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Description

EPA isrequired by statute [CERCLA 8§121(c)] to
review remedies at Superfund sites where waste is
left onsite at concentrations that do not allow
unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. The
purpose of the five-year review isto evaluate the
implementation and performance of aremedy to
determine whether the remedy is, or when com-
pletewill be, protective of human health and the
environment. Reviews may be conducted more
frequently to ensure protectiveness of the remedy.
The Agency’s technical assessment of a remedy
after five years of operation examines the answers
to three questions:

= |sthe remedy functioning asintended by the
decision documents?

= Arethe exposure assumptions, toxicity data,
cleanup levels, and Remedial Action Objectives
used at the time of the remedy selection still
valid?

= Hasany other information cometo light that
could call into question the protectiveness of the
remedy?

These questions provide a framework for organiz-
ing and evaluating data and ensuring that all rel-
evant issues are considered when determining the
protectiveness of the remedy.

As amatter of policy, EPA aso conducts five-year
reviews for remedial actionsthat require five or
more years to complete. EPA also may conduct
five-year reviews for removal actions conducted
under CERCLA 8104 as well as for corrective
actions conducted at NPL sites where wastes are
left in place and no remedial action is planned.

The five-year review process integrates information
contained in decision documentsand operational
data for aremedy with the experiences of those
responsible for and affected by actions at the site.
The site manager uses the information to assess the
remedy’s performance, and, ultimately, to determine
the protectiveness of that remedy. Recommenda-
tionsand follow-up actionsto issuesidentified are
documented in the five-year review report. The

process consists of: 1) identifying the review team
members; 2) notifying potentially interested parties
of the start of the review; 3) proposing the compo-
nents of and schedule for the review; 4) reviewing
and evaluating data; 5) conducting the site visit and
interviews, and publishing thefive-year review
report and announcing the findings.

Community involvement isan important part of the
five-year review process. During theinitial planning
stages of the five-year review, EPA’'s Comprehen-
sive Five-Year Review Guidance advises the
project manager to work with the CIC. The CIC
participates on the review team to advise it and to
develop and implement activitiesto notify and
involvethe community. ClCsalso can provide
valuableinsight on acommunity’sissuesand
concerns.

Required Activity?

According to the Comprehensive Five-Year
Review Guidance, at a minimum, community
involvement activitiesduring thefive-year review
should include notifying the community that the
five-year review will be conducted, notifying the
community that the five-year review has been
completed, and providing the results of the review
to thelocal site repository. The lead agency plan-
ning the five-year review isrequired to notify
appropriate community representatives as well as
all other potentially interested parties.

Making it Work
When to Use

Five-year review planning may begin asmuch asa
year in advance of the start of the review. The site
manager forms areview team that decides what it
will do at the site and when. The CIC participates
on the review team as an advisor, to convey a
community’sissues and concerns, and to develop
and implement activitiesto notify and involvethe
community. Community members, CAG or TAG
representatives may provideinformation to the
review team. In addition to notifying the community
of the five-year review and its results, the review
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Five-Year Review

team may elect to conduct additional community = Contact with phone number for further information

involvement activitiesat high profile sites, those = Scheduled completion date of the five-year review

with significant publicinterest, and any other sites

for which the Region determines a need for addi- For high-profilesitesor at those with significant

tional community involvement activities. publicinterest, thereview team should carefully
consider if additional or enhanced community

How to Use involvement activities are appropriate. Preparing a

communications strategy isrecommended for high
profile sites. These strategies do not have to be
added to the official record and can be as informal

Initially, the CIC may review the existing Commu-  OF & detailed as needs demand.
nity Involvement Plan (CIP), including the commu-
nity profile, for information about local officials,

residents living near the site, the past level of The review team may interview community mem-
interest inthe site from individualsand groupsin bers about their views on current site conditions,
the commupity, and whether a CAG or TAG has problems, and concerns. Many changes may have
been established. taken place in the community since the CIP was
written. Theinterviews should include community
members living near the site and other stakeholders
that have been activein site activitiesin the past
and who could provide useful information about site
conditions. If a CAG or TAG has been established,
itsmembersalso should beinterviewed. Community
members may tell EPA important information about
unusual activities, such asdumping, vandalism, or
trespassing at the site; materials leaving the site;
unusual odors; new land uses around the site;
positive and negative ways the cleanup may be

Planning for the Five-Year Review and Notify-
ing Community:

Collecting Information for the Five-Year Review

During planning, the CIC and review team should
determine the best means of notifying the commu-
nity that the review processwill begin. Holding an
open house or public meeting where community
members may stop by to ask questions or pick up
fact sheets, brochures, etc., may be effective in
some communities. Other notification methods,
such as broadcasting a public service announce-
ment on radio or television or mailing and posting
printed announcements, also have been used.

will occur should includethefollowing: affecting the site.

