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Lincoln County
Clty-County Board of Health Agenda
November 14, 2018 @ 6 PM
Lincoln County Courthouse

Call to Qrder

Approval of Minutes
n 0/0/2018 Winutes

Maw Businass
* Jan |vers term - recommendation
+ Reorganization discussion
= BOH publiz policy discusslon

Program Reports:
s Public Health
= Genheral Update
s Epvirepnmental Health
= 2012 Cooperative Agreemant
» Pire Tree Plaza Update
*  Alr
= BNRC Management Burn Report
« Solld Waste and Recycling
¥ |GBC Recoanitian
» ARP
a Grant Settlement

Focus Area Llalsons:
s Superfund Sites
u Asheskns
" Groundwataer

o Spansarship of Controlled Groundwater Patltian

Health Officer Report
Ol Business

Publi¢ comment

Ad]ourn




Cooperative Agreement
Belwesah
Momtana Deparimeant of Public Health and Human Services
And
Board of Health

Identity of Parties and Purpose Statement

Thiz Cooperative Agreement (Agreement} is betwesn the Montana Department of
Public Health and Human Services (DPHHS), and the L-"r'ﬂﬂg vy County
Board of Health {BOH).

The purpose of this Agresment is to establish a payment schedules for maximizing the
dizbursemant of funds to the BOH to support Inspactions of licensad establishmeants and to
detarming which eptional pragrama the BOH will conduct.

A fallure o gign thiz agreament may result in the inability of a Incal health jurisdiction to
maximize funding. Each completed inspection will result in a payment egual to the licensa
fes or the portion of that fes deslgnated in the applicable statuts.

Period of Perfarmance and Terminatlon of this Cooperative Agreement

This Cooperative Agreement s effective from January 1, 2019 through Pecember 31,

2019 and ‘cannot ba terminated except by written notiflcatian from ohe of the parties with a
minimum of 30-tlay notice. This agreemeant may not be axtendad.

Sole Agresment

Thiz is the enly Agresment betwesn the parlies with respect to payments for inspactions
for lieensed astablishmeants. This Agreement replaces eny previous Cooperative
Agreemsnt{s) entered into by the parties with regpect to payments and responsibilities for
inspactions of public establlshments as defined in thls agreement.

Alterations or Amendments

The parties may ameand this Cooperative Agreament by mutual agresment. Any
amerndmeant is effective only when in writing and signed by koth parties,

Responsiblliitles of the parties:
The BOH agreas:
1. Toinspect the following types of licensed establishmants within its jurisdiction or an

annual basls:
a} inspections required to be performed by local health jurisdictions

i. Retail Food Eatablishments
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ii. Wholesale Food Establishments
li. Traller Courts & Campgroungs
iv. Public Accommodation {see 2a for exceptions)

b} The BOM agrees to conduct the following activilles (please check all that apply):
I. Pools, Spas and Qther VWater Feature Inspsctions

C Yes
M Mo

ii. Body Art Establishment Inspactions
B Yes
O No

ifi. Body Art Establlshmant Flan Review

& Yes
O No

iv. Peer to Peer Inspecter Tralning {s2e Appendix B and Table 3)

B Yes
D Mo

¢) If the BOH chooses nof to parform inspections of pools, spas, and other
wiater featurzs, and hody art facllliles, they will be eonducted by the
Department or its designes. A dasignes may inclide & neighbuoring county
under soniract with the Department.

d) If the BOH opts cut of Posl and Body Art inspections, the BOH gives
DEHHE the authority to slgh Pool, Spa, and Body Art licensas for the
county.

e) If the BOH opts inlo Peer to Peer Retail Food Inepsctor Training, they agres
to have Trainers host & traines, fravel to the traineg’s colinty, or a

- gombination of the two, lo perform routing Inspectiona of retail food
establishments (See Appendix B and Tabla 3). Only DPHHS-stfandardized
or [FDA-standardized inspaciors may provide the peer to peer inspactions.
Opting into this program means that you are only obligated to assist
eountias as time allows. |t does not mean that you are expacted to
prioritize heighboring county trainings over your gwn.

2. T inspect public sleeping accommodations within it jurisdiction as follows:

a} Inspect each hotal, motel, rooming housesboarding housefostel before Initlal
license validation, upan complaint, and routinely inspect at least cnee annually;

by Inspect sach bed & breakfast and touristivacation homefcondominium befors
initigl license validation and upon complaint;

¢} Complats follow-up inspections as determined necessary by the sanltarian; and

t) Make & reasonable effort ta license all operating astablishments, including
tourlst homes,

3. Inspections of licensed establishmants must be parformed by the local health
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officar, sanifarian, or sanliafan-intraining;

4. To enter ingpaction datas Into the Department's database, within two weeks after the
end of each guarter,

. A minlmum of ona persen in the County will oblain aocess to the Departmeant's
licensing database, receive training, and entar the date and name of parson
perferming each inspection;

&, On a minimurn of a guarterly basis, to notify the Depariment of any status
changes o establishment licenses {i.a. out of business; change of ownership);

7. To provide copies of thspection reports to the Department for auditing purposes, upen
request;

B. Taonaotlfy the Department whath a sanitarian or the BOH fakes enforcemant actlon
that may impact a licanse; and

9. To be sligible for payment from the Local Board Inspection Fund (LEIF), the County
must maintaly a funciloning local board of health as requirea by Tltle 50 of the
Montana Code Annotated.

The Depatrtment agrees:

1. To pay the percentage requirad by statute of gach licensing fee raceived by the
Department [nto a Local Board Inspection Fund, Fees paid inte the fund will be
collected from licensees of retail food establishments, wholesale food estallishments,
public accommedations, trailer courts and campgreunds, and, If appilicable, body art
gstablishments {see Tahle 23, pools, spasz, and other water features;

2. To pay the BOH the licenze fee of fees associated with an establishiment from the
lscal board inspection fund, 5o long as the licensed establishmant is inspected or
reported as permanently ciosed and the llcense fes or fees have been paid by the
estahlishment, '

3. [fthe BOH inspects licensed establishmente in program categories coverad by this
agresment hefore the end of the licensura year, payment from the Local Board
Inspection Fund will be made at the rales according to statute using the paymant
schedule in Table 1, Payiment rules to be applisd to the percentages can be found in
Appendix A;

4, To provide copies of plan revliew correspondencs to the county sanitarian;

5. The amount available from the local board inspaction fund is solely dependant upon
fees paid by licensed establishments within the relevant jurisdiction. The parcentage
paid to the BOH under the schedule |s Intended fo be a petcentage of the actual
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amount available in that fund based on amounts paid in from licensees. Under no
circumstances will the Department be obligated to pay an amount larger than has
been paid into the Local Board Inspection Fund. Payment is also dependent on
statutory authority available to the State to make payments from the Local Board
Inspection Fund,

§. To provide training, education, technical assistance and information to staff of local
board of health;

7. To maintain a record of inspections submitted by the staff of the local board of health
as required in rule; and

8. To provide analytical support through the Laboratory Services Bureau to the BOH's
environmental health program regarding food safety. When necessary, support to
environmental health pragrams may include food and environmental sampling for
Salmonella, Listeria, and Shiga-toxin producing E.coli, along with clinical (human)
testing for the analytes listed in the public health laboratory manual.

