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Executive Summary

The purpose of this five-year review is to determine if the remedy selected to address the
contamination problem at the Schmalz Dump site in the Town of Harrison, Calumet County,
Wisconsin, is protective of human health and the environment. The remedy included the
removal of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) contaminated sediment and debris in 1988,
construction of a clay cap over the waste fill area in 1993, and groundwater monitoring. The site
achieved construction completion with the signing of the Preliminary Closeout Report on
September 24, 1993.

The assessment of this five-year review found that the remedy was constructed in accordance
with the Record of Decision (ROD) and is functioning as designed.

The remedy is protective in the short term of human health and the environment because
groundwater protection standards have been met and in the interim, exposure pathways that
could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled. The remedy eliminates the principal
threat posed by the Site by preventing direct contact with contaminated materials, the removal
and capping of contaminated soils, and groundwater monitoring. However, in order for the
remedy to be protective in the long term annual groundwater monitoring according to the
provisions in the ROD need to be completed to ensure compliance with groundwater protection
standards. In addition institutional controls (ICs), such as deed restrictions, need to be obtained
if the Site is transferred to a new owner. Long term protectiveness of the remedy requires
compliance with effective ICs. Compliance with effective ICs will be ensured through long term

stewardship by maintaining and monitoring effective ICs as well as maintaining the site remedy
components.



Five-Year Review Summary Form

SITE IDENTIFICATION
Site name (from WasteLAN): Schmalz Dump Superfund Site

EPA ID (from WasteLAN): WID980820096

Region: 5 State: WI City/County: Menasha/Calumet

NPL status: Final NPL

Remediation status (choose all that apply): Complete

Multiple OUs?* Yes -2 I Construction completion date: 9/24/1993

Has site been put into reuse? NO

Lead agency: United State Environmental Protection Agency

Author name: Pamela Molitor

Author title: Remedial Project Manager I Author affiliation: US EPA Region 5

Review period:** 10/1/2007 to 9/30/2008

Date(s) of site inspection: 6/24/2008

Type of review: Post-SARA

Review number: 3 (Three)

Triggering action:
Previous Five-Year Review Report

Triggering action date (from WasteLAN):  09/29/2003

Due date (five years after triggering action date): 09/29/2008

* [“OU” refers to operable unit.]

** [Review period should correspond to the actual start and end dates of the Five-Year Review in WasteLAN.]



Five-Year Review Summary Form, cont’d.

Issues:

1) Annual sampling has not been conducted since 2004. Conduct annual groundwater sampling

in accordance with the provisions of the ROD

2) Monitoring wells have not been surveyed.

3) Implement institutional controls, such as deed restrictions, if the Site is transferred to a new
owner.

Recommendations and Follow-up Actions:

1) Return to annual groundwater monitoring for three years then consider the potential for
changing the sampling frequency consistent with the recommendation from the previous five
year review.

2) Survey the monitoring wells.

3) An IC Plan will be prepared which will plan for long-term stewardship and will include steps
necessary to ensure that effective ICs are implemented, monitored, maintained and enforced.
The IC Plan will include provisions to ensure long-term protectiveness.

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy is protective in the short term of human health and the environment because
groundwater protection standards have been met and in the interim, exposure pathways that
could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled. The remedy eliminates the principal
threat posed by the Site by preventing direct contact with contaminated materials, the removal
and capping of contaminated soils, and groundwater monitoring. However, in order for the
remedy to be protective in the long term annual groundwater monitoring according to the
provisions in the ROD need to be completed to ensure compliance with groundwater protection
standards. In addition institutional controls, such as deed restrictions, need to be obtained if the
Site is transferred to a new owner. Long term protectiveness of the remedy requires compliance
with effective ICs. Compliance with effective ICs will be ensured through long term
stewardship by maintaining and monitoring effective ICs as well as maintaining the site remedy
components.

Other Comments:

Date of last Regional review of human health Exposure Indicator (from WasteLAN): 09/28/2006
Human Exposure Survey Status (from WasteLAN): Current HE under control and protective
Date of last Regional review of Groundwater Migration Indicator (from WasteLAN):
06/12/2007

Groundwater Migration Survey Status (from WasteLAN):  Contaminated Groundwater
Migration under control

Ready for Reuse Determination Status (from WasteLAN): Unused



Schmalz Dump
Town of Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin
Second Five-Year Review Report

1. Introduction

The purpose of the five-year review is to determine whether the remedy at a site is protective of
human health and the environment. The methods, findings, and conclusions of reviews are
documented in Five-Year Review reports. In addition, Five-Year Review reports identify issues
found during the review, if any, and identify recommendations to address them.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 5 is preparing this Five-Year
Review report pursuant to CERCLA §121 and the National Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA
§121 states:

If the President selects a remedial action that results in any hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants remaining at the site, the President shall review such
remedial action no less often than each five years after the initiation of such remedial
action to assure that human health and the environment are being protected by the
remedial action being implemented. In addition, if upon such review it is the judgment of
the President that action is appropriate at such site in accordance with section [104] or
[106], the President shall take or require such action. The President shall report to the
Congress a list of facilities for which such review is required, the results of all such
reviews, and any actions taken as a result of such reviews.

The EPA interpreted this requirement further in the NCP; 40 CFR §300.430(f)(4)(ii) states:

If a remedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants remaining at the site above levels that allow for unlimited use and
unrestricted exposure, the lead agency shall review such action no less often than every
five years after the initiation of the selected remedial action.

The EPA conducted this five-year review of the remedy implemented at the Schmalz Dump in
the Town of Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin. This review was conducted by Pamela
Molitor, Remedial Project Manager (RPM) for the site. This report documents the results of the
review.

This is the third five-year review for the Schmalz Dump. The triggering action for this statutory
review is the completion of the second Five-Year on September 29, 2003. A five-year review is
required due to the fact that hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants remain at the site
above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure.



Il. Site Chronology

Table 1 - Chronology of Site Events

Event Date
Filling begins at the site. This included car bodies, stone, trees, waste wood 1968
chips, pulp and mash from paper manufacture.
Fly ash and bottom ash from Menasha Utility is deposited. 1972 & 1973
Demolition debris from Allis-Chalmers Corporation facility is deposited. 1978 & 1979
On-site sampling identified PCB contamination within the area of the Allis-
.2 1979
Chalmers debris disposal area.
Final listing on EPA National Priorities List. 9/21/1984
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) initiated. 4/1985
Record of Decision (ROD) for the PCB operable unit (OU1) requiring fence
around the PCB OU and removal and off-site disposal of PCB contaminated 8/13/1985
sediments and debris in an approved landfill.
Fence constructed. 1985
Record of Decision (ROD) for the capping operable unit (OU2) requiring the
installation of a low permeability, compacted earth material cap over
approximately seven acres of lead and chromium contaminated soil, 9/30/1987
implementation of groundwater monitoring for lead and chromium, propose a
voluntary well abandonment program.
Removal and disposal of the PCB contaminated debris and sediments. The
solids went to an EPA approved landfill. Follow-up sampling confirmed 1987-1988
remaining sediments were below action level of 1 mg/kg.
WDNR, EPA Region 5, and Army Corps of Engineers developed design
. : 1988-1992
documents. The approved design was a soil cap.
Contractor initiated clearing and grubbing of the site for construction. 1992
Cap placement, final grading and seeding of the site. 1993-1994
Quarterly groundwater sampling. 1993-1994
Final inspection of the site by the Army Corps of Engineers, USEPA and
1994
WDNR.
Contractor’s responsibility for maintaining the cap ends and final inspection. 6/1/1995
WDNR became responsible for maintenance and monitoring of the site cover. 6/1/1995
WDNR inspection and groundwater sampling. 4/21/1998




