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Minnesota ··•· ... · 
Superfund. 

ach·year, theMirn,ie·sota Pollution CorttrolAge'ncy (MPCA) and the Miiµiesota Department 
.. o{Agriculture (MDA) prepare an annuaf repo_rt on the Minnesota Superfund Program. The . . : : . 
·· Superfund Program_ developed from a· serie~ of far-:-sighted state c!,nd federal laws _enacted to protect 
. public health .and tlie, environnient by identifying and cleaning up ol<l ha~ardous waStti sites where . 

. . p·astdiSJ)()Sal practices liaye resulted in present-day harm .. Among those'laws:· . . . . 
f • .' • • • • 

· -• The Comprehensive Envfronm_ental Response, Compensation and Liability .Act {CERCLA). of 
' 19801 the_ federal ·superfunci law" which established a process al).d funding to undertake .the then.:. 

. .. ·. staggeri~g task of cle,aning ·up the Jnwanted reniq:ins ofthe· United States' industrial past. . 
·~· .. The Milllleso.ta Environmental Response . and Liability.Act.(MERLA) ·of 1983, . the progr~ssive . 

state vers_ion_of SU:perfund, which provided a way to address sites not cov_eted by federaf law, · 

• T°he Minnesqta .Comprehensiv~ Grnll11d Water Protection Act of 19_89, which.allowed.the MDA 
to access Superfund auth9rities and resources for sites involving ,agricu:ltutalchemicals . 

• .. The.1.992 LandRecycling Act, which allowed parti~s wh9 v~hintarily cleaned up oi'd sites to 
receive·· legaJ assurances that protect them from state Superfund liaQility, ·stimulating the ·. . 

.. redeyelopineht of contaminated lan_d that otherwise might stand unused for years: . 
• . The 1994 Landfili Cleanup Act~ landm~rkl~gislation that re~6yed old, leaking: landfills from .. . 

. the Super~d progran1 in ·order to clean them ~P ·more effectively and efficiently_ at .le~ser cost. ·. 
. - . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

In.I .997, the Minnesota Legislature continued· its c9~it~ent to cl~anup by providing . Superfund .. 
· program funding {$6:4 m'illion every -two: years for four years) fro~ the Motor.Vehicle Transfer . . 
:Find. ·This. commitment. allows MPCA and.MDA to provide a -range of cleanup optionS, _such as: . 

• voluntary cleanup ·and:11brown_fields'' initi~tives for sites where buyers, Sellers, :developers or · . 
. -:public agendes can work cooperatively with MPCA or MDA to re~ycle 'contaminated land; · .. 

• . enforcement processes under Superfund'.s :,,p.olluter~pays" liability .standard for sites that pose 
· significant risks to the public; 

• fund-fin~nced ~leanups. fof sites wher¢ . a vi~ble responsible party cann9.t be ide~tified; . . 

• ·small business assistance loans for cleanup or shes where .the responsible ~ntity IS wining but 
n_ot. financially able to_ undertake d _eanup; . · . · . . . . .· . . 

• emergency·funds·to .respond to immedi~te threats to the p~blic, the en~~r~m1n:ent or drinking 
· . water supplies; a.rid · · . · · . · .· · · · . 

• means. to_ identify and. assess sites with unknown impacts on the ei:ivironment .. 

•. . This report summarizes the FY 1997 achievements and challenges of dean:ing up cqntaminated 
. land;-outlines how fund dollars have been Spenf on behalf of Minnesota coriurmnities, and . 
describes ·changes in'.both -state ,and fede~al appr~aches. · It also ·d~scribe~ ·how cleariup_programs 
wiH ope!ate in a redes.igned MPCA orgarii~.ation, .- - . . . . 
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··.superfun.d.Re.~pon·sibilities .· 
In i 997, the st~te· andi fed~~al Superfund laws applie4 to a number of different • 

·. · types of hazar~ouswaste_ sites, including: · · · 

· • :·138 'State Superfund sites, which an~ high-priority'sites based on ·public health or 
· · en:vironmental risk; · . . . · · : · . ·. . ·· · . - · . · ·. . . · . 

. • ·31 fede~al Supe_r~d -sites (asubset ofthe state sites), which the -U. S. 
.. . . ~nviro~eµtal Protection Agency (USEPA) considers high prionty for cleanup; · . 

