






































. Energy and natural resources

. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used o meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc. ’

To the extent these rule revisions could result in an incremental increase in the area of soil needing remediation,

there could be 2 small increase in the amount of equipment fuel usage. -

. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe.

Not applicable

. ‘What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: ‘

To the extent energy usage is an issue at a site, this could be considered during the remedy selection process.
Mitigation measures could include use of fuel efficient equipment and remediation methods that minimize
enefgy impacts. With these mitigations, no significant adverse impacts to energy are anticipated as a result of
these rule amendments.

. Environmental health

. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk

of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?

if so, describe. :
The protection of human health and the environment is one of the primary goals of MTCA. To the extent these
rule amendments result in reducing impacts to human health and the environme_ni: , these rule revisions should

reduce environmental health impacts caused by exposure to these chemical mixtures.

Construction and operation of cleanup measures often involve extensive physical disturbance of hazardous
substances in soils. This increases the potential for site remediation workers and nearby persons to be

temporarily exposed to these chemical mixtures during cleanup.

To the extent these rule amendments result in an increase in the transport of contaminated soil to off-site
treatment and disposal facilities there could be an increase in the potential for transpcrtatidn-reiated injuries.
However, the estimated number of {rucks involved with the fransport of hazardous wastes represent a small
percentage of the overall truck traffic in the state (approximately 1 in 300 to 1 in 400).- Consequently,
implementation of the proposed amendments is not expected to result in a significant increase iﬁ transportation-
related injuries.

1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

Not applicable
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2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmenta) health hazards, if any:

Environmental health bazards can be considered on a site-specific basis during the remedy selection process.
Worker exposure and adverse health effects resulting from cleanup activities can, to a large degree, be mitigated
by occupational health and safety practices and the implementation of site-specific health and safety plans.
Potential adverse impacts among off-site populations can be mitigated through the use of practices that
mininize the potential for dust generation and, in extreme cases, by témporarily refocating residents and
workers. With these mitigations, no significant adverse impacts to environmental health are anticipated as a

result of these rule amendments.

b. Noise
1. What types of noise exist in the area which miay affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Not applicable

2. What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the projecton a
short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate
what hours noise would come from the site. :

Construction-refated noise in cleanup areas will be generated through traffic, excavation activities and
heavy equipment engine noise. Some heavy equipment is equipped with safety alarms (beepers) that
-are activated when the equipment is operating in reverse. Such safety alarms are for safety purposes.
To the extent these rule revisions could result in semewhat iarger areas of soil remediation, there could

be a small incremental increase in these noises.

3. Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:
Construction noise can be reduced by pfoviding mufflers on engines, using quieter equipment or
construction practices, turning off equipment when not in use and scheduling work during times when
this noise is less intrusive. To reduce construction generated vibration at nearby residenfs and
businesses, truck routes and speed limits can be established. With these mitigations, no significant

adverse noise impacts are anticipated as a result of these rule amendments.

8. Land and shoreline use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? ‘
Most sites contaminated by chemical mixtures that are the subjéct of these rule amendments are in
industrial or commercial areas, some of which are located in shoreline areas. Since the proposal is

statewide, it is possible that other uses may also be present.

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If so, describe.
In general, agricultural uses are not impacted by these chemical mixtures. One exception would be pesticide

mixing areas, which could have dioxin/furans present as a contaminant in the pesticides historically used.

¢, Describe any structures on the site.
The proposed rule applies statewide, and some cleanup sites may have commercial, industrial, residential and

other structures present on them.
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d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
Whether structures are demolished depends on site-specific considerations addressed in the cleanup action plan.
Within the site that is the source of the contamination, it may be necessary to demolish a structure {o access
underlying soil contamination. - Often these same structures are being demolished for site redevelopment
purposes. Cleanup of off-property areas typically does not require demolish of structures, since such cleanup is

usually limited to the yard around the structure,

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?
The rule amendments have statewide applicability, and therefore will affect sites in all zoning classifications.