The laboratory maintains and provides sample collection kits and technical support
when food or water samples need to be collected and tested for contamination. This
includes food sampling kits and drinking water emergency sampling supplies.
Examples include assisting with Listeria swabbing or collecting and shipping
samples of food for Salmonella or E.cofi analysis.

The Laboratory Services Bureau is certified by Region 8 of the EPA and can provide
water analysis for pesticides, herbicides, volatile organics, industrial chemicals,
nutrients, enteric bacteria, oxygen demand, metals, mercury, as well as lead in paint
and dust wipes. The laboratory not only tests drinking water, but also wastewater,
groundwater, sediment, solid wastes, and plant and fish tissues.

In an outbreak or emergency where the Department cannot provide laboratory support
through the Laboratory Services Bureau, it will work closely with relevant regulatory
agencies and their laboratories including the COC, FDA, and USDA.

Table 1: Payment Schedule- Applies to Retail Food Establishments; Wholesale
Food Establishments; Public Accommodations (except Tourist Homes and Bed &
Breakfasts *see note) Trailer Courts/Campgrounds; Body Art Establishments; Pools,
Spas and Other Water Features (if applicable):

Percent of Licensed Establishments Inspected LBIF Disbursement by
by the County during the licensure year Percentage
0% -100% 100% (of paid licenses)
- <90% 1 Payment per Paid License
per Inspection
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* Note: All llcanse feas for Tourist Flemes and Bed & Breakfast will paid annually to the county
and are nol subject to Table 1.

Table 2: License fees reimbursed to countles performing inspections of Body Art
Establig hments:

Licehse type License fea | Reimbursement per inspaction
Tattooing 31325 $121.50 (90%)

Body Plerclng #1356 | $121.80 (B0%)

Ear lobe pisrcing only B7h $67.50 (90%)

Tabla 3: Peer to Peer Retafl Food Inspecter fralning: Counties will be reimbursad for
mileage, meals and lodging for their employees who may be either tralners or tralnees and
travel outslde of their home counties far the purpose of paer to peer tralning. Countles who
host a trainee will alse be glven an additional $50 per training nspaction. Please note that
opting Into this partion of the coaperative agreemeant does not obligate you to provide this
service. Peer to peei trainings will ehly be done when both countles have tiine (See
Appeandix B).

Lodging” o ) State Rate (Approx $33/Night)
Weals | #28.00 Per day

Mileage $0.262 Per mile

Additional Inspaction Relmburaament $50.00 Per Ihspection

*Note: Lodging will be reimbursed at the state rate unless preauthorizatian is granted by
DPHHS,; every attempl should be made to oblain state rafes.

Bath partles agree that:

1. Tha responsibllities of the parties are governed hy the Montana Code Annotaled and
the Administrative Rules of Montana and nothing in this agreement is intended to
contradict or supplant relevant provisions of the laws of Montana; and

2. The following process is {o be used in the event of a dissgreement betwean the BOH
and the Food & Consumer Safaty Saction (FCS3) about the terms of this agresmeant.

a. [fthe BOH is unable to resclve thair disagreameant with FCSS, a written
nofification from the BOMH must be provided to the Communicabls Diseass
Contral and Prevention Bureal Chisf, Tha BOH shall provide In wiiting specific
details about the ratmaining issuas that are in digpute, The Bureau Chisf shall
attempt to resolve the dispute. If unable to resolve the dispute, the reasons for
the department's posilion en the issues in dispute must be presented to the
BOH in writing.

b. If rescluticn of the disagresment is not obtained, the BOH may request a review
and writter: determination to be made by the Public Health and Safety Divislon
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Administrator,

. The decision of the Division Administrator may be appealed o the Department
Dlrector, whose dscision is final.
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liaigons:

These persons serve as the primary contacts hetwsen the parties regarding the
performance of the task order,

1. Ed Evanson is the liaison for DPHMS (phone: 408-444-6308)

2, Liaison for the BOK: Ko Heoper. £3

(Print name anlf fitle)

For: Mantana Departmeant of Public Health and Human Servlces

Sionalurs:
Frinted hame and title: Todd Harwe|[, Divislon Adminiztrator
Oate:

For: County Board of Health
Slgnature:

Printed name and title:

Date:

Please mall eighad Agresmant to: Ed Evanson, Supstulser
DPHHS-Food & Consumet Safety Seativn
P.O. Box 202051
Helena MT 596202851
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Amnendix A — Payment Rules for Licensed Establishmenis

The following scenarios describe how eredit for an Inspaction will be applled to the percantage
dezcribed in Table 1 of this Agreement. Any s¢enarios not covered by these business rules
will be evaluated on a case by case basls.

Scenario

License Feg{s) paid

Ins paction(s)
completed

Credit{s) toward
percentage

1

License fee paid

1 or more inspection(s)
cuimpleted

1 credit toward percantage

seasonal pool or spa

2 License fes paid 0 inspections completed | 0 credil toward percentage
3 Llcenss fag paid g iﬂspemibn somplated 1 cradit ioward percentage
due to business closing
4 0 faes paid 0 inspections complefed | 0 credit toward percantage
5 2 llcenge fees paid on | 2 ingpections performead 2 oredits toward -
1 establishment due | becauss of change In percantage
to change in ownership
owpership |
8 2 lisense fees pald oh | 1 Ihspection performed 1 credit toward percentage
1 establishment due
to changa in
- ewnership
7 License fee paid for 1 full facllity and 1 eritical ¢ 1 credit toward percentage
pool or spa operated | polntinepection
throughout the year performed
K license fee paid for 1 full facliity inspection 1 credit foward percentage !

performed
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Appandix B:

Peer to Peer Inspector Training

One of the taslks of Food and Consumer Safety ls to provide or facllitate tralnfig to ensure consistent, high gquality
inspectiors across the state. Joint inspections with experienced county inspectors are one way Lo accomplish that, To
ralnlntze the impact 1o eounty hudgets, Food and Consumar Safety will fund peer te peer Inspectlon tralnlng up to
310,000 per year {allocated total for the entlre state}.