. • . 4 sites w1th agricultural chemicai contamination (another subset .ofstate sites), 
. wfiich the MDA consiqers high pri9rity for cle_amip; : · 

· • · 895 MPCA Voluntary Investigation and· Cleanup . (VIC) sit~s and. 89 MDA. . · 
Vofuntary cieanup and Teclmic~lAssistance·'.prcwam(VCTAP) sites' which 

. · are being inves.tigated, and/ or cleaned up under the 1992 La,nd Recycling Act; 
·.· • .Approxii;llately 500 sites listed on the foderal C~~prehensi~e Environmental 

·: _Response, Co~p-ensation and Liability !~formation Syste~ (CERC.LlS), sites 
. : .· where the potential for environm~ntal contami,nation exists;: . 

• .-984 file evaluations, which include ;reviews -oflists-, maps or databases for people 
. seeking potential contamination problems associated 'with spedfic locations ~; . . 

. ··planning a prehminaryinvestigationofproperty; _and . . - . ·.. ·. 

•. 46 emergencies, including' chemical leaks~. sp1lls or· accidents, as ''Yell as 294 . 
abandoned. barrels. or . containers. ' 

Resp·()ndi.ng _.'to _Eu1ergency:Situations · . 
.. . . 

. ·superfund dollars ~ft.en _are used to resp~nd to emergency situations. involving 
.. hazardous waste. Among the types_ of ertiergencies forwhich Superfund is used 

· ari tank or pipeline leaks.or spills; · · · - · · · 

tra~n:, tnick or tank accidents; · 
_abandoned· griuns; chjnking-water 
contamination; and other incidents in ' 
which chemicais· released to. the 
envirmrment could or ·do pose a public 
health ·or environmental threat · 

. )'he Emergency R~~ponse Units of 
MPCA's Hazardous Waste Div.ision 
and the MDA Agronomy and Plant · 

• Protection Division are on call 24· 
hoµrs · a day; seven. days · a week to' 
respon.<l' to _emergency situations .. 1n 
· i 997, MPCA ·_and M_DA responded to .. 
46 de~lared emergencies~, as weil as 
r.ec()very of294 containers of . . 

· · hazardous waste duniped illegally. _ 
'J:heMPCA_spent $76,_456 -arid MDA . 

. $9,73 t from tp.e state Superfund to . 
respond to these. emergencies.. lh . 
addition, the· agencies. spent almo~t as . 
imich 0~ fl<;wd response efforts. . . 

· · ... : . . 
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-__ ::_'··_ J)iscoyeri.ng _·and:
. ,AsSessing Sites 

. n rownfields 

. . "Brownfiel_ds" IS a popular term 
-Past industrial pra"ct1ces have affected · for sites that have potential for_ -

_ many Minne~ota sites; and th_e . . ·- development.and· re~use, but 
. superfund program.establishes a · · · need au assessment to · <le'termine 

. process allowing MPCA and_MDA to · ·_ whether th~y have any . 
disc.over, investigate, _prioritize -~nd list _ · · · environmentat liabilit-ies. · . · · 
known or Sl:lSpected ·sites. ·.Sites ·. ate "Fun_ding"programs "focused on 
discovered thro1Igh reports .from· . brownfieTds as~essment include~ 

• USEPA Brown.fields 
citizens~ discovery during excavation 
· · - ·· · · Invest1gation -funding, wh,i_ ch ·_ 

. or developmetlt", routine . env_ironmerital 
· - allows· MPCA to spend _ 

· - audits, and ·other· methods, · Newly . , approximately $15_0,000 per · 
-discovered sites::· . -. . year l<;>ok1ng at abandoned . · 

• can be_.in~estigated with federal 
dollars; 73 initial site reviews were 

. · ·completed in 1997. : . 

• ea,ri b~ foferred ·to ·the voluntary · 

"i_nves-tigation_ and cleanup·prograJn~ 
at MPOA and MDA. . -

~- can be .i:eferred to the stat~ orfederal · 
. . ··superfund programs; 2site·s wer~ · 

propertie_s; and 

: •· Departm·ent of.Trade and 
Econ~mic Deve!(?pment's 

. . . , _ Cont_~miriation Cleanup 
Development Grant Program, . . 