= Sitename, location, and site Web address Completion of Five-Year Review

: E?:; ?;%ggg%ﬁ%g%;hsczglgm edy Upon completing the five-year review, the review
= Summary of contamination addr | by the team isrequired to write areport that provides

background information on the site and cleanup
actions, asummary of the five-year review activi-
ties, and an explanation of the results. For each
remedy under review, the explanation of results

remedy
= How the community can contribute during the
review process

Fact Sheets Enhance Five-Year Review Notification Process

When afive-year review is approaching, EPA Region 7 likes to provide more than a basic newspaper
notification to the community. With input from the RPM, the CIC prepares a brief fact sheet that
summarizes what has been done at the site and what is planned for the review. The fact sheet fulfills
notification requirements and isless expensive than publishing notificationsin most newspapers. The
fact sheet ismailed to addresses on the original site mailing list. In addition, the Congressional Liaison
e-malils the fact sheet to local officials and the state congressional members who represent that area.
Fact sheets announcing the availability of the five-year review report now are distributed when
complete and include the URL for Region 7’'s website where the five-year review documents can be
viewed and downloaded for moreinformation.




includes a protectiveness statement, indicating
whether the remedy is protecting human health and
the environment. While public comment on the
report is not required, the review team may choose
to ask for it.

Before the report is complete, the CIC should
determinewhich communi cation mechanism(s) is
most appropriate for notifying the community that the
review is complete and thereport isavailable. The
notice should, at aminimum, includethefollowing:

Site name, location, and site Web address

Lead agency conducting the review

Brief description of the remedy

Summary of contamination addressed by the remedy

Brief description of theresults of thefive-year review

Protectiveness statement(s)

Brief summary of the data and information that

provided the basisfor determining protectiveness

and a brief summary of the issues, recommenda-

tions, and follow-up actions directly related to the

protectiveness determination

= Location(s) where a copy of the five-year
review can be obtained or viewed (including site
information repositories)

= Contact with phone number for further information

= Date of next five-year review, or if no more are

needed, the rationalefor thisdetermination

Tips

= CICs should be aware of the five-year reviews
scheduled for their region during afiscal year,
and contact the site manager to learn more about
the five-year review schedule.

= Asamember of the site team, CICs usually take
thelead in reviewing the CIP, conducting com-
munity interviews, devel oping acommunications
strategy at high profile sites, and notifying the
community that afive-year review will begin.

= CICswork with the review team to notify the
community about the results of the five-year
review when the review is completed.

Five-Year Review M*

= Moreinformationisavailable onfive-year reviews
in EPA’'s Comprehensive Five-Year Review
Guidance (OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P) at
www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/Syear/index.htm

Other Sources of Information

= Comprehensive Five-Year Review Guidance
(EPA 540-R-01-007) (See Appendix A for
information on Community Involvement.)
www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/Syear/
guidance.pdf
www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/Syear/
appendices_a-e.pdf

= Superfund Today: Focus on Five-Year Reviews
Involving the Community (EPA 540-F-01-011)
www.epa.gov/superfund/community/today/pdfs/
sf_Syear.pdf

= Five-Year Reviews Fregquently Asked Questions
and Answers (OSWER 9355.7-21)
www.epa.gov/superfund/cleanup/
postconstruction/5yr.paf

Attachments

= Attachment 1: Example newspaper display add
for the start of afive-year review
¢ Pester Refinery Superfund Site

= Attachment 2: Example newspaper display add
for the availability of the five-year review report
¢ Pester Refinery Superfund Site

= Attachment 3: Example fact sheetsto notify
community of the start of afive-year review
+ Lehigh Portland Cement Company Superfund Site
¢ Lawrence Todtz Farm Site

= Attachment 4: Example fact sheetsto notify
community of theavailability of thefive-year
review report
+ Lehigh Portland Cement Company Superfund Site
¢ Lawrence Todtz Farm Site

Related Tools

= Communications Strategies

= Community Interviews

= Community Involvement Plans
= Community Profile

= Cross-Cultural Communications

Exhibits

Fact Sheets

Information Repositories
Public Meetings

Public Notices



http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/5year/guidance.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/5year/appendices_a-e.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/superfud/community/today/pdfs/sf_5year.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/superfud/cleanup/postcostruction/5yr.pdf
www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/5year/index.htm
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Attachment 1: Newspaper Display Add for the Start of a
Five-Year Review

(o)
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.5, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 7
and

Kansas Dept. of Health and Envircnment (KDHE)
to conduct the
Third Five-Year Review for the
Pester Refinery Superfund Site
El Dorado, Butler County, Kansas

EFA and KDHE will conductthe third Five-Year Review at the Pester Refinery
Superfund Site. The review is required bythe Superfund lawto make surethe
cleanup continues to protect human health and the envirenment.

