 

·. Among Ashland's otl:ier ~fforts to dea_n up past 
contamrna~.ion arid pre"'.ent f~tur.e prqblems; the 

. companr .. 

.• . -paid a-pproximately--$1 so,'oo(/in pei1alties .fqr past 
spills into.the _State Fund; · · . · 

· • .. ~pent $35,300 or,· a ·study to discov.£?-r new· and 
. better ways to:recyde cohtaminc1ted wastewater; 

. • . fund~d a comm~nity adv_isory panel to assure 
pul:>lic invo~vernent in A_shland.'s de~isio~s; 

. • ·complEted a lea_' and spill prevention pl?n; .­

donated $40,600 to the Science Museum of 
Minnesota to fu~ther educati~mal efforts o~ water· · 

.. 
. . . · ~tmservatio~ and protect.ion; and 

began ·_wor~ on a- new,:· d~eper frend, drain to . 
intercept more petro'leum froni entering -the main 
channel of ihe Mississipp1 Riv~r- · · · 

A cross-meci,a tea1n of MPCA staff meets reg~1'1rly with 
Ashland.to" asst.ire continued coordination _and . 

~ooperatlon. 

, . · 



CASE STUDY: 

Texaco_ Refining/ 
Crosby ·Lake· .· . 
Re~evel~pm¢nt 

· ·.The 41-at.re Texaco site was operated ·as ·. . . · 
. · . a buik petroleum storage facility f.rom 1951 to 1983 . 

. . · . Seventeen above-ground storag tanks we~e dismantled.in 
1988-19-89 under t.he direction 9f the MPCA Tanks and Sp.jJls · . 

·section.Texaco-entered th~. VIC Program iri 1993 to obtain legal . . 
. assuranc;es for future buyers. I vestigations ·ldentifed severa1. 

different petrol~u~ releases troni above~ground tanks and 
pipelil")es on tl)e site . . The petroleum releases have_aff€cted the ·. 
groun,d water. . . . . . . 

Cont< ,~inated soil was excavated and stockpiled in a compo~t · · 
bio-pife, in which contami~ants are degraded by bi9iogical · · 
organisms, thermally treated, and used as daily cover at a so.lid · 
waste industri21I fa11dfill. In addi't'ion, an innovative soil-clean-up 
tech,niq_u~ known as soil ,washing was ·attempted, but t~e · · 

. tech(ljque did not cl an up the soils to'an acc~ptable level; so· 
'other measu·re·s were· undertaken. Grou11d watE;r, once treated, · 

. will be monitored to ensure tha.t c"ontamination does not .. 
· adversely affe~tth~ tv1ississippi River. 

The site was_purchased by the Sf. Paul PortAuthority,,rnd was.·· 
· renamed the Crosby Lake Business Park. Future ter:iants include 
· EMC Corp _ratjon~ Twin City. Tile and Marble l.nd th~·si.;mmit . 

· · Brewing Company. Constructi.on activities-began in September 
1996 cm the.EMC Corporation parcel: -E~ch cle<!,hed-u~ ·parcel., as · 
well as each ne~ tenant, will _recei_ve legal assu anc~s froni the 
state. 

MPCA and the U..S. EPA have signed a 
Memorandu.m of Agreement that all,ow·s_ · 
the. state to·_review investigations -and 

. cleanups 'Yithout .federal :concurra_nce, an~_. · 
_to run ·a ptlot pro'gram fun_d'ihg 

. ·."brownfields'" work for- sites in c1reas .of the . . . . . . . ' . ·- ~ 

Twin Cities . 

Re_irriburseme~ts from vo~untary par.ti~s 
· pay for the MPCA's· and MDA's oversight · 
·of th~ v~luntary _cleanup programs. The . 
public benefit, both enviropmentally and . 
economically, of the voluntary cleanup · 

. programs ma~e 'them some of the'state;s · . . 
most popular serv_1ces . . 

.· Property Transfer_-File . 
. Evaluations ·. 

' . . . 

The Property Transfer File Evaluation · · 
Program wa~ developed to provide· . 

. ._ ·information to the pub He from the· flies-and 
. ·databases qf the agency. In FY 1 996, the ., 

. ,, MPC:A perfor·m~d 984. ro-utine evaluations 
of-data· I ists~ maps, ·or databases for . -. 