These funds are avallabla ana first-come, Tikst-5etvo Basis for counties with a new irspector, or an Inspector neading
acditlonal tralning in a cartalh type of nspectlan or Inspectinn components nutside of previous trainking, This may be
somaeone who s a Sanitarian in Training (51T} o is a sanitarlan that is moving into inspaction types with which they have
limlted exparlancs with,

Training will ba provided at the discretivn of the countles. If a county opts inta this program but thae andfor resourcos
change the county Is not abligated to host tralnig or send a trainer 1o a helghboring county.

bAlnirricem regqulrements for tralnars:
L Currently emploved by a county and determlned by FUS to be qualified to provide tralning,

The fellowing apnlies to food inspections:

2. Tralners must he a FDA or State Standard

b. Minimum Facility Requlrements
1. ftisk Lewal 2, 3, or 4 _
c. Inspections by Risk Level {see Annex 5, Table T of the 2013 Food Code]
1. Risl Luval 2 - po more than 3 inspections
Z. Risk Level 3 ar 4 - up ta 12 inspect ong
3. If possible, facilities should Includs
a. retail processing,
b, HACCP, and
o, Molluscan shellfish sales or service
4. FCS currently does ot have plans to approve more than 15 pear to peer Inspections at a time.

Relmburatment:
1. Trainers roay host the traines andfor travel to the trainee’s county to perform inspections.
2. Reimbursament to the county for mileagn, moesls and lodging for sither tralners or trainees who travel

outslde of thelr Jurlzdictlon.
3. Anadditicnal 550 per Ihapection far a county hosting a tralnee, due to the additlonal amaunt of time
required for trainlneg.
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Projected Reimbursemant par training:

Lelglng State Rate %5 nlghts S465.00
{Currently 593 night}

Maals %23.00/day K5 days 511500

Mileage - 30,262/ mile 400 mlles  5104.20

Tatal travel 568420
Additlonal inspection relmbursament

550.00/inspection x5 5750.00
Total per sanitarian tralned 5143480

All peer ta paer trainlhg must be pre-appreved by FCS, To feceive pre-approval, send the sedtion the following
information:

1) The trainlng tnspector

2} The trainag

3]} The establishments to he visitad with the risk categories

4} The number of days and nights spent trajhlng

5} The projected lodglng cost

6] The projected milsage cost
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SelRirk/Cabinet-Yaak
Subcommittee

Iuteragency Grizzly Bear Committee

S/C-Y CHAIR
Rodney Smoldon
Cobville Mational Forest

S/C-% VICE-CH

Ben Conard

U5 Fish & Wildlife Sarvica
Montana Field Qffice

SiC-% MEMBERS

Holger Bohm

BC Ministry of Forests
Lands & Malural Besourca
Operations

Linda Clark
Buraau of Land Management

Oan Dinning
County Commissionars

Jeanne Higgins
ldaha Panhandle MFz

Chip Corsi
Idahn Depertment of Fish & Game

Eric Besaw
ldaho Deparbment of Lands

RAay Entz
Kalispel Troe of Indians

Chris Savage
Keotenal Maticonal Farest

Gary Altken, Jr.
Koatenai Triba of ldahn

Vacant (Plains District Ranger)
Lala Maticral Forest

Neil Andarson
Montana Fish, Wildlile & Parks

Gregq Kurz
US Fish & Wildlife Sorvce
Easterm Washington Fisld Office

Christy Johnson-Hughes
US Fish & Wildlife Senvice
HMorthern Idahe Field Ofice

Steva Pozzanghera
Wi, Digparimient of Fish & Wildlite

1&E TASKFORCE CO-CHAIRS

Kim Annis
Martana Flzh, Wildli‘e & Parks

Kirsten Kalser
Kootenal Matioral Forest

SCIEMCE ADVISOR
Wayne Kesworm
S Fish & Wildlila Servica

MNovember &, 2018

Kathi Hooper, Director

Bryan Alkire, Landfill Manager
Lincoln County Health Department
418 Mineral Ave, Libhy, MT 59923

On behalf of the members of the Selkirk and Cabinet-Yaak Ecosystems Interagency
Grizzly Bear Subcommittee, we would like to thank the Lincoln County Health
Department for their dedication to the people and wildlife of Lincoln County. The
willingness and commitments of the Director, Kathi Hooper, and the Landfill Manager,
Bryan Alkire, has resulted in the securing of all the public waste transfer sites in the
Cabinet-Yaak Grizzly Bear Recovery Area.

For the last 2 decades, Lincoln County has worked steadfastly with Montana Fish,
Wildlife & Parks, the US Fish and Wildlife Service, and the US Forest Service to relocate
and secure the public waste transfer sites throughout the County. Beginning with the
site in the community of Yaak, the County has secured over a dozen sites, all while
reducing the costs and tackling the challenges of site management.

Kathi, your efforts to find new locations for transfer sites, secure special use permits
through the US Forest Service, and organize county resources to clear and level sites
prior to fencing have been instrumental in securing these waste transfer sites from
hears and other wildlife.

Bryan, you used your unigue skill set to create a design that allows remote sites to
remain functional and secure without the need for a daily gate keeper.

Kathi and Bryan, you and your employees should take great pride in these
accomplishments. The members of the Selkirk and Cabinet-Yaak Interagency
Grizzly Bear Subcommittee appreciate and thank you for your hard work and
commitment to grizzly bear recovery efforts in northwest Montana.