The Administrative Recard is available atthe following locations during normal
business hours.

Bradford Memorial Library EFARegion 7 Records Center

G115 Washington. st. 907N, Fifth 5t
ElCarado, Kansas Kansas City, Kansas

Guestions or requests for information can be submitted to:

L9.9.9.9.5.3.4
Community Involvermnent Coordinator
EFA Region 7
2071 M. Fifth. 5t
Kansas City, KS 66101
Toll free:; 1-800-223-0425

Emall wenne




Five-Year Review

Attachment 2: Example Newspaper Display Add for the
Availability of the Five-Year Review Report

(o)
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. 5. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 7
and
Kansas Dept. of Health and Environment (KDHE)

Announce the Availability of the
Third Five-Year Review Report
for the
Pester Refinery Superfund Site
El Dorado, Butler County, Kansas

EPAand KDHE have completed thethird Five-Year Review at the Pester Refineny
Superfund Site. Thereviewis required by the Superfund law to make surethe
cleanup continues to protect human health and the envirorment.

TheFive-Year Review Reportis available at the following locations during normal
business hours.

EBradford Memorial Library  EPA Region 7 Records Center

8115 Washinghon St. 801.M. Eifth. St
El Dorado, Kansas Kansas City, Kansas

The Final Report is also available on the EPA Region 7 Website at;

hittp ffesenw. epa.goviregionOficleanup/sup erfund/Syear2 005/
FxEyr_review_pester_refinery. pdf

Qluestions or requests for information can be submitted to:

2000
Community Involvement Coordinator
EPA Region 7
B01. M. Fifth 3t
Kansas City, K3 65101
Toll free: 1-800-223-0425
Bl FREERRE
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Attachment 3: Example Fact Sheets to Notify Community of the
Start of a Five-Year Review

'En ET#}:P' .
2 en ., Region 7 Fact Sheet
-] % lowa
%& <= Kansas
Missauri
Vo mﬂﬁc«“\é. Nebraska November 2006
Second Five Year Review to Begin
Lehigh Portland Cement Company Superfund Site
Mason City, lowa
Introduction dust as the waste produced from heating

TheU.Z. Environmental Protection
Agency conducts regular five-year
reviews on Superfund sites where
cleanups have been completed. These
reviews arerequired by the Superfund
law [42 U.5.C. Secltion 9621 (c)]. EPA
Region 7 and the lowa Department of
Matural Resources have initiated their
second five-year review ofthe Lehigh
Portland Cement Co. site in Mason City,
lowa.

Site Background

Thesiteis at 700 257 5t onthenorth
side of Mason City in Cerro Gordo
County. Itis bordered by 257 Street on
the south, state Highway 85 on the east
and northeast, and the Chicago Rock
Island and Pacific railroads and Calmus
Creek onthewest. Calmus Creek flows
to theWinnebago River, whichis north
and east ofthe site. Rural and agricultural
areas lieto the east and west of the site.
Thelime CGreek Mature Center is to the
northeast.

ThelLehigh Portland Cement Co. has
made cement since 1911, Cement
making generates large quantities of kiln

raw materials. Thecement kiln dustis
alkaline. Disposal was in several on-site
piles and in the Area C Pond.

Lehigh had installed an overflow contraol
onthe Blue Waters Pond. That allowed
water from the pond to be discharged
directly to Calmus Creek and eliminate
possible equipment back-flooding.
Problems were identified in 1981 when
routinetesting ofthe pondindicated
alkalinewaters.

A 1884 lowa Department of Matural
Resources investigation determinedtfat,
analkaline dischargefrom the pond had
contaminated Calmus Creek. Lehigh
retained a consultantin 1985to conducta
hydrogeological study ofthesite. An

EPA reportin 1987 concluded that on-site
contamination existed and that
contaminantswere migrating to ground
water and Calmus Creek.