. · provid_ing funding for 
comm1:1nities working. to clean . 
up sites with high· 
. development _potential. 

· ~?dedt9 -~h_e Permanent L~stof -__ _ . _· : , _ _ -
Priorities (state ·Super.fund list)in 1997: ·_ ._· · . · 

.. Followingtrends ovet the·1ait -few years, the number of_sit~-s o·n .the Sup·erfund list {; . · 
-diminishing (13.8 sites) while the voluntary progra,m ' site ·iriyeiltory grows _-.:._· - . 

- . ·: : ( apprnxiniateb' })00 at MP-CA ~nd 90 -at MDA} _ Reason_s for this change include the ·. 
-. completion and de listing of formerly listed superfuna sites, the appeal of legal 
assurances pr~vided by-the VOlUJ?.tary ptogra~_s, _the move-by-responsil?le _ousine·sses ._·. 

. to rriqre cooperative modes of envirqnmental_ response, and the grad11-al delistiiig of . . 
_, ~ite~ n·ot well suited to-th~ Superftmcl prqcess. · In -1997, for example, 14 closed and .. 
·lOopert MPCA-p.erm1tted·sanitary .landfills· (whicb .have·p~rmit conditions th<1:t ·_.- .. 

· -require proper cleanup and_ closure) were removed froin the · S~perfund "list . 

_ ·WhiI~the Superfurid.progiam may he managing .fewer s.itesthari tl).e voluntary 
. . .. . pfogra~s, it will always be a n~ce~sar:y compo~ent in" the state's toolbox. of cleanup . 

· -strategie~--:· As .the voluntary programs mature; ·sites where voiuntaty ·parties -
- withdn\w-will be_reforr~d bac~ _toth~· Sµperfund process. -

. . 

--·sue Investigati~n a~1d···c1e.anup -_ 
-As in the past, during FY ·1997 the µiajority of cleanup act_ivities in Minnesot~ have 
-been financed with private .funds frqm responsible parties. _ Of the app:i;oxiriiateiy 
$39.1 million· spent op. clean~p activities in 1997, $32_.5~mill{on (or an estima~ed~83 
perc~nt of the total) was·fundedby responsible parties: (This does Iiot irn::lude sites 

. . in the_ voluntary programs.) Sincethe beginning of the ~tate Sup~rfund program, . 
_ approximately ,80 percent of site inyestigation"s :and cleanups· have been financed by . 
. -·responsible parties. This reflects the state Superfund program's commitment to .first -

encourage parties .. resp~i:isible for site contamiriat:ion to work cooperatively wfrh the -
MPCA or MQA on . .inv~stigatioti.-and cleanup wor~:: _· .. .. - . 

~@ ~ u w rnTru 
JAN-·.o 5 19::18· 

tt11 Lr'\TIVE Rh~t<ENCI:. tlBRAR ~
. STArE; Ffh...E BU!LOI "c.'. 

T: PAUL, MN._5'15~ 
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.-FY l997 Site 
Cleanup·.· 

State and f~erai Sup~rf~ncl dollars . 
' are used lo select the site remedy 
· and ov~rsee 'investigation and. · ·· Expendi~res

(in- Millions) .· c-leanup work by responsible 
: . parties.~ If the-MPGA or MDA 

cannot .identify r~spo~sibk parties, 
or if tho·se parties are unable or ···~·· .·.',-;, 
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• Responsible Party Fund~ .30.4: 
· D State Funds 5.1 
OFederal Funds 1.5 

'• 

' unwilling to pay fot site act1.vities~ 
· state and federal funds are -used to 
'complete work and, if appropriate, 
recover agencies' costs upon 
completion of the work._ ·. 

' ' . 