Event Date
WDNR inspection and groundwater sampling. 7/21/1998
WDNR inspection and groundwater sampling 11/2/1998
EPA first Five Year Review 1998
WDNR inspection. 7/7/1999
WDNR inspection. 7/14/2000
WDNR inspection. 7/18/2000
WDNR inspection. 8/2/2000
WDNR inspection. 8/8/2001
WDNR inspection. 5/31/2002
WDNR inspection / Second 5 Year Review 9/29/2003
WDNR inspection and groundwater sampling. 10/12/2004
WDNR inspection 4/18/2005
WDNR inspection 7/10/2006
WDNR inspection 12/04/2007
EPA inspection / Third 5 Year Review 6/24/2008

L. Background
Physical Characteristics

The Schmalz Dump is located in the SE Y of the NW Y of Section 18, T20N, R18E, in the Town
of Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin. A copy of the Schmalz Dump Site Plan is included as
Attachment 1. The Town of Harrison has approximately 5,756 residents (2000 census). The
dump is situated about 500 feet north of the north shore of Lake Winnebago and about 700 feet
south of the City of Menasha. The City of Menasha has approximately 16,331 residents (2000
census). The ten and one-half acre site includes the capped seven-acre dump, three acres of
adjacent property, and a half-acre wetland. The property adjacent to the dump does not contain
waste material from the dump and is not covered by the impermeable cap. The site is bound to
north and west by what were historically wetlands that have been filled for commercial
development. The fill contains waste materials, mostly fly ash, bottom ash, and construction
debris. A wetland borders the east side of the site. A railroad right-of-way is on the southern
border. South of the railroad tracks is a residential area called Waverly Beach. Waverly Beach
was created by dredging sand from Lake Winnebago to fill the wetlands. In 1984, all residences
in the Waverly Beach area were connected to the City of Menasha water system. A number of
residents still have private wells, but use them only for watering yards and other outdoor
purposes, although incidental drinking water ingestion could continue to occur.
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Land and Resource Use

The fenced area that comprises the Schmalz Dump consists of three parcels. The Schmalz
property is approximately 5.7 acres in size. Two adjacent properties are about 4.8 acres. The
Schmalz property is still owned by Gregory A. Schmalz and has been tax delinquent since 1985.
The two adjacent properties are owned by William P. Bojarski and Theodore J. Pawlowski. The
lands surrounding these three parcels are owned by a number of different property owners. With
the exception of the land immediately to the east that is a wetland, all of the surrounding
properties are developed, residentially to the south and east, commercially to the north and west.
With the exception of existing wetlands to the east, all surrounding properties have all been filled
with a wide variety of materials. The site is completely fenced. Access to the site is restricted
through two gates. All of the remaining waste mass is contained beneath an impermeable cap
that covers about seven acres.

Municipal water serves the area surrounding the Schmalz Dump. Some of the private residences
have private wells that are used for lawns and gardens. These wells would get water from the
fractured dolomite aquifer underlying the site. The dominant groundwater flow direction in the
shallow aquifer is south towards Lake Winnebago.

History of Contamination

The site and the surrounding area were part of a wooded wetland prior to filling. Filling on the
site began in 1968. The long-range objective of the filling was to develop the property for
residential usage. Available information indicates that wastes disposed on the site at that time
included car bodies, stone, trees, waste wood chips, pulp and mash from paper manufacture. In
1972 and 1973, fly ash and bottom ash from Menasha Utility was disposed. In 1978 and 1979,
demolition debris from an Allis-Chalmers Corporations facility was disposed at the site.

In 1979, on-site soil sampling identified PCB contamination within the area of the
Allis-Chalmers debris disposal. PCB concentrations were as high as 3100 milligrams per
kilogram (mg/kg).

Initial Response

After reviewing data from the Schmalz Dump site, the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources (WDNR) recommended to the EPA that the site be included on the National Priorities
List (NPL). The site was placed on the NPL on September 21, 1984. A Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) was initiated in April 1985. A ROD for operational unit
one (OU1) was issued in 1985 to address the public health threat from PCB contamination. That
ROD required a fence to be constructed around the PCB contaminated debris; and removal and
off-site disposal of the PCB contaminated sediments and debris in an approved landfill. The
fence was constructed in 1985 and the removal and disposal of the PCB contaminated debris and
sediments was started in 1987 and completed in 1988. Follow-up sampling confirmed that the
remaining sediments were below the action level of 1 mg/kg of PCBs, but were still
contaminated with lead and chromium.
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With the removal of the PCB contamination, the remaining public health threats were exposure
to lead and chromium in soils and groundwater. A second ROD was issued in 1987 to address
the risks due to lead and chromium. The capping for OU2 was completed in 1994.

Basis for Taking Action

Contaminants

Hazardous substances that have been released at the site in each media include:

Soil Groundwater
PCBs Lead

Lead Chromium
Chromium

Sediment Surface Water
PCBs PCBs

Lead Lead
Chromium Chromium
Waste

PCBs

Lead

Chromium

Exposures to exposed waste, contaminated soil/sediments, contaminated groundwater or
contaminated surface water are associated with significant human health risks, due to exceedance
of EPA’s risk management criteria for either the average or the reasonable maximum exposure
scenarios. Risks from exposure were significant due to the presence of PCBs and metals.

IV. Remedial Actions
Remedy Selections
OU1 - PCB Operable Unit

The ROD for OU1 was signed on August 13, 1985. This first ROD addressed the threat of PCB
contamination at the site. Construction debris and sediments containing elevated concentrations
of PCBs were removed from the site and disposed in an approved landfill. The water/solids
mixture in the sediments was separated, with the solids going to an EPA approved hazardous
waste landfill. The water went through treatment prior to being discharged to the pond on the
Schmalz Dump property. The 1985 ROD also required that fencing be placed around OU1. The
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fence was placed in 1985 and the removal of the PCB contaminated sediments and debris was
completed in 1988.

OU2- Soils and Groundwater Operable Unit

The ROD for the OU2 was signed on September 30, 1987. The ROD required construction of a
low permeability soil cap over approximately seven acres of the contaminated soil, and
implementation of a groundwater monitoring program, and evaluation of whether a corrective
action is necessary in case of any increase in groundwater concentrations of chromium or lead.
The ROD also proposed a voluntary well abandonment program for residents between the site
and Lake Winnebago, and evaluation of adjacent property under the pre-remedial program.
However, these proposals were not to address risks caused by the site.