The rule amendments will not change how land use is considered in setting cleanup levels.

f. What is-the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Not applicable

I appiicabie, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

i}

. Not applicable
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. Has any part of the site been classified as an "environmentaily sensitive” area? If so, specify.

Not applicable

Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

o

Not applicable

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

Lo

Only rarely will a cleanup action require temporary dislocation. The rule revision is having an effect only at the
margins (fow levels of contamination at the edge of sites). Cleanup of such low levels of contamination is

unlikely to result in dislocation.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

If cleanup of yards around businesses and housing units is necessary, impacts to these areas would be temporary
(during site cleanup). If necessary, occupants of these areas. can be temporarily relocated while cleanup is
underway. Once cleanup is complete, cleanup plans typically require restoration of the yard after completion of
“the cleanup. As a result, no significant adverse displacement impacts are anticipated as a result of these rule
amendments. 7 '
I.  Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any:
Site cleanup often results in blighted, underutilized property being positioned for redevelopment. Any such
redevelopment would occur independent of the cleanup process and have to comply with land uses and plans,
9. Housing '
a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle,
or low-income housing. ‘
Sites cleanups, by themselves do not create housing units; however site redevelopment after cleanup may create

new housing units.
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b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be ehmmated'? Indicate whether high,
middie, or low-income housing.

Most sites contaminated by chemical mixtures that are the subject of these rule amendments are in industrial or
commercial areas where housing units are umlikely to be encountered. Where nearby housing units are
1mpacted by contamination, cleanup actions typically address cleanup of yards around these units, and do not
eliminate these units.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if amy;
If cleanup of yards around housing units is necessary, impacts to these units would be temporary (during site
cleanup). If necessary, occupants of the housing can be temporarily relocated while cleanup is underway. Once
cleanup is complete, cleénup plans typically require restoration of the yard after completion of the cieanup.‘ As a
result, no significant adverse impacts to housing are antmnpated as a result of these rule amendments

10. Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not mcludmg antennas; what is
the pnncipal exterior building material(s) proposed?

Not apphcable

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?
These proposed rule revisions are not anticipated to alter or obstruct views. Cleanup actions must meet legally
applicable requirements (e.g., local ordinances) and address the concerns of the public. Cleanup actions should
not reduce views. If anything, they might increase views if vegetation or structures are removed to gain access

to contaminated soil.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic irapacts, if any:
Sites are typically restored or redeveloped after cleanup, resulting in the same or improved aesthetlcs As a
result, no significant adverse impacts to aesthetics are anticipated as a result of these rule amendments.

11. Light and glare

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What nme of day would # mamiy
occur?

When cleanup construction activities oceur at night due to construction delays and timing constraints, portable

construction lighting may be necessary.
b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?

Not applicable

¢. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

Not applicable

d. Proposed measures o reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:
Temporary light and glare impacts caused by portable construction lighting would be d.irected away from
homes and roads as much as possible and focused on work areas. The lights would be shielded and turned off
when not necessary. As a result, no sigpiﬁcant adverse impacts from light or glare are anticipated as a result of

these rule amendments.
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12. Recreation

8. What dgsignatéd and informal recreational oppottunities are in the immediate vicinity?

Not applicable

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

C.

To the extent these rule amendments could result in the distarbance of larger areas of soil than would otherwise
occur, there is the potential for more impacts to recreational resources than would otherwise occur. However,
most sites contaminated by chemical mixtures that are the subject of these rule amendments are in industrial or
commercial areas where recreational uses are unlikely th be encountered. Where such uses are present, the
impacts of site cleanup are limited to when site cleanup is occurring. Sites are typically restored after cleanup is
complete and often provide improved recreational access and opportunities after cleanup. '

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation

opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:
Site cleanup actions may temporarily limit or preclude certain site use or activities during cleanup. These
impacts can be minimized by phasing cleanup or scheduiin'g cleanup actions around ongoing activities. Asa

result, no significant adverse impacts to these resources are anticipated as a result of these rale amendments.

13. Historic and cultural preservation

&.

Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or ocal preser-
vation registers known to be on or next to the site? If so, generally describe.