A remedial investigationfeasibility study
was doneby Lehighin 1981, The

adjacent Lime Creek Mature Center was
investigated by Lehighin thefall of 1950,

A Record of Decision signed in 1281
selected remedies for both the Lehigh
Portland Cement Co. area and theLime
Creek Nature Center area.



Theselected remedy forthe Lehigh
Portland Cement Co. area included
diggingup and moving cement kiln dust
from the Blue Waters and Arch ponds to
theArea C Pond. Theremedy included
constructinga clay cap overthe Area G
pond and thereclamationarea. Pond
waters were neutralized and surface and
shallow groundwaters were collected and
treated before on-site discharge. Deed
restrictions were placed on the property.

Theremedy fortheLime Creek Mature
Center area included building a dam
across Quarry Pond and drainingthe
western portion. Cementkiln dust dug up
from Quarry Pond was combined with the
cement kiln dustfrom all other areas and
moved to an exhausted quarry east ofthe
pond. Aclay capwas built overthe
exhausted quarry. Quarry Pond was
allowed to refill, and ground water and
surfacewater are being monitored. The
record of decisioninduded cleanup goals
for arsenic, lead, chromium, and
alkalinity.

An administrative order was issued to
Lehighin 18592 to conductthe remedial
design and remedial action. The
remedial action began in 1924,

Five Year Review

EFA and the lowa Department of Matural
Resources will study site information
during this second five-year review and
inspectthesiteto determineifthe
remedial action continues to protect
human health and the environment. EP4
and the state encourage members ofthe
community to ask questions and report
any concernsaboutthesite. Afinal
report will be prepared atthe end ofthe

Five-Year Review

review and will be available at the site
information repositories.

Additional Information

Thesite administrative recordis available
atthe following locations:

EFA Superfund Records Center
201N, Fifth 3.
Kansas City, Kan.

Mason City Public Library

226 Jecond 3t.3E
Mason City, lowa

Qwestions or requests forinformation can
be submitted to:

FritzHirter

Community Invalvement Coordinator
EFA Region¥

901 M..Fifth 3t.

Kansas City, KS 65101

(913) BB1-7003

Toll free: (800} 223-0425

&-mail; hirter frit={@epa.qov
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Attachment 4: Example Fact Sheets to Notify Community of the
Start of a Five-Year Review

&‘i’;‘% Region 7

lowa

Kansas
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Fact Sheet

December 2009

Fourth Five-Year Review to Begin

Lawrence |odtz Farm Site
Camanche, Clinton County, lowa

Introduction

The .S Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) conducts regular five-year
checkups, called five-year reviews, on
Superfund sites where cleanups have
been completed. Theseregularfive-year
reviews are required by the Superfund law
[42 U.5.C. S=ction 3621 {c]] to make surethe
site remains safe and the cleanup actions
continueto protect human health andthe
environment.

Thefirstfive-year review for this site
was completed in September 1985, the
second in September 2000, and the
third in September 2005,

Site Background

The Lawrence TodtzFarm Site is located
onemilewest of Camanche, lowa. This
siteis a former gravel pit of approximately
12 acres and was a municipal landfill
between 19628 and 1575, During thattime,
avariety of municipal, commercial, and
industrial wastes werereportedly disposed
ofat thesite. DuPontconstructed a2.7
acreimpoundmentin the northwest corner
ofthesiteto dispose of waste from their
cellophane manufacturing plant.

EPA directed DuPontto conducta
Remedial Investigation'Feasibility Study for
thesite. Based onthe results ofthe
investigation, EPAsigned a Record of
Decision (ROD}in 1983 and selected the
remedy to clean up the site.

Theselected remedy consisted of
installation of a two-foot-thick soil cover
overtheimpoundment, development of
vegetation on the cover, installation of

additional downagradignt monitaringwells,

and along-term monitoing program.

Additional protective remedial measures
can be implemented if ground water
monitoring detects contaminants
exceeding specificactionlevels.

Status of Site Cleanup

DuPont, under a Consent Decree with

EPA, conducted the Remedial
Design/Remedial Actionwhich
implemented the selected remedy. The
soil cover, fence, and installation of
additional monitoringwells were completed
in 1991, Semiannual groundweater
sampling oftheshallow aquifer was
conducted until 19597 and is now



conducted onan annual basis. Sampling
ofthe bedrock aquiferwas conducted ona
semiannual basis for the first two years
and is now conduded every five years. All
monitoring has been conducted since 1591
by DuPontwith EPA oversight.