The EPA, WDNR, and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) developed the
design documents during 1988 through 1992. The approved design provided for a cap consisting
of enough clean soil (one to ten feet thick) to provide the proper grade. This would be covered
with two feet of compacted clay, which would be covered by six inches of topsoil to establish
vegetative growth. The contract for construction for the 1987 ROD included the following
components:

abandonment of 12 existing monitoring wells;

installation of six new monitoring wells;

placement and compaction of 38,000 cubic yards of low permeability clay soil;
placement of 4,300 cubic yards of topsoil;

establishment of turf and landscaping;

installation of a perimeter security fence;

maintenance of the site for one year starting from the date of completion of seeding; and
four quarters of groundwater monitoring.

VVVVVVVY

The remedial design was completed in 1992 with the resulting soil cap being completed in 1994.
The lead for the site was then passed from the EPA to the WDNR in 1995.

Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs) were developed as a result of data collected during the
Remedial Investigation to aid in the development and screening of remedial alternatives to be
considered for the RODs. The RAOs for the Schmalz Dump were divided into the following
groups:

Source Control Response Objectives

> Minimize the risks to human health and the environment by removal of the most
hazardous and contaminated waste mass;

> Minimize the migration of contaminants from the dump site that could degrade
groundwater quality by reducing infiltration of liquids through the remaining waste mass;
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Minimize the migration of contaminants from the dump site that could degrade surface
water quality by reducing runoff of liquids from the remaining waste mass;

Reduce risks to human health by preventing direct contact with, and ingestion of,
contaminants in the remaining waste mass; and

Reduce risks to the environment by monitoring groundwater for compliance with the Safe
Drinking Water Act (SDWA) and State groundwater protection standards.

The major components of the source control operable unit remedy selected in the ROD included
the following:

>

Removal of the PCB contaminated debris, sediment and soil with off-site disposal in an
approved landfill,

Construction of a clay cap over the remaining waste mass in accordance with State solid
waste regulations. Clean soil fill would be needed to level the waste mass. A low
permeability soil cap consisting of 2 feet of compacted earth would be required with six
inches of top soil over it for vegetation, a 2 percent slope, and measures to divert surface
water; and

Ground Water Response Objectives

Establish groundwater monitoring program to monitor long-term compliance with the

.. SDWA and State groundwater protection standards for lead and chromium;

Eliminate or minimize the potential future threat posed to human health and the
environment by preventing exposure to groundwater contaminants;

Because groundwater at the Site did not exceed State or federal standards the selected remedy
did not require treatment of groundwater and did not establish a cleanup standard for
groundwater. The major components of the ground water operable unit remedy selected in the

ROD include:

> Groundwater monitoring for lead and chromium of existing monitoring wells on the
Schmalz Dump and adjacent properties;

» A voluntary well abandonment program for nearby wells; and

> Five-year site reviews to assess site conditions, contaminant distributions, and any

associated site hazards.

Remedy Implementation

The Remedial Action (RA) consisted of two separate phases; one for fencing of the site and

14



removal of the mass of PCB contaminated materials OU1, and a second phase for the capping of
the site and implementation of groundwater monitoring OU2. A fence was placed around the
site in 1985. Removal of the PCB contaminated material began in 1987 and was completed in
1988. The major components of this phase of this portion of the RA were the following;:

> Placement of a security fence around most of the Schmalz Dump and parts of two
adjacent properties;

> Consolidation and removal of more than 3,500 cubic yards of the PCB contaminated
waste mass with disposal in an EPA approved landfill;

The second phase of remedial action began in October of 1992 with the clearing and grubbing of
the site. Actual placement of the cap occurred between May and September of 1993. Final
grading and seeding occurred in May of 1994. Major components for this phase of the RA
include the following:

> Placement and compaction of a clay cap overlain by rooting zone material and topsoil;
» Seeding and mulching the finished slopes; and
> Establishment of a groundwater monitoring program.

Chemical Waste Management (CWM) was selected as the construction contractor. CWM
prepared a Contractor Quality Control Plan, and the Site Health and Safety Plan, which included
separate Dust Control, Spill Control, and Precipitation/Groundwater Control Plans. These plans
were reviewed and approved by the USACE after necessary revisions were made.

The Record of Decision did not require institutional controls such as deed restrictions on the
Schmalz Dump. EPA obtained a court order dated November 15, 1991, against Gregory
Schmalz, the owner of the capped and fenced area of the site that grants EPA and the state access
to the site and prevents Mr. Schmalz from interfering with the remedy or disturbing the cap (see
Attachment 2). In addition, the owners of the two adjacent lots outside the capped and fenced
area have granted EPA and the state continuing access for operation and maintenance. This
agreement for access is documented in a warranty deed from John Schmalz and H.J. Jennerjohn,
Inc., to Theodore Pawlowski, William Bojarski and Lawerence O. Love, recorded on July 22,
1999 (see Attachment 3). The deed to the Schmalz property acknowledges that a portion of the
subject property has been determined hazardous to human health or welfare or the environment
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency. The neighboring Bojarski & Pawlowski
property has an easement agreement with EPA and the deed to the property acknowledges that a
portion of the subject property has been determined hazardous to human health or welfare or the
environment by EPA.

In October 1992, CWM initiated the contract work by clearing and grubbing for the construction.
Actual placement of the cap was completed between May and September 1993, and final grading
and seeding was completed in May 1994. In addition to the planned work, the USACE approved
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the removal and disposal of an underground tank and its contents. An interim final inspection
was conducted in October 1993 and, a final inspection in September 1994. These inspections
included attendance by CWM, USACE, EPA and WDNR representatives. RA construction
activities were performed according to specifications.

CWM conducted quarterly groundwater sampling in August 1993, November 1993, February
1994, and June 1994. CWM's period for maintenance of the cap ended in May 1995, when a
final mowing and inspection was conducted. In 1995, after CWM's contract expired, WDNR
became responsible for maintenance and monitoring of the site cover. The final contract price
was approximately $600,000.

Institutional Controls

ICs are required to ensure the protectiveness of the remedy. ICs are those non-engineered
instruments, such as administrative and/or legal controls, that help minimize the potential for
human exposure to contamination and/or protect the integrity of a remedy by limiting land or
resource use. Although it is EPA's expectation that treatment or engineering controls will be the
primary mechanism in addressing most of the threat posed by release of hazardous substances at
a given site, ICs can play an important role in the function of a given remedy. ICs may be used
when contamination is first discovered, and when remedies are ongoing and residual
contamination remains at levels that do not allow for unrestricted land use and unlimited
exposure, even though other cleanup measures may be operating. The National Contingency
Plan (NCP) emphasizes that ICs are meant to supplement engineering controls, and that ICs will
rarely be the sole remedy at a site.