The proposed rule applies statewide; therefore, some cleanup sites mafy be located in areas of historic and
cultural significance. Historic or archeological artifacts could be encountered or disturbed during site

excavation activities,

. Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific, or

cultural importance known to be on or next to the site.

The proposed rule applies statewide, and some cleanup sites may be located in or close to landmarks and areas

of historic and cultural significance.

. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:

To the extent these rule amendments could resuit in the dlsturbance of larger areas of soif than would otherwise
oceur, there is the potential for more impacts to historical or cultural resources than would otherwise occur,
However, most sites contaminated by chemical mixtures that are the subject of these rule amendments are in
areas already impacted by urban development so that such resources are unlikely to be encountered. Where
historic, archaeological, scientific or cultural resources are known to exist, impacts to these resources can be
minimized by selecting a remedy that minimizes disturbance of these resources or developing a plan addressing
preservation of these resources during site remediation. Asa result, no significant adverse impacts to these

resources are anticipated as a resuit of these rule amendments.



14. Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access 1o the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

" The proposed rule amendments apply statewide, and some cleanup sites may be served by public streets and
highways. Site access from these streets and kighways would be determined on a site-specific basis,

b. Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to the
nearest transit stop?

The proposed rule amendments apply statewide, and some cleanup sites niay be served by, or located close to
public transit routes. ' ' ’
¢. How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would the
project eliminate?
No parking spaces would be added or removed as a result of these rule amendments. Site redevelopment after
remediation could result in more or less parking spaces depending on the development characteristics.

'd. Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing roads or
streets, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or
private),

Depending on the site-specific characteristics, there may be a need for flaggers and other traffic control
measures on adjoining streets and temporary access roads within a site during site remediation. Temporary
access roads are typically removed at the completion of remediation unless needed as part of the site
redevelopment after cleapup.

e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air fransporta-

tion? If so, generally describe. ‘

Some sites addressed in these rule amendments may use water or rail transportation modes to transport
contaminated soils to a disposal or treatment facility.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur. ‘ ‘

To the extent these rule amendments result in the offsite removal of more contaminated soil than would
ethefwise occur, additional vehicles trips could be generated. Site fedevelopment after remediation could result
in more or less vehicle trips depending on pre-development site conditions and post cleapup re-development
conditions. '

g- Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: _ _
Various measures may be implemented to mitigate these impacts. Vehicles entering or leaving the site can be
scheduled to arrive and depart during non-peak traffic hours. Impacts can also be mitigated by scheduling
truck movements during non peak hours, thus avoiding impacts on traffic volume and reducing the chances of
accidents. Emergency response plans prepared prior to remediation insure that spills or other emergencies, if

. they occur, can be handled in an efficient and safe manner to minimize traffic impacts.

With the above mitigations, no significant adverse impacts to trans.pﬁrtatiou systems are anticipated as a result

of these proposed rule amendments.
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15, Public services

a. Would the project result in an increased need for pubjic services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

No increased need for public services is anticipated as a result of this proposal.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or contro] direct impacts on public services, if any.

Not applicable.

16. Utilities

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse serv-
jce, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other.

The proposed rule applies statewide, and some cieanup' sites may be served by, or located close to, some or all ‘
utility services listed above.
b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,

and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. :

The proposed rule applies statewide, and some cleanup sites may require some or all utility services listed above
during the cleanup. Following the cleanup, the site may be available for redevelopment and require utility

services as part of that proposal.

C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. [understand that the lead
agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signatare:
Date Submitted:
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT ' EVALUATION FOR
' ‘ AGENCY USE ONLY

D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS
*{do not use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpfil to read them in conjunction
with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of

- activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or
at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefty and in general
ferms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; émissions to air; pro-
duction, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances: or production of noise?

Proposed measures 1o avoid or reduce such increases are:

Please see answers in Section B

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?
Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

Please see answers in Section B.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?
Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are;

Please see answers in Section B.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or
cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

Please see answers in Section B

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

Please see answers in Section B.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

Please see answers in Section B.
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7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the
protection of the environment.

No conflicts, resulting from implementation of the proposal, have been identified.
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