The Five-Year Review

Thefive-year review process includes:
+« thereviewand analysis of existing
monitoring data,
the review of site information, and
theinspection ofthe site to visually
confirm and document the condition
ofthe remedy.

EPA conducted an inspection ofthe site
during theweek of October 13, 2009 as
part ofthefive-yearreview. Currentsite
informationwill be reviewed by EPA and
the lowa Department of Matural
Resources to make sure the remedy
continues to be protective.

We encouragethe community to tell us
about site conditions or any concerns
youmay have,

Afinal reportwill be prepared atthe end
ofthe review and will be available at the
siteinformation repositories and posted
onthe EPA Website. Thegoalisto
completethereview and reportinJune
2009,

Additional Information

Detailed site information, incdudingthe
three previous five-year review reports,
is available at the following locations:

Five-Year Review

EPA Records Center

201 M. Fifth 3t.
Kansas City, Kansas

Camanghe Public Library

Hesd Librarizn

102 131 Ave,
Camanche, lowa

Questions or requests for information
can be submitted to:

Fritz Hirter
Community Invaolvement Coordinator
U.5. EPA Region 7
801 M. Fifth St
Kansas City, KS 8656101
Toll free: (800) 223-0425
E-mail: hifer fritz@.epa.gov
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Attachment 5: Example Fact Sheets to Notify Community of the
Availability of the Five-Year Review Report
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Fact Sheet

P Region 7

AGENCY

NOHIANS

lowa
Kansas
d\& Missouri

T, . ! Mebraska

MNine Tribal Mations

Movember 2007

Second Five-Year Review Completed
Lehigh Portland Cement Company Superfund Site
Mason City, Cerro Gordo County, lowa

Introduction

The .5, Environmental Protection
Agency conduds regular five-year
reviews on Superfund sites where
cleanups have been completed. These
reviews are required by the Superfund
law [42 U.S.C. Section 3621 (c)]. EPA
Region 7and the lowa Department of
Matural Resources have completed the
second five-year review ofthe Lehigh
Fortland Cement Co. Superfund Sitein
Mason City, Cerro Gordo County, lowa.

Site Background

Thesiteat 700 257 5L is bordered by
257 Street onthe south, state Highway
&b on the east and northeast, and the
Chicago Rock Island and Pacific
railroads and Calmus Creek on the
west, Calmus Creek flows to the
Winnebago River, whichis northand
east of the site. Rural and agricultural
areas lieto the east and west of the site.
TheLime Creek Mature Center is to the
northeast.

Thelehigh Portland Cement Co. has
madecement since 1911. Cement
making generates large quantities of kiln

dustas the waste produced from
heating raw materials. Thealkaline
cement kiln dustwas disposedin
several piles on-site.

A 19584 lowa Department of Matural
Resources investigation determinedthat,
analkaline discharge from the pondhad
contaminated Calmus Creek. Lehigh
retained a consultantin 1285to conduct
a hydrogeological study ofthe site. An
EPA reportin 1887 concluded that on-
site contamination existed and that
contaminants were migrating to ground
water and Calmus Creek.

Aremedial investigationfeasibility study
was done by Lehigh in 1989, The
adjacent Lime Creek Mature Center was
investigated by Lehighin thefall of
1500,

A Record of Decision signed in 1981
selected remedies for both the Lehigh
Portland Cement Co. area and the Lime
Creek Mature Center area.

Theselected remedies for both areas
included:
s neutralizing and draining ponds,
= diggingup and moving cement
kiln dust,



s constrocting clay caps overthe
reclaimed areas,

* and ground water monitoring.

Theremedial action began in 1984,

The Five-Year Review

EPA and the lowa Department of
Matural Resources inspected thesiteon
April 5, 2007, During this second five-
vear review the ground water monitoring
reports werereviewed. The previous
five-year review and land use
restrictions were also examined.

Itis recommended that Lehigh should
continueto maintain the property and
conduct groundwater monitoring. The
monitoringinformation has been
consistent overthelastfive years and it
is recommended the frequency of
sampling be reduced from the current

quarterly monitoring to semiannual
monitoring.

Theresults ofthis five-year review show
theremedy forthe site continues to
remain protective of human health and
the environment.

