Hopportunity Knocks, Again:
More Brownfields, Beer and

the Law
Vapor Intrusion Update
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Como Neighborhood Investigation

Soil Vapor: Como Neighborhood — Minneapolis

Building Mitigation Status
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. Minnesota Pollution
~  Control Agency

General Mills/Henkel Corp
£ Superfund Site historic
disposal area

Approximate groundwater
TCE plume

- No mitigation required.

Mitigation system required
- not yet installed,

Vapor mitigation system
has been installed

Mitigation will be offered
but is not required based
on sampling results.

- Sampling access denied

Soll gas monitoring area
Long-term soil gas monitering
will be conducted in the public
nght-of-way.

All properties within the mitigation area
will be offered a vapor mitigation system

*Sampling status current as
of May 31. 2016.




Saint Louis Park Investigation

Deep

groundwater
contamination
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Shallow
groundwater -
contamination

EPA study:
following the
data =

Study of groundwater in 2007
indicated potential vapor issues.
The EPA helped the MPCA to
further study the extent of the
problem. As EPA's sampling
progressed, data were obtained
from soil vapor samples
collected from beneath buildings.
The sampling area was
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MPCA Investigation Status

Sites identified as potential vapor risks (as of Jan. 2017)

p—

Investigations completed: Vapor risks found and  Potential vapor risks:
no vapor risk found or issue resolved  action being taken Investigations not completed
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MPCA VI Guiding Principles (abridged)

* Vapor Intrusion can lead to health concerns
 Occupiable building and soil vapor contamination

« Two seasonal sampling events — during heating
and non-heating seasons are required

 To be protective and account for uncertainties,
mitigation decisions are based on the possibility of
health risks.

* Public communication is necessary.

 Documenting vapor investigation and mitigation
decisions on consistently-formatted maps.
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MPCA Guiding Principles Cont.

« Confirmation testing verifies mitigation systems.
 Expedited action is needed in certain cases.

« Assure continued operation of mitigation
systems.

* Future property owners need to be notified.

 When there Is a source creating vapor
contamination, the source should be addressed

with remediation, if feasible.
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New BMPs: Partial Building
Investigation

 Building > 30,000 ft?

 All known vapor sources and RECs must
be investigated

* No preferential vapor migration pathways




New BMPs: Partial Building
Mitigation

 Building > 30,000 ft?
* No preferential vapor migration pathways

* VI ACO has been adequately defined with
two sub-slab sampling events, one
heating, one non-heating.




Issues to watch

* Two sample requirement
 Environmental covenants
* Perimeter issues

e |etters
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Questions?




Presented By: Winthrop & Weinstine, P.A.
Betsy Schmiesing

For Questions: (612) 604-6528
eschmiesing@winthrop.com
www.winthrop.com/schmiesing
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