Analysis of Existing ICs and Need for Additional ICs in the Future

The Record of Decision did not require institutional controls such as deed restrictions on the
Schmalz Dump. Although in order to be protective in the long-term, the remedy requires
compliance with effective ICs. In 1991, when the property owner, Mr. Gregory Schmalz,
refused to voluntarily restrict the use of his land, EPA litigated and the court issued an order
enjoining him from “obstructing or interfering with EPA or its authorized representatives from
entry onto the Schmalz Dump Site, in conducting the response activities, and from disturbing any
of the work done as part of the response activities." The court order, dated November 15, 1991
and issued by Judge Reynolds in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Wisconsin, can be enforced against Mr. Schmalz if he attempts to disturb the cap. A copy of the
Order is included at Attachment 2. The Order does not bind future owners, however, and if the
site is sold or otherwise transferred it will be necessary to obtain ICs, such as deed restrictions,
from the new owner to ensure the protectiveness of the remedy. In addition to the property
owned by Gregory Schmalz and controlled by the Order, the Site encompasses portions of an
adjacent property. By Warranty Deed dated 1989, the buyers purchased the adjacent property
subject to an EPA Access Agreement and easements and restrictions pertaining to the remedy.
In 1999, when the adjacent property was subsequently sold, by Warranty Deed the current
owners accepted the restrictions and EPA’s right of entry as provided in an access agreement the
sellers signed on February 7, 1992. The warranty deeds memorializing the restrictions and
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access are included at Attachment 3. The table below summarizes institutional controls for these
restricted areas that do not support unlimited use and unrestricted exposure.

Table 2: Institutional Controls Summary Table

Media, Engineered Controls, & IC Objective Title of Institutional
Areas that Do Not Support UU/UE Control Instrument
Based on Current Conditions. Implemented
(note if planned)
Schmalz Dump — Landfill cap Grants EPA and the State A) Court Order issued by Judge
access and prohibits Reynolds in the United States

disturbing or interfering with | District Court for the Eastern
any of the work done as part | District of Wisconsin and dated

A) Property owned by Gregory

Schmalz of the response activities. November 15, 1991
(deed restrictions will need to be
B) Adjacent Property implemented if the property is
transferred)

B) Warranty Deed J 5174 167
recorded in Calumet County,
Wisconsin on July 22, 1999.

A map which depicts the current conditions of the site and areas which do not allow for
unlimited use/unrestricted exposure (UU/UE) is included in Attachment 4.

Current Compliance: There are currently no known IC compliance issues at the Site.

Access to the site is restricted by a fence. Also, based on inspections and interviews, EPA is not
aware of site or media uses which are inconsistent with the stated objectives of the ICs. The
remedy appears to be functioning as intended.

Evaluation of Current Conditions, Existing ICs and Planning for Long-Term Stewardship

At this time initial IC evaluation activities have determined that all non UU/UE areas are
addressed effectively by the court order of November 15, 1991 and the Warranty Deed recorded
in Calumet County, Wisconsin on July 22, 1999 which ensure the integrity of the remedy
(Attachment 2). Alternative protections can also be found in Wisconsin’s legislative acts and
administrative regulations. W.S.A. §292.11(3), (4) and (7) allows the State to take corrective
action and to order preventive measures to stop the discharge of hazardous substances. These
provisions can be used to stop on-site activities such as excavation or drilling into the cap.
Additionally, as identified in the ROD, Wisconsin’s Shoreland Management Program is
applicable to the site. That program requires counties to adopt zoning and subdivision
regulations for the protection of shorelands. The county planning department would likely
disapprove any construction at the site due to its designation as shoreland under the program and
because of its Superfund status. Finally, the state plans to add the site to its GIS Registry that
will give any potential buyer of the site notice of the cap and CERCLA response, including
ongoing operation and maintenance activities and that contamination remains on the site that
prohibits unlimited use of the property.
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To assure that the remedy remains protective, follow-up actions are required. ~Long-term Site
stewardship is needed to ensure that effective ICs are maintained, monitored and enforced. An IC
Plan will be prepared by WDNR which will plan for long-term stewardship and will include
steps necessary to ensure that effective ICs are implemented, monitored, maintained and
enforced. The IC Plan will include provisions to further evaluate the Warranty Deed, to examine
the title work to confirm ownership and no prior-in-time encumbrances exist which could
interfere with the ICs contingency provision to implement additional ICs, such as deed
restrictions, if the property (owned by Mr. Schmalz) is transferred to a new owner and assure that
the ICs are maintained and monitored by modifying the monitoring plan which is in effect, as is
discussed below.

Long Term Stewardship: Long term protectiveness at the Site requires compliance with use
restrictions to assure the remedy continues to function as intended. To assure proper
maintenance and monitoring of effective ICs, long term stewardship procedures will be reviewed
and a plan developed. The plan would include regular inspection of ICs at the site and annual
certification to EPA that ICs are in place and effective. Additionally, use of a communications
plan and use of one-call system should be explored for long term stewardship.

System Operation/Operation and Maintenance

The WDNR is responsible for conducting long-term maintenance and monitoring of the Schmalz
Dump which consists of annual inspection, monitoring (groundwater sampling) and any needed
maintenance activities. The 1987 ROD called for one year of quarterly monitoring, to provide a
baseline of water quality at the site; followed by annual monitoring for the next four years, with
the monitoring to be re-evaluated at the end of the five year period. WDNR initiated inspection
and quarterly groundwater sampling at the site in April 1998. Inspection and sampling was
repeated in July and November of 1998. However, groundwater monitoring was stopped
temporarily in December of 1998 due to two scheduling errors. A change of Project Managers
occurred in December of 1998, and as a result, the fourth quarter monitoring in early 1999 was
not collected. The second error occurred when the new Project Manager delayed sampling until
September 2003, believing that the monitoring schedule had been changed to correspond with
the five-year review.

The primary activities associated with operations and maintenance (O&M) includes the
following:

> Visual inspection of the cap with regard to vegetative cover, settlement, stability, and any
need for corrective action,;

> Inspection of the drainage swales and ditches for blockage, erosion and instability, and
any need for corrective action;

> Visual inspection of the fence for structural integrity;
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> Inspection of the condition of groundwater monitoring wells; and
> Environmental monitoring of the groundwater.
V. Progress Since the Last Five-Year Review

Protectiveness Statements From Last Review

No significant issues were identified during the previous Five Year Review. The protectiveness
statement from the previous Review stated the following:

"The remedy is expected to be protective of human health and the environment when
groundwater standards have been met. The exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable
risks are being controlled by preventing exposure to, or the ingestion of, contaminated soil and
groundwater. All threats at the site have been addressed through the removal and capping of
contaminated waste materials, and monitoring.

Long-term protectiveness of the remedial action will be verified by obtaining additional
groundwater samples to fully evaluate potential migration of the contaminant plume
downgradient from the dump and towards Lake Winnebago. Current monitoring data indicate
that the remedy is functioning as required. "

Status of Recommendations and Follow-up Actions from Last Review

The recommendations from the previous review stated the following:

"It is recommended that the remedy continue to be implemented in accordance with the
provisions of the RODs. The site cap is effectively preventing direct contact exposures to the
contaminated soils. The WNDR has established a program to provide annual inspections of the
site cover, and as needed, to make cap repairs, conduct mowing and take other actions to
maintain the integrity of the site cover. Annual site inspection by the WDNR should continue.
Groundwater monitoring should go from being done on an annual basis to corresponding with
the five-year reviews. Repairs to the monitoring well collars should be made. Removal of small
trees and shrubs adjacent to the fence and soil cap should be done. The current monitoring
wells should be properly surveyed in for location purposes. The WDNR will remain the lead
agency for inspection and maintenance.