Five-Year Review

Additional Information

Thefive-year review reportand the site
Administrative Recordare available at
thefollowinglocations during nomal
business hours:

EPA Records Center

801 M. Fifth 3t
Kansas City, Kan.

Mason City Public Library
225 Second 3t.SE
Mason City, lowa

Questions or requests for information
can be submitted to:

KA XEAXE
Community Invalvement Coordinator
EPA Region 7
901N, Fifth St.
Kansas City, KS 85101
Toll free: (800) 223-0425
E-MALL oo
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Attachment 6: Example Fact Sheets to Notify Community of the
Availability of the Five-Year Review Report
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Fact Sheet

July 2010

Announcing the Availability of the Fourth Five-Year Review Report

Lawrence | odiz Farm Supertund Site
Camanche, Clinton County, lowa

Introduction

The .5, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) conducts regular five-year
checkups, called five-year reviews, on
Superfund sites where cleanups have
been completed. Theseregular five-year
reviews are required by the Superfund law
[42 U.5.C. Section 8821 (c)]to make sure
thesite remains safe and the cleanup
actions continueto protect public health
and the environment. EPA has completed
the fourth five-year review for this site.

EPA's first five-year review ofthe
Lawrence TodizFarm sitewas
completed in September 1995, The
second five-year review was completed
in September 2000. Thethird five-year
review was completed in September
2005, All threereviews concluded the
remedy continued to be protective.

Site Background

TheLawrence Todtz Farm Site is located
onemilewest of Camanche, lowa. This
siteis a former gravel pit of approximately
12 acres and was a municipal landfill
between 1962 and 1875, During thattime,
awvariety of municipal, commercial, and
industrial wastes were reportedly disposed

of at thesite. DuPontconstructeda 2.y
acreimpoundmentin the northwest corner
ofthesiteto dispose ofwaste from their
cellophane manufacturing plant.

EPA directed DuPontto conducta
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study for
thesite. Based ontheresults ofthe
investigation, EPAsigned a Record of
Decision (ROD}in 19338 and selected the
remedy to clean up the site.

Theselected remedy consisted of
installation of a two-foot-thick soil cover
overtheimpoundment, development of
vegetation on the cover, installationofa
privatewell in the deeper bedrock aquifer,
installation of additional downgradient
monitoringwells, and a long-term
monitoring program.

Additional protective remedial measures
can be implemented if ground water

manitaring detects contaminants

exceeding specificactionlevels.
Status of Site Cleanup

DuPont, under a Consent Decree with
EPA, conducted the Remedial
Design/Remedial Actionwhich
implemented the selected remedy. The



soil cover, fence, installation of a private
wellin the deeper bedrock aquifer, and
installation of additional monitoring wells
werecompleted in 1981, Semiannual
groundwater sampling oftheshallow
aquiferwas conducted until 1987 and is
now conducted on an annual basis.
Sampling ofthe bedrock aquiferwas
conducted onasemiannual basis farthe
firsttwo years and was required to be
conducted every five years thereafter. At
EPA's request, DuPont has been
conductingannual monitoring ofthe
bedrock aquifer. All monitoring has been
conducted since 1921 by DuPontwith EPA
oversight.

The Fourth Five-Year Review

Thefive-year review process includes:

s+ thereviewandanalysis of existing
monitoring and operational data,
thereview of site information, and
Iheinspection ofthe site to visually
confirm and document the condition
ofthe remedy.

EPA conducted an inspection ofthe site
on October 13, 2005, Current site
informationwas reviewed by EP4 and
the lowa Department of Matural
Resources.

The conclusion of this five year review is
that the site remedy is currently
profective of human health and the
gnvironment.

However, these additionalactions need

to be taken to ensurelong-term

protectiveness ofthe site:

« annual surfacewater and sediment
sampling of adjacent water bodies,

+ annual monitoring ofthe bedrock
aquifer wells,

Five-Year Review

« ensuring that go
residents connedto the city of
Camanchewater supply, and

« ensuring thatvines and saplings be
removed from the eastern side ofthe
fenceas necessary.

Thefinal report, dated June 22, 2010,
was prepared and is available atthe site
information repositories and onthe EPA
Region Twebsite at

http:/fwww.epa.goviregion07/clean
up/superfund/oyear2010/5yr_revie
w_lawrence todtz farm. pdf

Additional Information

Detailed siteinformation, induding all
earlier five-year review reports, and the
administrative record for the fourth five-
yearreview, is available at the following
locations:

EPA Records Center
01 M. Fifth St
Kansas City, Kan.

Camanche Public Library
Hesd Librarian

102.13th Ave,

Camanche, lowa

Cluestions or requests for information
can be submitted to:

BONHKEEK

Community Invohement Coordinator
5 EPAR=gion T

801 M. Fifth 51.

Faansas City, K5 66101

Tollfres: (80072230425

E-mail: :ooocu@.epa.gov