Sincerely,

[l © . el

Rodney Smoldon
Chair



#ﬁ% LNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENGY

Jg;' % REGION 8
i m % 1588 Wynkoog Streat
; ;@&/ Derver, GO BO202-1120
nag Fhone BOQ-227-8817
Wk epag o raglon
Movernber &, 2014
Reft BTMS-G

e, Mark Peck, Conttniasioner

City -- County Board of Eealth for Llneeln County
513 California Avenne

Libly, Montang 59923

RE; Superiund Cooperalive Agresment ¥V 96803401- Rovayment
Doar Mr. Peok:

Parguant to 2 CF R § 200,338 the T8, Environmental Protection Agoney, Region 8 (EPA), 15 issuing &
final ropayment letter for Superfund Cocperative Agreement Number ¥V 96803401 relating 1o excessive
drawdowna by the City-County Board of Heal'h for Lincoln Courty (CCBH), As explained furthey
below, the CCBH must repay the Agency $402,687.70

The CCBH visited the IPA on Augugt 31, 2016, and shared information and coneerns repgarding
CCBIPs compensation agreament with its attarney, At that point, the issue was referred to the FPA
(ffice of Ingpector General {OIG), and the EPA slopped ils audit review. Based on information
providad by tho OIC in its Interim Report of Investigation into tig matter and on additional information
olstalned by Region 8 in revicwing this mutler, monagsmont practices wers found in wiilch tho CCBE(
He oot comply with foderal standavds for fimanclal managanent of federal cooperndive apresment funds
and cost peinciples, 2 CLER, § 200.459%(a) prohuibits grant reciplents from vsing prant funds to pay ibe
aost of profeasional services when such professional costs wre vonlingeut on {he grant recipient’s
reeovery of costs from the federal government. The OIG inlerim report and supporting dooumantalion
indleate thut CCBH antered itto a fee ngresment with the law [Grm of Doney Crowley Bloomguist Payne
Urda, G, (Law Firm) to pay up te 20 percent of the total fimds CCTBT recejved from the EPA, and thet
sieh paymaont was contingent on the amount of Thnds CCBH received fiom the EPA, Based on the
sttomey fee agreement, (e Taw Firm recelved payments in the amound of $331,911.61 or
approximate]y 20 percent of 14 separate quarterly prant drawdowas between April 2¢12 and July 20185,
However, bused on a thorough review of the CUBRI™s seneral ledgers for this period and further
diseussiona betweet EPA officials end Lincoly County officials, CCBH made cerrcetive payments to
the Law Firm from acocunds other than its cooperative agreemens account, Consequently, the smount of
federal fimds paid to the Law Firm undoer the improper fee agreement, totals §85,381.99,

The CCRI subemitied an iternized “Final $tatement™ to the EPA on January 11, 2018, which showed fee
ratos and work parformed by the Law Firm for CCEH under the sonpcrative agreemett, T have reviewed
the l'inal Statetnent and delarmined that the Law Firm adequately documented work performed 1o
demonstrate that COBH's payments amounting to $89,381,99 to the Law Firm were necessary,
reampnable md allocalls cosis under the cooperative apreament. See Altachmont A, Despite CCBH's




improper fee pgreemen| conitact with tho Taw Firn and inedequate financial oversight, the TPA is
utilizing the cooperative andit resolution techinigues pursuant lo 2 CF.R, §§200,25 and 200,513 to
resolve this matler and improve Fedetnl program outcomes. The cooperative audit reaclotion approach
allows a federnl agency Lo ofor aparopriate relief for past noneomyphiance if pron eorrective action hag
pooutrcd. The EPA has taken the appropriato actlons under 2 C.F.R, § 200,338, Remedles for
Noncomplignes, und 2 CTLR, §207, Specific Conditlons, in assisting Lincoln County in updating its
policles and procedutes to comply with Federal Regulations and through the inclusion of special
conditinng ineluded ia the cooperative agresment with Lincoln County, This sooperailve approach was
taken due to the strong commitment by the EPA and CCBH and has been extered into through
collghoration and o foeos on the enrsent conditions and emrestive netions,

I alus have determinod that COBH made diawdovens of funds excesding expenditures in an amount of
$386,271,83 o February 2012 “hrough June 2016, CCBIL informad the TP A that 1 kept this excoss
deaw n an Interest-hearlng accowtl. The interest owed on thess impeopet expenditures i3 $16,415.85.
The EPA stopped tha acetual of intevest on August 31, 2016, when CCBI visited the EPA (o raise thajr
concerns. CCBH must repay 1o the EPA this exceadanze amount plus tha interest gained, This
excoadance atid fallure fo expend these funds violates federal award finenclal management and payment
stanydards set forth at 2 CF.R. part 200 subpart 12, ineluding 2 C.FR. §§§200.302, 200,303, 200.305.

The repayment amount of $402,687.7(% must ko sent to:

118, Environmental Protoction Agency

Les Vegas Finanes Ceonter

4220 South Maryland Parloway, Building C, Suite 303
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

If payment is not received within thirly (30) days of this letier, inlevest will accrwe on the amount due gt
1% per atmum for each 30-day perled the acoounting is oulstanding, Oniy full payment of the debt
within thirty (30) days of this decision will prevens the ZPA from charging intetest in accordance with 2
CFR, §200,345 and applicable federnl claims collection standavds, Payment of the debl in full to avoid
interest acerual dees not affect your right 7o appeal this decision.

CCUBH also hys ithe oplion of requesting pavments by installinents, the Administeator or delegated
official can determine atter review of a debtor’s financial stalements iFa deblor is financially unable to
tepay rn indebledaess in a single payment, Please nolify EPA within 30 days of recipient of this letter
of the inlendcd ropayment aplion, :

Separately, he HPA has reviewed the additional (June 2016 « August 2017} months of general ledgors
mrovided by GULL The CCBH has requested reimbursoment of $296,989.77 for work perioemed. This
represents the time period when CCBH ideritled the potential stiotney payment issues atud stopped
utilizing funds from the cooperative agreement, The RPA seviewed thiy dooumentation and delermined
that the entire requested amount, $296,989.77 wasg allocable under the grant. The LPA will rettnburse
this requested amount pursuant to the process currently cmployed under the hew eooporative sgreement.

This constiutes the EPA’s flnal agenoy determination. You tmay appeal this determination in accordance
with the dispute procedioes at 2 C.¥ R, part 1500, subpart T, and in pasticular 2 CFR §1500.14, You
ean do this by submiiting an electronic appeal via emall to the Region § Disputes Decizion Official,

2




Richard Buhl, at Bull Ricki@epagsey with a copy to the Action Ol¥iciel at Hulstain Saralyflopa. goy
within 30 ealendar days from the dale this decision 1s sent 1o you clectronienlly, Your appeal must
inelude:

(13 A copy of this decislon lettor;

(4) A detailed statement of the specific legal and factonl grotuds for the appeal, including copies
or any supporting documents,

(3} The specific remedy or relief sought under the appeal; and

{4) The name and comtact informetion, inchuding emall address, of your designated point of
contact for the appeal.