The WDNR should continue to pursue development of the site. If development of the site is being
considered, WDNR and EPA intend to work together to evaluate how and whether the
development can proceed while still assuring the protection of public health and the
environment. In addition, WDNR and EPA will work together to modify the ROD if necessary.
The Agencies should show flexibility in response to requests to develop the site, but development
options that minimize excavating into the contaminated soil should be preferred. "
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Since the last Five Year Review, annual groundwater monitoring was completed in 2003 and
2004 only. Data from the last event in 2004 indicates that contaminant concentrations in the
vicinity of the Site are at low levels and remain stable. WDNR stated that sampling events for
the years 2005 through 2007 were not completed due to scheduling conflicts however
groundwater was sampled in June 2008 and EPA is awaiting the results. EPA has expressed
concern that annual monitoring is not being performed as required by the provisions of the ROD.
Annual sampling for four consecutive years is required by the provisions of the ROD at which
time EPA can evaluate the sampling data and determine whether to modify the ROD to change
the frequency of the O& M sampling. WDNR stated its intent to monitor according to the ROD
requirements. Repairs to the monitoring well collars, removal of small trees and shrubs adjacent
to the fence and soil cap, and survey of the current monitoring wells were not completed.

Results of Implemented Actions
There were no other follow-up actions.
Status of Any Other Prior Issues
There were no other prior issues.

VI. Five-Year Review Process
Administrative Components of the Five Year Review Process

The Schmalz Dump five-year review was prepared by Pamela Molitor, EPA Remedial Project
Manager. The five-year review consisted of a review of relevant site documents and monitoring
data, discussions with WDNR and a site inspection.

Community Notification and Involvement

A public notice was placed in the Appleton Post Cresent on June 24, 2008 announcing that a
five-year review was to be performed for the Site. Notice of the completed five-year review will
be placed in the Appleton Post Cresent and the final report will be available at the information
repository. The information repository for the Site is located at the University of Wisconsin,
West Building, Fox Valley Public Library, 1478 Midway Road, Menasha, Wisconsin. A copy of
the ad is included as Attachment 5.

Document Review
The five-year review consisted of a review of relevant documents including the 1987 ROD, the
first (1998) and second (2003) Five Year Reviews, the Addendum to the 1998 Five Year

Review, the Preliminary Close out Report, and O&M sampling submittals by WDNR. The list
of documents reviewed is provided in Attachment 6.
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The standards identified in the 1987 ROD as applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements
(ARARSs) were reviewed for changes that could affect protectiveness. For groundwater that may
be used as drinking water the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) Maximum Contaminant Levels
(MCLs) were identified as relevant and appropriate. In addition, the groundwater protection
standards at NR 140 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code (WAC) were identified as applicable
to Superfund activities in Wisconsin. There have been changes to both the MCLs and the NR
140 standards for lead and chromium since the issuance of the ROD; however, as discussed
below, these changes do not affect the protectiveness of the remedy. ARARs related to
monitoring and landfill capping (described below) have not changed since issuance of the ROD.

Chemical-Specific ARARs

Chemical-Specific ARARs regulate the release to the environment of specific substances having
certain chemical characteristics. The ROD considered the groundwater at the site to be in
compliance with the SDWA but required that any increase in concentrations of existing levels of
chromium or lead be evaluated to determine if a corrective action would be necessary. The
SDWA mandates that EPA establish regulations to protect human health from contaminants in
drinking water. The drinking water standard, or MCL, for both chromium and lead was 50ug/L.
Since the date of the ROD, the MCL for chromium has been relaxed to 100ug/L, while federal
cleanup requirement for lead has been made more stringent to 15ug/L. WAC NR 140 provides
for: 1) a Preventative Action Level (PAL), which serves as an early warning concentration to
indicate that actions should be taken to investigate groundwater conditions; and 2) an
Enforcement Standard (ES) which is an action level requiring initiation and maintenance of a
cleanup response to restore groundwater quality to the PAL. If it is not economicaily or
technically feasible to restore groundwater to the PAL, then the cleanup action must restore
groundwater to the ES. The ES for both chromium and lead were 50 ug/L while the PALs were
Sug/L. Since the date of the ROD, both the ES and PAL for chromium have been changed to
100ug/L and 10ug/L respectively. The ES for lead has been changed to 15ug/L, and the PAL has
changed to 1.5ug/L.

Location-Specific ARARs

Location-Specific ARARs are those requirements that relate to the geographic position of the
Site. There have been no significant changes in these ARARs since the 1987 ROD. WACI115:
Under the State of Wisconsin regulation, the action must comply with Wisconsin's Shoreland
Management Program Administrative Rule by requiring approval by the County Planning
Commission. It was expected that this approval would be gained by implementing proper
erosion controls.

Action-Specific ARARs

Action-Specific ARARs are requirements that define acceptable treatment and disposal
procedures for hazardous substances. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Subtitle C regulations regarding landfill closure in 40 CFR 264.111, 264.117, and 264.310; and
WAC 181.13(12) regulations which relate to hazardous waste handling, treatment, and disposal,
were not applicable but were considered to be relevant and appropriate. The RCRA
requirements considered to be relevant and appropriate included construction of a site cover that
would minimize infiltration; function with minimum maintenance; promote drainage and

21



minimize erosion; accommodate settling; and have permeability less than the underlying soils.
In addition, generally a 30-year monitoring and post closure maintenance period is required.

Data Review and Evaluation

Groundwater monitoring conducted at the Schmalz Dump is presented in Attachment 7. The last
sampling event conducted by WDNR occurred in October 2004. Sampling analysis results from
the October 2004 event indicated that concentration levels were consistent with historical data
and that the levels were stable. The monitoring wells were purged via bailer on October 12,
2004. With the exception of monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-6 (both background wells) all
remaining wells had dedicated bailers. = Groundwater samples were collected via bailer on
October 12, 2004. The samples were filtered and analyzed for metals.

Chromium and lead were identified in the1987 ROD for QU2 as the contaminants of concern.

The 2004 sampling results, for background wells MW-1 and MW-6 indicate all parameters are
below their respective MCLs and are consistent with general historical data. In 2003, lead in
MW-6 was found to be above the PAL. However, results from the 2004 sampling event, indicate
that lead was below the PAL. No immediate explanation for the temporary rise in 2003 is
available.

The levels of chromium and lead in monitoring wells other than background wells are consistent
with historical data. The level of chromium is above the PAL in MW-2, MW-4 and MW-5. It
should be noted that in as much as no hexavalent chromium was detected (at a reported detection
limit of 10ug/L) during RI/FS phase II sampling, the chromium in the groundwater and soil must
be in the trivalent state. Trivalent chromium is much less toxic that hexavalent chromium.
Additionally, neither trivalent nor hexavalent chromium are considered carcinogenic via the oral
exposure route (EPA 2001). There were no exceedances for lead in any of the on-site (MW-5) or
downgradient wells (MW-2, MW-3 and MW-4) in the 2004 sampling round. The level of
barium in MW-5 was consistent with historical data and continues to be above the PAL.
Cadmium in MW-3 was again above the PAL as it was in 2003. While barium and cadmium
continue to be above the PALs, they are below the EPA Preliminary Remediation Goals which
are the risk based clean up levels for non-carcinogenic contaminants. Barium and cadmium are
also below the MCLs and ES. The analysis results indicate that the levels of contaminants have
stabilized and are consistent with previous monitoring.