Federal funds· pay f6r activitie~ at federal sites, . studi~s an,d pilot programs, staff . 
training, and ·other management actjvitie.s. The_ state Superfund p'ays for site 
'investigation ancl·cleanup, as well a~. the required 10 percen1 'state match for federal 
dollars coming irito Minnesota to manage and clean up National Prior.ity List sites. In . 
FY 97, $SJ million from the state Superfund and $1_.5 mil~ionin federal.funds were · 

· us_ed for cleanup activities'. · · 

· The MPCA and MDA provide technical assistance and legal·assurances to voluntary 
parties who agree to. investigate ~nci/ or cl~an _up . contaminated.sites.- Minne.sota was 
one of the first states. to ·establish a volunta_ry cle~nup program, and the MPCA VIC · 
Program has received· national attention and become_ a mo4el for other st~tes. The legal 

· ·assurances provided by the VIC and VCTAP·Programs give pqt~ntial buyers; sellers or . 
developers of property the security that they will not have to take on liabilities thatare 
.riot theirs. This allows land-use plans to.move forward, bringing jobs and an improved 

· tax base into· comm~ties. otherwise burdened with _unusable sit~s. · · · · · 

. Since _19&8, 895 sites have ·entered the MP.CA VICProgram ind 89 the VCTAP, and 
594 VIC and-27 VCTAP sites have been cleaned up or. found acceptable for pro_perty . 
-transfer. Currently, an·average offiv~ new.sites enter the VIC -Program weekly. In 
1997, 172 sites _were enrolled for VICservices and· 29_· forVCTAP. · · 

. ·-MPCA and USE PA hav~ s~gned a Memorand~m of Agreement that allows the. state. to . 
review and approve investigations and· cleanups with the assurance t}_lat US EPA will·. 
no~ seek further ,action o·n sta:te decisions. The MPCA also received program funding 

. for ."brownfie_lds" work for sites in areas. of the-Twin Cities. (Brown.fields are old 

Phalen C~rri~or' .Initiative · 
. The history.of St: Paul is'tied irrev~ably_ to the ratlroads -.- ands~ are soin of the ci!Y's current- : 

.. · day redevelopment plans. -The Phalen ·corridor Initiative is' a cqmmuni!}'-wide redevelopment effort 
to reuse· approxim~tely 100 acres ·along a new boulevard extending fi;om -J:S =tnrough the 'city's 
east side .. The St. Paul Paort Authority .entered the VIC Prp ram m 994, working in partnership 
with St.. Paul Planning and Economic De elopmertt, St. Paµ 1strict Councils, Ramsey County, .. 
bu$iness a·ssociations, foundations and employers. The Williams Hill site, located at the e~trance to · 
the Phalen Corridor ~-5Ii a~d _University Avenue )~.~nchoi-s the new initi~tiv.e, artd the Port- . 
Authority spent $1.5 million to c ~au · P. on-site :.contarriinatio_n_. By developing a 25-acre bm~iness · 
park ori the sfre; the Port Auth~rity ·est1mates that St: Paul will col1ect an estimated $475,000-more 
in property taxes each year and.bring 325 rtew jobs to .th~ city .. Build_irtg sites.will be.available fot 
industrial .uses. by the en4 of 199 8. · · 
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tndustrial properties that buy~rs and developers do not want bepause of known or· .. 
suspected envirorunental problems.) In addition, the Minnesota.Legislature 
appropriated furids for brownfit:lds predevelopnient work to DTED. .· . . . 
Reinibursements from yoluntary parties pay. for MPCA and MDA oversight costs. The . 
outcome: ·more sites moving into cleanup and, from. ·there, into productive .use. . . 

. . . ' . . ' . 

The· Property Transf~r File .Evaluation Program provide$. information to the publ.ic 
from the files.· and databases of the agency, · .in FY. 1997,· the MPCA_performed. 984 
routine evaluations ofd~ta lists, maps or databases for customers outside the agency. · 
The evaluation provide_s reports of all known or pQtential contamination sites within a 
one-mile radius of a given property address,. allowing a property buyer or . 

. envir~muental consultant investigating t4e property to obtain pertinent information. · 
users are charged a reasonable fee tor th·e ser~ice· .. 

. . . 

· The Minnesota Attorney General's Office works in partnership with the MPCA and 
MDA on legal .issues·th~t are key to _the.continued effectiveness of the law. ·In 1997, 

. ~ctions included: . . . . . .. . . 

• ·. ~ettling a cost-recovery acdon against MacGillis & Gibbs, New Brighton, both. a . : · 
. state and fed~ral sit~, which will provide MPCA with 10 percent and USEPA 90 · . . 
per.cent of avatlable insurance pro.ceeds. ~Ii addition, .the MPCA, USEPA and City · 
of New Brighton entered th~ first-of~its-kincf-Ptospective Purchaser Agreeµient to 
facilitate redevelopment ofthe site)y the city. . . · . . . . 