As a final note, EPA appreciates the ¢ooperation and pulience of CCBH/Lincoln Counsy in assisting us
in resolving this issue. If you have questions regarding this decision, { can be reached at
Hulstein. Savnhi@apa goy or (303) 3112.6014.

Sincerely,

»."/:;’f-‘frﬁ e / )’/‘J‘ é’Zé.’m. :

Sarah Hulstein
Orants Managemenl GOcsr
Office of Technfcal and Managemen Setvices

oo Mike Cole, Lingolu Cournty Conunissioner
Jerry Bennett, Lincoln County Commissienet
Kathl Houper, City/Couaty Board of Health for Lincoln County
Noah Pyle, City/County Board of Health for Lincoln County

Arl Weiss, IPA

Stantey Christensen, EPA
Ciona Vallgjos, EPA
Milce Cirien, EPA

Paul Felz, EPA

Attachment A
Artachment B
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY
REGICH 8
1685 Wynheop Streat
Crenwer, Coloredo B0202-1126
Phong BO0-227-8817
W, apa, goviregiand

October 16, 2018
Ref: 8LPR-SR -

Mr, George Jamison

Viea Chair

City-County Board of Health for Lincoln County
418 Mineral Ave

Libby, MT 59923

Re: Agency Redponses to Comments o Ivaft Controlled Groundwater Arsa Petition Suppotting
Infyrnation, datad Jaly 9, 2018

eat e, Jamizon:

The toltowing are the 1,8, Environmental Protegtion Agoncy (EPA), Montana Department of
Environmental Guality (MDEQ) and Internalional Paper (TP) responses to the City-County Board of
Health for Lincoln County (BOH) comments on the Draff Controlled Groundwater Area Pefition
Supporting Information, Libby Groundwater Siie, Revision 2, dated June 26, 201 8 (draft CGA Petition),
It you have any questions, or require further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me.

The Agencies will now finalive the deafl CGA Petition i preparation for submission 1o the Montana
Depariment of Natural Resourecs and Cemiservation (DNRC). The Agencles appreciate the City-County
Board of Health's (BOH) support in croating the draft CGA Pelilion and in protecting human health in
Lingcoln County, As discussed previously, the Agencies would like the BOH to be the petitionar for the
proposed CGA. The Agenoles request an offigial response regarding the BOHs willingness to aponsor
ihe proposed CGA by November 13, 2018,

BT Corrmend No, 1:

MCA §5-2-506 (7) {a) allows lor “a provision closing the controlled pround water area to further
approepriation of ground water®, Can this be inferpreted to apply to future withdiawals of
sropundywater rom existing wells, noi just a prohibition on rew wells?

The Aepcncies and [P Responso to BOH Comment MNo., 1

A perron or entity holding a valid certificate of groundwaler right for beneficial use (by adjudicution
prior to July 1, 1973 and by permit or Form 602 on or after July 1, 1973} is allowed to withdrew
proundwales sppropriated mder the conditions of their water right and Monlana water law, The Likby
CGA will restriet new wells and appropriations of groundwater and increagsed appropriations from
exigting wells but will not revole valid oxisting proundwater rights.

BOH Comment No. 2:

Neither the cxisting City Ordinance prohibiting new wells (for human consumption or frvigation)
nor the proposed CGA would prohibit nse of wells existing prior to the ordinance or the CGA,
Howw will these existing wells be identified and addvesscd?

1




nd TP Rezponae to BOH Comment Mo, 2t

The majority of existing priveale wells in Libby were jdontified during the exlensive woll inventory that
wag conducted from 1981 through 1985 as part of ealy Libby Groundwaler Site (“Site”) investigations,
The well invemiory focused on the area that 19 now within the proposed CGA boundary because it is the
ater thal groundwater was most likely to be impacted. Each well identified was given a unique well
Idenlilication number that begins with 1000 (o.g., well 1012). Since 1981, a total of approximately 100
wells have been identifled in the proposed CGA area, and 46 of these wells were plugped and
abandened as part of the Site Buy Watct/Well Programs from 1983 o dale, Therefore, the Agencies und
1P ostimate that spproximately 50 wells atil) exist in the proposed CGA arca, located mostly oulside the
crrent extent of groundwater impacts, a8 shown in Figure 2 of the document. Tvot all these wells gre
confirmed fo be actively used or assoctated with valid water righls,

Very fow wells have been installod In Libby sinoe the City ordinanco rogteting domestic/irigation well
inztallation was enacted in Ootobor 1986, Thrvugh Stule well and water r{ghts records und anegdotal
information, the Agencies and IP are aware of less than a dozen wolls thel huve been instolled in the
proposed COA since Ootober 1986, Those wells were ngtalled primarily for landscape irrigation or heat
pumps, A few domestic wells heve been Installed within the proposed CGA boundary sinee 1986,
potontially or potable use, These wells are eulgide ihe City limits and wers not subjzct to the well
drilling restriction ordinance.

1I? intends ta reach oul to the owners of the approximately 50 plus a4 dozen or less wells described above,
throngh communication cfforts that will be developed by IP and approved by the Agencies {e.p.,
mailings, public meetings, nowspaper notices, ele.). JI* will encourage rosidents with exlstlng wells to
use Cily water ingtead of water fruin their well (if the wells arc assoctated with valld water rights and
they are not already using City water) se that 1P can plug and abandon their well similar to prior
campaigns to linit domeatic well uze in Libiby (see Section 2.1 of the Document), This outreach effort
will also include existing well ussrs that have not acquired watsr tights for their wells and wells
associated with abandonad water righls.

"The disenssion above pertains to domastic and jrrigatlon wells und excludey existing monltoring and
remediation wells that were inslallod with appioval by an appropriate regulatory agancy,

BOH Comment No, 3:
What is the euforcement role to be provided by EPA and DI (page 2)7
The Arencies and IP Responge to BOH Comment No, L

The Libby CGA will prohibit new groundwater appropriations for beneficial use throvgh restrictlons on
permits or approvals hofore drilling occurs, of notificationy of restrietions 1o drillers and restrictions on
certification of appropriations of waler afier drilling has ocenrred,

Several procedures and processes will be in place thal will encourage complinnce with the proposed
CGA well diflling restrictions and provide enforcement as described below:

1) In Montana, a person may only appropriate water for beneficial use and they nwat bo pranted o
water tight by DNRC to use the water, in accordanes with requirenienis in MCA 85-2-301 to
306, A waler vight I3 oblained for 4 groundwater well by elther applying for a pormit prior to
constructing the well (such as the case of withdrawaly more than 35 gpm or 10 agre-fect a year),
or by submililng u “Notice of Completion of Groundwater Development™ (Porm 602) and filing
foe to DNRC within 60 days of installing and using the woll (sueh as the case ol withdrawals 25
gpm ot legs and not exceeding 10 acre-feet 4 yeur), 1IINRC would deny permits within the CGA,




ot contaet 1 well owner and inform him or har of the C3A vse prohibition upon receipt of the
notice.