Site Inspection

A site inspection was conducted on June 24, 2008, by Pamela Molitor, the EPA Remedial Project
Manager and Alan Nass, the WDNR Project Manager. The purpose of the inspection was to
assess the protectiveness of the remedy, including the maintenance of the perimeter fence, the
integrity of the cap, and the condition of the monitoring wells. A copy of the site inspection
checklist is included as Attachment 8.
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The cap and vegetative cover were in good condition. The perimeter fence was in good
condition except for a two foot hole that was cut on the south side. The hole should be repaired
to prevent trespassing. The gates were locked. The fence lacked warning signs. Signage should
be placed around the perimeter of the fence. Small trees and shrubs have grown through/close to
the fence in several areas and should be removed. Vines and shrubs have grown around the gates
and should be cleared. Additionally, the area around the one on-site well MW-5 should be
mowed. Small bushes and trees were also noted to be located close to, but not in the soil cap.
These should also be removed. All of the monitoring wells were secure. However, the concrete
collars on two wells (on-site MW-5 and background MW-1) were cracked. The collar on the
background well MW-1 should be replaced.

Site Interviews

Mr. Ted Pawlowski, owner of the adjacent property was interviewed. His only concern was to
see the property redeveloped someday.

VIl. Technical Assessment

Question A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents?

Yes. The review of documents, ARARs, risk assumptions, the results of the site inspection, and
the analysis results of the groundwater monitoring indicate that the remedy is functioning as
intended by the RODs. The removal and proper disposal of the PCB contaminated wastes and
sediment and the capping of the remaining contaminated wastes within the landfill has achieved
the remedial objectives to minimize the migration of contaminants to groundwater and surface
water and prevent direct contact with, or ingestion of, contaminants in waste materials.
Maintenance of the cap has been effective. The monitoring well network provides sufficient data
to assess the status of the groundwater. No activities were observed that would have
compromised the integrity of the remedy. The cap and the surrounding area were in good repair,
there were no signs of unauthorized access, and no new uses of groundwater were observed. The
gate to the site is intact and in good repair. At this time, initial IC evaluation activities have
determined that all non UU/UE areas are addressed effectively by the court order of November
15, 1991 and the Warranty Deed recorded in Calumet County, Wisconsin on July 22, 1999. The
effective implementation of institutional controls has prevented exposure to, or ingestion of, site-
related contaminants in the soil and groundwater and therefore, the remedy is functioning as
intended. Follow-up actions are required to assure that the remedy remains protective; an IC
Plan will be prepared to address the follow-up actions.

Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and remedial
action objectives (RAOs) used at the time of the remedy selection still valid?

Yes. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect the
protectiveness of the remedy.
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ARARSs that still must be met at this time and that have been evaluated include: NR 140, WAC;
the SDWA (40 CFR 141.11-141.16) [Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs), and MCL Goals
(MCLGs)]; and ARARSs related to monitoring and landfill capping. There have been changes in
these ARARs due to the ES and PAL changes for lead and chromium however the changes do
not affect the protectiveness of the remedy. The ES for both chromium and lead were 50 ug/L
while the PALs were Sug/L. Since the date of the ROD, both the ES and PAL for chromium
have been changed to 100ug/L and 10ug/L respectively. The ES for lead has been changed to
15ug/L, and the PAL has changed to 1.5ug/L. It should be noted that no hexavalent chromium
was detected during RI/FS phase II sampling and trivalent chromium is much less toxic than
hexavalent chromium. Additionally, neither hexavalent nor trivalent chromium is carcinogenic
via the oral exposure route. There were no exceedences for lead in either the on-site or
background wells in the last sampling event. The groundwater monitoring sampling analysis
results are consistent with historical data and indicate that the levels of contaminants have
stabilized.

The exposure assumptions used to develop the Human Health Risk Assessment included both
current exposures (older child trespasser, adult trespasser) and potential future exposures (young
and older future child resident, future adult resident and future adult worker). There have been
no changes in the toxicity factors for the contaminants of concern that were used in the baseline
risk assessment. These assumptions are considered to be conservative and reasonable in
evaluating risk and developing risk-based cleanup levels. No change to these assumptions or the
cleanup levels developed from them is warranted. There has been no change to the standardized
risk assessment methodology that could affect the protectiveness of the remedy. The remedy is
progressing as expected.

Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the
protectiveness of the remedy?

No. There is no information generated during the 5-year review process or other information
that calls into question the protectiveness of the remedy. While several groundwater monitoring
events have been missed since 1998, the analysis results from the September 9, 2003 and
October 2004 groundwater monitoring indicate that the levels of contaminants have stabilized
and are consistent with previous monitoring.

Technical Assessment Summary

According to the data reviewed and the site inspection, the remedy is functioning as intended by
the RODs. There have been no changes in the physical conditions of the site that would affect
the protectiveness of the remedy. There has been no changes in the toxicity factors for the
contaminants of concern that were used in the baseline risk assessment, and there have been no
change to the standardized risk assessment methodology that could affect the protectiveness of
the remedy. There is no other information that calls into question the protectiveness of the
remedy.
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VIll. Issues

1) Annual groundwater monitoring/sampling has not been conducted since 2004. Conduct
annual groundwater sampling in accordance with the provisions of the ROD.

2) Monitoring wells have not been surveyed.

3) Implement institutional controls, such as deed restrictions, if the Site is transferred to a new
OWner.

Table 3: Issues

Affects Current | Affects Future
Issues Protectiveness Protectiveness
(Y/N) (Y/N)
Conduct annual groundwater monitoring N Y
Survey monitoring wells N Y
Implement institutional controls, such as deed restrictions, if N Y
the Site is transferred to a new owner.

During the site inspection, some issues were noted that do not affect the protectiveness of the
remedy. The hole in the perimeter fence on the south side of the property should be repaired and
signage should be placed on the fence. Small trees and shrubs should be cleared and the area
around the one on-site well MW-5 should be mowed. Additionally the concrete collar on the
background well MW-1 should be repaired.

IX. Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions

1) Return to annual groundwater monitoring for three years then consider the potential for

changing the sampling frequency consistent with the recommendation from the previous five
year review.

2) Survey the monitoring wells.
3) An IC Plan will be prepared which will plan for long-term stewardship and will include steps

necessary to ensure that effective ICs are implemented, monitored, maintained and enforced.
The IC Plan will include provisions to ensure long-term protectiveness.