•· ·entering -a Consent I)ecree·resolving litigation a~ the S:chnitzet Iron and Metal · 
.Company sit~ in Minneapolis, involving the fir~t agreement to provide Superfund 
.. dollars for the "orphan,sharell of sites where only some of the responsible parties are 
financially viable ·since the Minnesota. Legislature's decision in 1997 to allow such . 

settlements., · . . _ . . . ·. . . 
· • Joinirig 27 other states in a II friend of.the court" brief that helped rever~e an Alabama· 

federal di~trict court ruling that would have weakened the federal Super~d liability . 

· . - st~ridard. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• completing settlement of cost-recovery ·actions .for ·ihe_ Sehl off Chemicaf Company ·_. 

. site in St. Louis Park, p~oviding $547,000 to MPCA for its pa~t costs. . 

. As more sites have.mo~ed into._volunt~ry or cooperative modes. of cleanup, MPCA.and 
. MDA site teams have assumed more responsibility in communicating with partners in · 
the cleanup process·; h1cluding focal governments, elected _public officials,. development · 
groups, environmental groups, hl1sinesses;· other state agericies and·citiz.eris. The 

. agen'.ci~s· reach the public through calls, meetings, fact sheets, comµiunity work groups, 
updates and·otp.er methods. Working_ with the MPCA Public Information Office and : . 
MDA Offic~ of Communication, cleanup progr~in staff are developing new ways to. · · · 
:iriake policy and· 'site infonµation av~ilabie to t~e public :on theintep1et at . 

. - . . - (MPCA) and . . (MDA), 
: develqpe. regional community relations plans to streamline ac.tivities and take advantag~. 
of a talented network of MPC~ -regional 'information officers established in l 997 .. 

• ••• 

. .. I 
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-.Thinking Strategicaily:: :.- : : .. : ..... . 
. The Role .of CI~.a~nµp Program~·in .: 
. the NeW MPCA.· -· ·. -
. Through9ut .1997_, _th~: MPCA hasbeen engaged· in inte~sive 
. strategi~. planning efforts which are cu,iminating in new .. 

directions and-' structure for-the agency . . In brief, the . four ·key . 
strategies -~hat will direct.the efforts of the new MPC~-. 
inc1ude; 

• ·sha.rel·goals ~ )riaking"sure that all participants in the : 
. enviroiune_ntal protectio:p. process are working together . ... 

• strat~gic alliaiices - f ~rming p·artnernhips that help .. . -'. . 
. ·1evetage re·sources an<J a~hiev:e goals ,_ . - . . . 

. . - . outcom~s-based d~cisionmaking -. d~velbping .plans. and .. ·, 
. processe~ that focus ·ori significant reductions in polfotion 

~na 'improvements in.the environme11t. . . . . 
• be.corning a.learning o~gan,ization - developing the .. . . 

. ·· : ·flexibility to leamfro~ both achi~vements .and error~: 
_.. .. . . . . . .. 

. The MPCA'~ .cleanup programs will p~ovide·.an excellent . . . . 
. ·. proving ground for these new strategies .' . Under ctirreht cleanup processes, a _ 
•.. single_ Supetfund ·site may have re.gu,.laJory staff froni several _programs. involved in 

oversight of investigations and cleanups· - oftenwith:mixed results. Under th~ . 
.. proposed ~tnicture, remediatio°: will b_e· a core: function, <1nd prog~arns ( such·.as· 

Super{µI).d, VIC, Tanks and Spills,. Closed Landfill Program, Emergency.· 
. . Respons~and Res·ource Conservationand Recovery.Act cleanups) will be 

. 1n~olved0 in· _cleanup teams .. Each of three distrjcts -(Metro, Northern,· and 
Southern} wili have a cleanup· tea~. -There. are.several advaptages to t4is -
. _structural change:. . . . . . 

· • · It will achiev~ coordination,a,morig programs by-orgartiz1ng cleanup tea.ms for ·.·· 
· b(?thmajor. and regular facilities . . · · . · 

• . It will ~ssure consistepcy· iri policy and guidance: For example,. cleaning up . 
solvent-contaminated grounci .water ·shoul4 ta:ke place under siciHar guideline~, 

.. wheth~r' that gro~uid water is located beneath a c1.1:rrent:~day permitted facility, . . 
:: an old abaridoned site~ or ·a fandfill. . . . . 