In Montana, water wells rust be drilled by g licensed water well confractor under the standards set forth
in MCA Title 37, Chapter 43, 'This requirement is to protect the health and gencral welfats by providing
a means for the devolopment of groundwaler in sn orderly, sanitary, and reasonable manner. Drilling
wella without a licenge is a viclation of Montana law and is subject to onforeement through Distriet
Court procecdings.

Montana-licensed water well driliers in Lincoln County (and seloct surrounding counties) will be
notified of the CGA boundaries and the prohibition to instull wells for beneficial uses within the CGA, If
a well i3 ingtalled within an aclive CGA, the $tate may rovoke the well driller’s licehse to work in
Montana, IDNIRC will not grant a water right for an unsuthorized will,

2) Anyone who anlieipates using more than 35 gallons a minute (gpm) or 19 acre-feat a year of
groundwates I8 required to obtaln a permit from DNRC to appropriate waler before ahy
Ceveloproent beging or walet is used, DNRC would deny the permit before tho well would be
crilled if the well is within the boundaries of a CGA.

3} A porson s nol required w apply lor & permit from DNRC to ingtall a well with an anticipated
vse 6T 35 gallons a minute or less, not to exceed 10 acre-foct a year. In this case, licensed well
drilless in the area will have beon notified that they are not avthotized to install the well in ihe
CGA, Additionally, smaller appropriations that do not require approval before drilling must be
docwmented in Form 602 “Notice of Completion of Groundwater Development™ submilied 1o
DPNRC, A valid water rlght does not exist without this step, The CGA will prevent DNRC from,
cortifying new approprialions in the CGA aren,

4) The Agenviey will be conducting & comprehensive review of the porformance ol the Site romedy
(including the effoctivenocss of the CUA as an institutiona] conlol) ai feast every five years as
part of the Five-Year Review process, These Ilve-Year Reviews will contloue as long as there is
Site-impacted media at the Site. 1t bocomes appatont that surneone is using an unathorized
wall inside the CGA, the Agencies will first encourage the well owner to use Cily water ingtoad
of their well. I the well owner refases and canses an unscoeplable rigk to groundwaber
COTSUMETE O canses unacceptable portaminant plume movement, then the Agencies may initiate
adminigtrative ot judicial enforcemont procecdings to terminme uss of the well,

BOYH Comnent No, 4;

It the CGA by implemented, does the City have an oblgation to continuc the well ban in Ordinanco
13537

0. 4

The City of Libby has an oldigation to continue the well ban in Ordinance Wo, 1353 because It is part of’
the CERCLA remedy tor OU1 of the Libby Groundweater Superfund Site. The City ordinance iy
independent of the CGA. 1 the CGA proves to ba less sucecssfu!l than oxpected, then the Clty ordinanee
provides an independent Thne of mwolection against vae of impacted groundwater.

BOII Cemment No, 5:

The detzils of the rolo of the BOH are not in this Support Inforination document, and necd to be
thoroughly undersiood,

‘T'he Apencias and [P Regponse to BOIT Cominent No, 5:




The rofe of Lincoln Couniy BOH is to sponsor the CGA (Section 1.2 of Dogument), By sponsoring the
CGA, BOL demonstrates to the public thet they view the CGA as important to protect their health and
crrvivouraent, in cooperation with efforts of Stale and federal vepulaiory ageneles. The BOH would be
nvolved in mestings with the Agenvies at least overy five yoats to discuss the performance of the CGA,
implementation challenges/suceesses, ar other tssues Identified (Seetlon 5.5 of the Document). Also,
BOH may direct questions fiom residents regarding groundwater restrictions fo the appropriate sgenoy
representatives,

BOH Cormment No, 63

Reasonalbie expectations for enfor¢ing a han on new wells assumes there i o detniled
nnderstanding of the presence and use of oxisting wells, Not comfortable with thal aoderstanding
Al this point,

The Agencles and TP Response i BOH Comment No, 6;

''ha Agencics and [P have a good understanding of the number and location of cxisting snd putentially
active wolls in the proposcd COA (see response (o BOH Comment No, 2), For those wells with water
tights andfor well recards, the use of these wells is dooumetited in State files; however, the Ageneies and
1P gahnot always be certaln if the well owner conlinues to nae the wall, Further identification of these
potential well nzers and encouragement to transitlon ‘o City water will continue as part of IP*s public
comnnications efforts, as approved by the Apenciesr. Reutilization of abandoned watar rights or
gxpansion of existing water tights will be prohibited by DNRC,

I ia possible that not every single person using a well inside tae CGA will discontinue wall use and
transition to City watar, even aller being Informed of the potential risks. As in the past, the Agencies and
IP will continuo to work with these residents {o enconrage them o transition to City water, To provide
grothet tayer of protection, BOH could recoid o desd notice on properiiss inside tha CGA to inform
tutiec property owners of ihe well use restrictions in the CGA and the City,

BOH Comment No, s

It scems contradiciory to conclude in the EPA five year reviews thai the vemedy is proteetive, but
to bo proteclive limg-term there iy 2 need to prohibit groundwater nse in areas onizide the Ciiy,
‘T'his seems to fall silent on the poiendial existing well users, hoth now and in the future,

The Agencies and 1P Response to BOH Commortt No, 7;

HPA Vive-Year Review roports list remedies as protegtive in the short torm 1T the remedy is funclioning
ag intendsd end all human and ecologieal risks are currently under control and ars anticipated to be
under control in the future, However, long-torm profegliveness requites mplementation of and
cotpliahes with more comprehenslve institutional controls Tor land and groundwater activity use
reatrietions at the Sito,

Currenily, the City ordinanes in conjunction with the Buy Watcr/Well Plans has been cfective in
minimdving or eliminaling the use of Bite tmpacted groundivater (widhin the currently mapped
groundvrater plumes) for human consumption and Ierigation, In addition, there were ne known uses of
Site impacted groundwaler outside the City limity where grovndwater vse Is not subject to the ordinunce
resivictions when the last {2015) Five-Year Review Roport was prepared, Therefore, it was reasonable to
conclude in fhe 2013 Five-Year Review that the remedy {s currently proteetive, But for the remedy to be
protective i the long-torm, greundwater use restrictions are needed in poriions of Lineoln County that
are not subjeel to he City ordinance, vy Site related impacts exist outside the City limits, in particular on
the former mill property.