Table 4: Recommendations and Follow-up Actions

i Affects Protectivene
Recommendations Party Oversight Milestone ness
Issue and . (Y/N)
Foll. Actions Responsible Agency Date
ollow-up Actio Current Future
1 Evaluate frequency | EPA EPA September N Y
of groundwater 2011
monitoring
2 Survey monitoring WDNR EPA September N Y
wells 2008

25



Recommendations Affects Protectiveness

Issue and Party. Oversight | Milestone (Y/N)
. Responsible Agency Date
Follow-up Actions Current Future
3 An IC Plan inll be. WDNR EPA September N Y
prepared which will 2009

plan for long-term
stewardship and will
include steps
necessary to ensure
that effective ICs are
implemented,
monitored,
maintained and
enforced. The IC
Plan will include
provisions* to ensure
long-term
protectiveness.

* The IC Plan will include provisions to further evaluate the Warranty Deed, to examine title work to
confirm ownership and no prior-in-time encumbrances exist which could interfere with the ICs, a
contingency provision to implement additional ICs, such as deed restrictions, if the property (owned by Mr.
Schmalz) is transferred to a new owner and assuring that the ICs are maintained and monitored by
modifying the monitoring plan.

X. Protectiveness Statement

The remedy is protective in the short term of human health and the environment because
groundwater protection standards have been met and in the interim, exposure pathways that
could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled. The remedy eliminates the principal
threat posed by the Site by preventing direct contact with contaminated materials, the removal
and capping of contaminated soils, and groundwater monitoring. ~However, in order for the
remedy to be protective in the long term annual groundwater monitoring according to the
provisions in the ROD need to be completed to ensure compliance with groundwater protection
standards. In addition institutional controls, such as deed restrictions, need to be obtained if the
Site is transferred to a new owner. Long term protectiveness of the remedy requires compliance
with effective ICs. Compliance with effective ICs will be ensured through long term
stewardship by maintaining and monitoring effective ICs as well as maintaining the site remedy
components.

XL Next Review

The next five-year review for the Schmalz Dump is required within five years from the date of
this review. '
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United Stateg Digtrict Court

EASTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN

TRANSCRIPT OF JUDGMENT DOCKET

Name of Judgment Debtor: Gregory Schmalz
Address of Judgment Debtor: Appleton, WI
Name of Judgment Creditor: United States of America

Address of Judgment Creditor:

Amount of damages with costs: SEE ATTACHED ORDER.
Late of entry of Judgment: November 15, 1991
Attorney for Judgment Creditor: ‘Steven D. Ellis, Jerome Kujawa, Bill Haubold

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT )
) SS.
EASTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN )

I. the undersigned Clerk of said court, do hereby certify that | have compared the foregoing v/ith
the criginal docket, now of record in my office, and that it is a correct transcript therefrom and
of the whole thereof in a certain action entitled:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff(s),
V. Case No. 90-C-941

GFREGORY A. SCHMALZ, et al.,
Defendant(s).

IN' TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the Seal of said Court at
Mihwaukes, Wisconsin, this / day of January, 1999.

SOFRON B. NEDILSKY

(5 st ! Clerk, United States District Court

TS L FUL IRuE‘HN:GRRECTCO"\’OFU;EORIGIH&LONFILEMJD . . j )

3 R quNwsn lyalwfm SEEN COMPARED BY KE, oo Eastern District of Wisconsin
y el W19
T 3 V’K/J (K 9{ f 5§

- m DEFUTY /Z il %4/4/

Deputy Clerk



U.S. DIST. COURT EAST DIST. WiSC.
FILED

| + ORIGINAL EGR COURT FILE o o'tlock. m
Copy mailed :%mm for COPY RETAINED FOR JUDGE'S FILE SOFRON B. NEDILSKY

-

mﬂi”'W"““““"‘“d'"‘“fN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
to Fed. R. Civ. RZ”(\‘L FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN /
l .

\- ;
\ oy—31 51991
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -

/7

”

Plaintiff,

v. Civil Action No. 90-C-0941

GREGORY A. SCHMALZ, e
GERALD W. SCHMALZ, S T
MARIE A. SCHMALZ, R

MENASHA ELECTRIC AND WATER o e
UTILITIES, a Wisconsin o -
Municipal Utility, also known
as MENASHA ELECTRIC AND WATER
UTILITIES, INC.,

DEC 2 | 1998 .~ /- #her.

Defendants. rm et Y e mm L ATV

ORDER_FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter having come before the Court regarding the
United States’ Motion for Default Judgment; and the Court having
found that the United States has satisfied the requisites of
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55; it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. Judgment 1is hereby entered in favor of the United
States of America and against Defendant Gregory Schmalz for
all unreimbursed costs, incurred by the United States in conduct-
ing its response activities in connection with the Schmalz Dump
Site, together with interest thereon and all costs, legal fees,
and expenses associated with this c¢ivil action, the amount of
such costs to be determined at a later time, and liability for
such judgment to be joint and several with such parties, if any,
that may be found liable for such costs in the future.

2. Pursuant to CERCLA Section 104 (e) (5)(B) (i), 42 U.S.C.

§9604(e) (5)(B) (i), the United States Environmental Protection

Q3

|7\|
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Agency ("EPA") and its representatives are hereby authorized to
enter onto and remain on the property of Gregory Schmalz, located
at the Schmalz Dump Site, in the Town of Harrison, Calumet
County, State of Wisconsin, for the purposes of completing the
response activities on the Schmalz Dump Site pursuant to EPA’s
Record of Decision signed September 30, 1987. Access for EPA and
its representatives is granted until such time as EPA and its
representatives complete the response activities as set forth in
EPA’s Record of Decision signed September 30, 1987. Defendant
Gregory Schmalz is hereby enjoined from obstructing or interfer-
ing with EPA or its authorized representatives from entry onto
the Schmalz Dump Site, in conducting the response activities, and
from disturbing any of the work done as part of the response
activities.

3. Declaratory judgment is hereby awarded to the United
States and against defendant Gregory Schmalz for all costs
incurred in the future by the United States, not inconsistent
with the National Contingency Plan, 40 C.F.R. Part 300, in
connection with response activities by EPA and its representa-
tives at the Schmalz Dump Site, liability for such costs to be
joint and several with such parties, if any, that may be found
1l iable for such costs in the future.

4. This Order for Default Judgment does not constitute a
resolution of " any factual issue relating to the Plaintiff’s
ciLaims against the City of Menasha or any other defendants, and
shall not be relied upon in resolving the Plaintiff’s claims

against Menasha or any other defendants. This Order for Default



Judgment also does not constitute a resolution of or have any
effect on any defense raised by the cCity of Menasha in its

pleadings.

DATED this /f’aay of Al ov , 1991

BY THE COURT:

b . D p M

John W. Reynolds
District Court Judge

JUDGMENT ENTERED THIS __ [ %~ bay oF /U Motbxe_, 1991.

SOFRON B. NEDILSKY, Clerk of Court

7
By: Aﬂ]ﬁLw ,é&bgzgﬂeputy Clerk
7
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J 4765 1 67
STATE BAR OF WISCONSIN FORM 2 — 1982 t.
\VARRANTY DEED M

294684

DOCUMENT NU.