_. • . It .will broaden theknowledge ~nd. exp.erie~ce of the ·staff. . _If an entire· staff . 
. . team share's knowledge~rather than .looking at sites only in the context clone 
.. ~et ·ofregulatibns, it will give ·staff.a :better. "big picture II view. . . . . 

-• It will eliminate duplication of.servi.ces. cl:rtd maximize staf(r~sources. ·. 

· • . It will h~lp MPCA sfaff to_ propose .bette-r legislative solutions tcr cleanup . 
· _problems ,and ·prioritize sites-appropriately: . 

: . While this substa~tial change in structure and process is ~derway, there may be 
. . an-initial '.'down ti_me" :to qevelop consensus .among programs and·str_eamline .. . _: . 

·. processes to ·achieve the desired outcomes. ·Bowever, the effort required to .build 
this fou~datfon will pay big dividends.in the future. These·inp6vations:will help 
Minnesota maintain its po.sitiqn as a rtationai leader in cleailing ··up waste·s that _ 
threaten public. health and the · environment:. ·_ , _ -

I 
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.Risk~based ;Deci'.sionmaking;_·· 
A Common-Sens~ Ap{)roa.:h to Cleanup . · 

. The.MPCA Site Response Section is -completi_ng a, ·c·omprehensive guidance .. · 
·mariual on how 'to:make -decisions based on risk.' It will serve as guidance ·to . 
make decisions which wilE · · · · · -· · - · 

• . eliminate ·or minimize health arid etJ.vb:onmentai risk by removin:g the . 
hazardous material or interrupting the exposure :route; . . . 

• identify'"~urrent and· future l~nd .use; <. . . 
• favor detoxification' and treatmen,t of wast,e; 

. •. reduce transfer of contamina~tsfrom one inediU:hl (such as -soil) to ar~othei : 
. (such as air);. -and . . . . . .· . . . 

. • .· ·balan-ce . th~ ·criteria. above wi~h 1ssue~ -~f technicai .iea~ibii1ty, ·.cost and 

- -co~tjnity ;icceptance.-

The goal is to:make .suie risk as~essrtierit is iricorporated'into.the proce·ss early ·, . · -
. which will_ sa~e time ·and JllOD.ey by focusing :effort on risk reduction: The -. . . . 
-question, instea<;l of -"What containiilarits, ar~ present at the sitei'i · will_·be '1How 
could_contamirtants get·to people.or:the:enviro~ent -~ ndw·or ·fo the future.?" · 

Sites· with few ·such "pathways u ·to people · or -the 'environmenf niay :riot requh-e a 
_ · ·great deal _of-inve~tigatiori oi cleanup .. si_tes._with clear and straightforward : 
. . pathways 'require more investigatiop. and a cleanup dedsion that will prevent 
. confamin~nts from ·Teaching peop~~ ·or th~ environment. Site.s ·that are complex -. 

or have perhaps inany- pathway·s to se'nsitive populations or . environmental . . . 
. resm;ces require the m~s~ detailed investigatiori and protective cleanup. plans._ . 

· the_ procedures . for' risk ~based 
decisio_nmaking are being 
. developed by staff ~ith expertise 

. . . in risk assessment; soil science~ 
· . · hydrogeology aiid tleamtp . . 

·. tec~ologies . . Good science and . 
futurdand use dete~ine how a . 
site· is .a"<l<lres~_ed . . However? . 

. : The ~armful Substanc~s· Compensation 
- Act proviqes ·compeusaHon for . _ . . 

MPCA .staffwill Iieed to coup~e: 
risk-basetl'ctecisions with . 

· -· . individuals who have suffered personal· 
. injury oi: property damage due· t9 

· • co~unication a~d education . . haza:i-~ous \vaste : exposure·. D_uri:µg -1995, 
efforts> Resp.6nsible or voluntary · the Mtnnesota Legislature transferred . 
parties mu~t know what Habilitfo~· · - _ this responsi~ility to· th~ ~GA: -: · 

. pert,ain or restrictions apply t~ 
- . sites where con:t~minants remain, \p. FY97, the .MPCA . 