. .customers-outside the agency. The 
evaluation.prov.ides repOl}:S of all known or potential cohtamination . 
sites ~ithin a one-mile radius of a given pr.operty'.address~ allowing a 
property-buyer or environmental consultant investigating the ·property 

· to obtain all pertinent. information'. ·Users.-are charged a reasonable fee 
· for the service. · · · · · · · 

. . . 

MPCA Legai-Action· u~der MERL.\. 
, - . . . . 

T.he· Miri'nes6ta Attorney ·cen~ra.1\ Office represents· the state'~ interests . 
· i~ .matte.rs of cost rec_overy and application of $up.erfund .la~. Dur'ing ,'. 
the past year, ·the Attorney General"s Offi~e brought two new lawsuits to · 
re·~m:e-r MP(:A .response costs·, involving the McGuire Wire.Site and the . 
Winona Ground~ater Contah,ination Sit~:- A m~jor settlement was · . 
reached during:the year ·with~ ower Asph~lt,' .tnc., in which-Tower 
agreed to pay' $4-SO,OOO·to the MP.C.A for ·costs associated with state,.. 

. · .. funded -remedial action to provide a publk water SHpply to replace 
cont.aminated residential wells in· the City of-Lakeland .- Additional 
s~ttlement d_isc ssi-ons are 011go~ng regarding cost recovery for the 
Schloff.Cherni-cal and Trio Sqh:1e11ts Site. .. . . . 
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• 
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Minnesota's Superfund Program 
The M.ERLA Expenditures and Income Table details MERLA prOgrartlmatic FY l996 and 
-cumulative expenditures and,income-' Reimbursements to -the· Accouririn_ FY 1996 

. ,c6ver~d 1J percent of the program's admioi~trati.ve costs. - In FY 1990, for every.state · 
·s·uperfund administrative dollar expended ' in working.with. re'sponsible ;parties, .. - . . . . 

. approximat_ely $20 in_ p~ivate dollars_were rhvested in cleanup activities. MPCA/MONs 
· . . •administrative costs represent-salaries f~H 58.4 staff as well as traveJ,-equipment,·non..:sjte"' · 
.. · specific ·legal costs,andsuppJy:expehditures assodated':With rnspond.i_ng. to emerger1e1es· . 
. and implementing site clean.up~. . . . . . . . 

Superfund Program Expenditures and Income 
- . .; , -~·. 1. ~.~a:~-ti:ct;._ •. ;.'¼... ·.:, .... ,')r; .!!'!--.!lat .... ~i·l~., . .-~:'titZJ'::.k\il: -~ ;'..i¼f~1".:•.~~~).~~ 

. Balance Forward 7 ~.1-95 . 

Plus Prior Year Adjustment 

.Adjusted Biiance Forward ·_, 
. . 

. : . , . . 

INCOME TO.THE FUND 

_ Appropriations 

R.P ReifTlbursements, .HW Periaities. 
. Haza~dous-WasteGenerator ;Ta)( · ... 

Interest 

Less· Revenue Refund 

· Tota_llncome to ihe -Fund · 
. . ' . . . . - ·. . . ' 

EXPENOITURES .FROM. THE FUND· . 

_Administrative- '. (MDA:=;;$229J06) 

Site-Specific Costs • (MDA';:;:$]5;997) . 

Site-Sj:)e~iflc .Support Costs' (MOA,;$310) · 

· Unliquidated Obligations · 

MERLAFtJnd E~penditu.re5: 
. Transfer ·to General Fund·- . 

(MDA.=$7-5_,69}) · 

· _TotaJ_ .. fxpe~ditrures arid Obligati~ris :. •_ 

{ 2~981 ;600 .· 

824,000 . 

·--_$"-3,805,000 

. FY1996 

$ 1,000,000 . 

3;958,000 · 

1,989,000 
. 310,000 

. _(78,000) 

'·$ 7,179,000 ; 

. _FY1996 

$3,953,706 

358,100 

131 ;392 . 
:-369,802 

.$ 4,810,000 . 

O' 

. $ 4,810,000· 

FY1983-1996 

$-l~,400;000 

~27,739,000 · . 
. . . 

. . 1 ~, 121,.000 -

8,831_;000 • 

n ,564;oocn . _ 

. ·$67,527,000 

FY198~-1996 

: $6.1 ,3(.)9,000 

·.44,qoo 
. $61.,353,000 

· · MlRLA-Acc:ount Balance 6-30-96 · .-. . . . . . $6;174,000 

Minnesota_ Pollution Co_ntroJ Agency · 
Ground Water and Solid Was!e'Division 
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