During preparation of the COA petition, a domostle woll impacled by low levels of Site chemicals of
conrem (COCs) was discovered, Also, we found that the Cily permitled a Tew irvigation wells inside the
City limits (but outgide the mapped excent of groundwatsr impaets) sines the October 1986 ordinanes
went into effeet, ''hesc occuricnees corraborate the reed for a CGA [or long-term projection of himan
health and the environment, both oukside the Cily limits and insldes the City limits as an additionel layer
of protection beyond the Ciy ordinance fo provide reinforeed sad expanded ingtitutional control
coverage to limit human exposure risks.

BOH Comment No. 8:

The Focnscd Feagibility Study should be considered ag pavt of review of the proposed CGA
implementaiion.

The Agencies and IP Rosponse to BOH Comment No, &

Par your request, BPA uploaded the Final Report: Focused Feasibility Study for the Upper Aquifer,
Aprll 25, 2018 to TriHydro Corporation’s secure folder,

BOII Comment No. 9:

Statrment om page 9 claiming linlted gronndwater withdrawal in the vicinily of the Site does not
acknowledge the possible presence af unknown oxisting wells.

The Arenciey and IP Responge to BOH Comment Mo, 9;

The lazt bullet on page ¢ of the Document, in Section 3.5 (Groundwater Recharge and Discharge) states
the following; .

« limiled pumpihg may oceur for private wells in Libby. These wells are typically permitted at a
eontinuous average rate of 0,5 gpoe,

The statement above annlies 1o the approximately 60 wells idenfied to date (shown on Figure 10 of the
Daocuntent} that may o= may not be in use, as well as to unknowa oxisting wells, As discussed in the
reapanse to BOH Comment Nes, 2 mod 7, the meugority of existing wells within the proposed CGA have
been identified, inckoding wells that were not registercd with the State, and additional public
comtunicution efforts are planned to identily if additicnal welly exist, Some wells may no longer be
associated with a valid water right and could nol be lawlnlly used to withdraw groundwater, If
adclltional wells exist that are not shewn on Figure 10, they were cither incorreetly registered with the
State or the State dalabases provide Incorreet coordinates Tor those wells.

Regardless of the exact number of exigling wells, the total average annual groundwater withdrawal rate
would b an the ordor of 30 ghm (60 wells times 0.5 gpm), which is a limited groundwater withdrawal
given the permeability of the Tibby Upper Aquifer.

BOH Corment No. 10:

Report ciaims that the criterion for establishing a CGA based on the groundwaler nol baing
setituble for bemcficial wse is true in Hy anireated state, However, a T determinstion has not been
niade aboui the upper aguifer.

The Agencies and IP Responge to BOH Commeni No. 10

Tt is correet that the Agencics have not determined that remediation of the Upper Aquifor is technfeally
impracticable (TT). The Apencies belleve that there are other rermediation approaches that will promeis
mnore expedient eleanup of the Upper Aguifer than i currently ocourring, Thus, the Upper Acquiler
Focused Veagibility Study weas performed to identify such remediation approaches. Ilowever; as staied in
Section 5.5 of the Document, oven with active remediniion (12, treatinent} of the Upper Aquider, it may

5




still tuke several decades to reach cleanup lovels, The Upper Ayuifer ig not suilable for benefietal 11se
unif! cleamp levels have been met; unti! suech time that cleanup levels are mel, the CGA is noocssary (o
protset human health and the envivonment, as well ag the remedy,

The Agencies have determined that romedlation of tho Lower Aguifer is technically imptacticable, hased
on the demonstration thal no exlsting remedial fechnology could reliably or feasibly attain the cleanup
lzvels in the Lower Aquifer within a reagonable timeframe.

Therefore, noither the Upper or Loweor Aquifer is currently suitable for beneficial use until groundwuter
clentp levels estublished In the CERCLA decigfon documents are mei (vin sotive reatment Tor the
Upper Aquifer and natural attenvation and fushing for the Lower Aguifer).

BOY Comment Mo, 11;

What iy the basls for claiming that the existing Lilly supply is adequate for future needs,
especiafly with the possibility of heavy indagtrial usery in the fotare?

The Aezncicy and TP Response 10 BOH Commet No, 11:

The stternent that the existing Libby wator supply is adequete for futsre needs 19 hased on the

Bereficial Water Usze Pormit issued Decerber 28, 2012 and studies done it conjunction with that peroait
to ensure hal the Cily of T.ibby had adequete waler for future needs, As part of the permitting process,
Tuture nesds were caloulated for 2040 based on current use and assuming an average growth tate of

0.5% per year. The study determined that accounting for smtictpated {ulute ugage, the City’s Beneficial
Water Use Permit still gllowed for an additional 879 Acro-Feet of water use for municipal growth. In the
Water Use Permli, the lerm “moonietpal” moans that the water can be used Tor avaricty of uses, including
domesiie, commerclal, industrial and lawn and garden. In addition, the flow rate needed to supply
aniicipated use in 2040 was caleulated for the cxisting pipeline to ensure the current system could handle
projected fulure loads, Using the exiating pipeline, 4 flow rate of 5.7 cubie Teet per socond would be
needed to susialn the predietod futars use, Given the design flow rate of 13,9 cubic fect por sccond, the
distribution sysien s also well equipped to handle fulure loads, As u resull, the current water right and
the distribution system should be more than adequate to handle Tuture developnicnt nocds,

BOIT Corminendt Mo, 13

Does the modcling accouni for a scenario for withdrawal of surface water from Libhy Creele at tho
maximum permitted water rights rate?