Land-use dedsioris must be . compensated a :faniiiy 
·: clearly d~lineated -by local . _ · · in Granada, 

governments. Communities must · . Minnesota, -~5,8?,0'_for 
. : be educated on ·how contaminants __ ;property losses 

. . move in the environrilent. lt is . . . . ~ncurred due to a: 
· crucial. that communities be . . · .nearby storage tank 
. involved early and often during . leak. 
the risk-ba~_e_d decisiomnaking . 

. _' process.: 

.. .. . 



Minnesota's Superfund: Program 
MERLA Expenditure~ and Income Table 

Balanc.e Forward 7-1-.96 $6,174,000 

· Plu·s· Prior Yea.r Adjustment $45,000 

· Adjusted Bala.nee. Forward . _. . $6,2~ 9,000 

The:MERLA Expeml.itures an~ 
'Income. Tabl~ ·details MERLA.' 
. :prograririnatic FY l 9_97 and_ 
. cumulative ·.expenditures_ and income. 
Reimbursements· to the_Acc0unt in FY 

' · 1997 c~vered .54 p~rcent of_ th~ .· · . 
. • ~,n-co_m_e-to-t-he-F-un-d--~~------+-----'--F-Y-97'-+----FY-.8-3----19~ • ptogrnm'S administra!iVe COStS. __ .· 

MPCA's/MDA's administrative ·costs 
$1.9,'4oo,oop . · · · · · . . 

' . repres~nt sal~ries for staff a:s well as ' 
Appropriations $0. 

~S-up-e-rfu-nd_N __ ,c-.-R-eim_b_~-r~e~_ m-e-"-n_ts-_ ! -f'-en-al-tie-·s .-----$~2-,3-76-,0-00-+--.. -$3_0_, 11..:..,5-,0---lbo ' 'travel, eq11ip_ment,. non-Si te~specific . 

Hazardous . Waste ·Generator· Tax. 

· )nieresl · 

Hazardous lt{.aste Revglving·_ Loan Program 

Less Revenue Refund ' 

Totar"lncome lo the.Account 

Expendltµres _fr?m· tne Fund 

Oversi~hU~dministrative· (MDA $292,000) · 

~ite-·specific and Suppcirt _Costs (MDA $12,000) 

Natural _Reso_urce_ Dama~es:- . 

· Department· 0f Rev~nue_ Proce~sing Costs 

Hazardous _W~ste ~eherator Loan Program 

Unliqu}dated Obligatio~s _:(MDA $1 ,145)· . · 

Subtirtal ,of' Account Expenditures 

Transfer lo the General Fund · . 

· . Total Expenditures and Obligations 

Account Balance 6"30:.97 

$1 ,782,000 

$347,00Q . · . 

$4,000 

· ($213,dOO) 

· -$4,296 ,Q_OO 

FY97 

· · _$4 ,26-7,000 

· $793)108 

$22 ,009 

$1 ,000 

$0 -

· $70,597 

·$5, 144,005 

. Ieg~l cos~s, and supply expenditures 
$

14
•
713

·qoo · . . associ~ted wit4 respoµding to 
. $9,178,000 . . emergencies and implementing site . 

$10,0,00 

($1 ,777,000) 

$71;639 ,ooo · 

. F')'.83-97 

. ' '. 

$66,224,000 

' $44,000 

' cleanups. . ' 

For lllore 
inf~rmation; visit 
MPCA's· and 

. MDA!s web sites .. · 

$5,144,005 . $66,26~,ooo · 

~ l\llirinesota Polllition Control AgencY .. · .. 

~1--r . Ground: Water.and . Solid Waste 'Division 
: f>20 Lafayette Road · · 
. St. Pauli MN ·sstss:-41-94 

.. 

The Minnesota Superfund 
1997 Legislative Report is 
a pub! ication of the 
MPCA's Ground Water and 
Solid Waste Division. It 
was prepared by: 

MPC A Site Response 
• Rich Sandberg, 

Manager 
• Johnna Benke 

MDA Agronomy Sen ices 
• Paul Liemandt, 

Manager 

Minnesota Attornev 
General's Office 
.. Alan Williams 

MPC A Public Information 
Office 
• Katherine Carlson 

For more information about 
contaminated land, cal I 
MPCA Public Information: 
(612) 296-6300 or toll-free 
( 800) 657-3864. 
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