Tha Apencies and IP Response 1o BOH Comrnay] Mo, 12¢

Mo, tho numerical groundwater fHow model is rot st up to accovnt for surfice water remmoval from
Libby Creek because flds scenario is not anlicipated to have a measurable effecl on groundwaler flow,
Tha surface water removed from Libby Creek will primavily reduce the flow that discharges to Koolenai
River, and it will have o negligible elfect on the strearr-aquifer interueticn,

The modal estimates flow into the stremn from the aquifer {for gaining stream reaches) and flow oul of
the stream into the aguifer (for losing strearu reuchey) based on several model parameter values: the
lydraulic head in the stroam (assumed to be the topographle surface elevation), the head in the Upper
Aguifer {calculated in the model), and the riverbed condustance (selected hased on material lype and
thickness of streambed deposits). A water rights diversion from tho surface water will have negligible
effoot on the hydraulic head in the river, which influenceys the sitenm-ayuifer Inferaction,

BOH Comment No, 13:




The Last paragraph on page 15 stales that “IHf the CGA Is approved, other actions will be taken hy
I to enbunee the seecesy of the CGAY It will he important to understand and memorialize these
“pther actions” in advance of approving the CGA,

The Agercies and IP Responsa to BOH Comment No. 13;

The last sentenee of the paragraph o page 15 was Intended to provide the other actions to be talion by
[P tu enhence the success of the CGA, as follows:

“diso, [P will offer to plug and abardorn existing wells inside the CGA, shmilar to the By Well Program
described In Seeffon 2.1 (o provide incestive fo curvest potential grawnhwater users 1o discontinue use
of thetr well.’

1 will remrove “Also™ from tho sentence ebove for clarification. The detalls of agrooments tluit IF may
reach with ownery of existing proundwaler tighls ure legal o nathure and will be developed outside the
COA potition process,

BOIT Comment No. 14:

The conceyns ideniitied by the BOT in November 2017 included lour elements; technieal, the
groundwater resoarce, separability of the Superfund Sites, and enforcement jssucs, ¥ appears that

the separability issue has recently been resolved, and good progress continnes on technical
mutters, The remaining two areas of concern {refereace carlicr docnment} will need resolution,

The Agencies and IP Respense fo BOII Comiment No. 14:

The two remeining wvens of concern (related 1o groundwater resources and enforcemen(y from the BOH
November 2017 correspondence are provided below lh boldfacs type, followed by the Agenocles und 1P
Tegponse.

BON Coneernt 'The Gronnidwaiter Respuree

The CGA will elininate the use of groundwater within its lmilts, While {lds proldbition is already
largely addressed, a CGA s a more permament and final acfion, As mentioned in the Spriug of this
yent when the BOH role in a CGA was proposed by EPA, the BOH will be sensitive to questions
related to the conseqnences of loss of the reseuree, especially related fo water supply issues for the
Port Autherity and Cidy of Libiby,

BOH Suggestion: ‘The Groundwater Resonrce

Tho BOH objective showld be to have assursnees that the imposition of the CGA will not adversely
effect the reselotion of this issue, Le., tho conseguences of loss of the resource, especially related to
water supply issues for the Port Authority amd City of Liblby, Those assurances would lilcely be
expeeted from the Port Auihorily and the Cily of Libby,

The Agencies gnd [P Response to the Groundwater Resource Concern/Sugpestion:

BOH"s prior comment that *a CGA is a more permanent and [inal aetion™ was adddressed in the
Document, Section 5.1, The Document states that “The boundaries or conditions of a parmanent CGA
may be modifiad or cancelled over time as deemed appropriate by the oversight Agencies and with the
support of e CGA gponsor and approval of the MDNRC.”

The Cily of Libby wiilizes Flower Creele for s municipal waler supply. The CGA hag no effect on the
City's use of surface water [rom Flower Creek. As nofod in the response te BOH Conunent No. 17, the
City also has ndequate capacity 1o its aystem to accommodate future growil of the City and also provide
substantlel water service o the foriner mill property now owned by the Port Authority, The Pert
Authority milt property is part of the Libby Groundwater Site and subject to existing dewd rostrictions
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requiring accommodation of remediation efforts and cocparation with institutional controls such ag the
CGA, To the cxtont addilional water supplics arc required for Port Authority redevelopment, it can be
obtatticd from the City of Libby muiticipal water system along the western boundary of the mill
property, Additional water may also available thicugh appropriations frem Libby Creck,

RO Conwern: Enforecment Tssues

The BOH will be concerned about the County’s responsibilities lor enforcement, We vecognize the
necd Tor effecitve monitoring of complianes and enforcement, but need to be assured that we have
the resources to meet our obligations, A shared responsibility with DNR should be explored, There
i also concern {hat in the alsenee of a well wver nventory, the oxtont of illegal wells within
currenily regulated areas {City) is unlnown, Lt would seem prudent to “be current” on exisling
prohibitions and enforcemont within the proposed CGA prior to implementing i new restriction.

BOH Snozestion: linlorecment Issues

Consider » wser inventery, and develop options for shared onforcoment,

The Agencies and IP's Response 1o the Haforcement Concern/Suguestion:

BOI will have no enforeament responsibility for the CGA, BOH’s respensibilities related to the CGA
are pravided in the regponse to BOM comment no, 5,

The Agencies prefor to onconrage compliance of the CGA well vsc restrictions through elfective public
communication and Incentives provided by IP, rather than to rely on enforcement. The response fo BOH
Comment No, 3 provides proccdures and processes thai will eneourage compliance with the proposed
CGAL In Monlana, compliance with waler law is enforeed through Distrle! Court procesdings. 1M needed,
gnfureemcnt will bo initiated by the Agencies.

'The Ageneles and IP have a good understanding on the number and loention of potential private wolly
gxisting in the proposed CGA, us disessed in responses to BOH Conxment Nos. 2 and 6, Public
comnmuynication related to the CGA will be sn ongoing ahd continual process that will be led by the
Agencies and supported by IP, Tlhe BOH can support the CG A, too, by oflering their spensirship and
providing a mesaage to the public thatl they view the CGA as imporlant 10 protect their heallh and
onvirenmeant,

Again, If you have any questions about our regponses to comeients or the CGA process, pleaso do not
hesitate to contact me af schinidladrew@epa. gov or (303) 312-6283,

Sincerely,

Andrew Schidt, .G,
Remedial Project Manager
Superfund Remedial Program




cc: Henry Elsen, EPA
Stan Chriglensen, TIPA
Lisa DeWitt, MDEQ
Ton Morgan, MDEQ
Kauthy Olsen, DNRC
Richard Angell, coungel for I
Steve Ginskl, 1P
My Siaoller, ARCOM
Dravid Cosgriff, Arrowhend
Rebecea Rewey, CH2M