, REQISTER'S OFFCE
John E. Schmalz and H. J. Jennerjohn, Inc., a L CALUMET COUNTY, WA
Wisconsin Corporation, L Hacaived kr Ploc
o ] ayd_Jll__AD. 1

! 12D prces A, ad Pesmtwi

comveys and warnants 1o _Thendors Pawlowaki, William Bajarski
ond Lawrence 0, Jowe, joint tenants, swith right of

1D

survivarshin,
- TRANSFER l‘wﬂ’
m -
Ar- i _ IS SPACE RESERVED FOR RECORDIND DATA
[l AU AMD RETUR ADDRLSS

the following described real estare In . ..._Calumet _ EFE  Coumy, H.J.Jennexjohn
Siate of \Wisconuln: | P.0,Box 274
i,  Hortonville, WI s494y

lot Two (2) of Certified Survey Map No, 2135 recorded i

in the office of the Register of Deeds for Calumet
County, Wisconsin on September 30, 1998 in Volume

1% of Survey Maps on page 220, as Document No.

283184, Snid lot being part of Government Lots

3 and 4 of Section 18, Township 20 North, Range 18 East,

See ** below.
PARCEL iDEHTIFICATION NUMBER
Town of Harrison, Calumet

County, Winconsin.

This deed is given subject to easements of record, including but not limited to the
ingress and egress easement granted to Grant and Laurie Fulcer in Jacket 4595, Image
61, as Document No. 289812.

Buyers have further agreed to and are purchasing this property subject to a portion of
the property having been determined hazardous to human health or welfare or to the
environment. Buyers understand that the United States Environmental Protection Agency,
the United States Army Corp of Engineers and the State of Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources have continued jurisdiction over that portion of the property and
have been granted legal entry and access to the property by virtue of a consent
signed by Sellers on February 7, 1992. Sellers make no warranties or represeentatjions
regarding the environmental condition of the property or the status of the on going
Clea'}"ﬂﬂ‘ In tl;gt regard, Ruyerg ppt;gp(ﬁgcepting the property "AS IS",

{1 {13 nov}

Exceplion 1o wasganties

sat forth above.

any easements or restrictions of record, including the reservations

*(310-0000-0000000-000-0-201818-05-040R (Loc. ID 06297)
010-0000-0000000-000-0-201818~05-040U (Lcc. ID 06300)

010-0000-0000000-000-0—201818—05-031’\‘50 (llgc. ID.06331)

Duaied this 259th day of

Wﬂ/g 7 J\@ém’g GEAY By]-l.v"
f J

/John E. Schmalz

AUTHENTICATION ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Signsiu Tl State of Wisconsin,
Calumet "
T County.
anthentcaned this day of 9. fesonally came beforr me this ._Zt_h*. day of
une __ .19.99_, the above umad
John E. Schmalz and Hermap J,
o Jenner john
T LE: N EMRER STATE BAR OF WISCONSIN - w - o
{itn, . .

to me known 10 be the person _g‘:_luhu exccured the forcgmng
instrument and acknowledge the othies” T

avthanzed by 8706 06, \Wis Stats )

TIuS 1 STRUMENT WAS DHAFTED BY Lsarnd (P il 0
CAYE e
Attorney Robert E. Sorenson . Barry Jennerjohn G

Qliniy, Wis

LAard
llortonville, Wisconsin Nowary Mublic, __ Cutaganie .-
tSgatures may e avibenticaied or acknowledged Both are st My cotnmision s permancre (Hf nuh.ﬂﬂr uplﬁtym'dm
By ) dan, —_ e 2003
T hngn el poee ey g g inan s 1) s bacld be sy ped or pemied tekoa ke ngrarcn

STATL BAR 0 WISCONSIN VYT une Hre Coowr
i [}

WARKHANTY P10 arm biv 1 - 1982 Vraasmn via

\
-
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I1. Granlee
Bojarski. Wiliiam Social Seeurity No: 393-58-0129

331 7" Sireer. Neenah, Wi 54956

NL16. LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Lot 2 of Certified Survey Map No. 2135 recorded in the officc of the Register of Deeds for
Calumet Couniy, Wisconsin on September 30, 1998 in Volume 15 of Survey Maps on page 220,
s Document No, 283184, Said lot being part of Government Lots 3 and 4 of Section 8.
Tawnship 20 North, Range 18 East, Town of Harrison, Catumet County. Wisconsin.

Lixeepting the portion of the property described as follows:

A parcel of fand being part of Goverment Lot 4 and pant of the Notthwest 174 of the Nonl\'wcsl 174 of Scction 18, Township 20
North, Range I8 Cast, Town of Harsison, CaJumet County, Visconsin, bounded and described as follows:  Contmencing at the
Nosthwest Comer of said Scction 18: thence SOO*-23'-22°E, 1320.25 fect atong the West Linc of the Northwest 1/4 of Scction (8
ta the Narth line of Government Lot 4 thence §86°-42'-32°E, $30.00 {cet along said North Linc; thenee NOO®-23'-22°W, 209. g5 '
feet 1o the South rfight-of-way line of U S, 7107 and U.S.H, "144°; thence §85°-58'-20°€, 375.34 fccl along said South right-of-
way line; thence S00*-23'-22" I3, 205.0) fect 10 the Nonh Linc of Government Lot 4 and 1o the point of beginning; thence 506°-47.

4D, 15).15 feet 1o the West line of 1ands described in Jacket 3002, Image 17; thence S00°-23°-22°E, 230.06 fect anng the Weyt
line of lands deseribed in Jacket 3699, Image 17 to the North right-of-way line of e Wisconsin Centeal Limited Railroad; thence
N87°-11'-53' W, 75.00 feet along said Nonh Line 1o the Cast Linc of lands described in Jacket 1910, Image 33; thence NOO*.23"-

22°W, 150.00 (ccl along said Cast linc and its cxtension Northerly; thence N18*-36°-13°E, 167.29 fect to the point of beginning.

LEGTBILITY IMPAIRED e

|
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STATE HAT OF WISCONSIN FORM Y - 1991

QUIT CLAIM DEED

305741

__ Duocimeat Number
This Deed, made between Lawrence O. Lawe

JuL 26

Ellen P-opson i"'
Q,}A Register of Dends

4
1b

. .
'.-Jl;n‘.-‘ T rMisconnn Calymet Gy, |

ceyyet ad Filed
r-mn_ L,Qj P

.

Grani
e "Grantor, quit claims to Grantee the following described real estate in
Calumet _ County, State of Wisconsin' ,J 57 74 l 15
nfing A
Nasie ond Retum Addnem
Attonicy Gonfon E. Stiflings
See Avached 1.O. Box Y8

Neenah, W1, 54956

Fareed Tderbfication Rumlar (1MN)
This 8904 homestesd propeny.
(is) (is not)

Tax Key Nos. 010-0000-000-0-20 18 1E-05-040R: HO-00M0-XXKNLRI-D- 201K IB-AHS-090U;

DHINONO-ODNHLRXELL- 20T R IXASDIAE

Together with all appustenan) rights, ttle and Infeposts

Datedthis 11 dayof June

200

nn l’é%“l Mn HARO )ﬁ(m’iiﬁ '
aul &4 v;ﬁ S T06 06 Wia Sish )

TIHNS IS TRUMENT WAS DRAITED Y
Atlommey Gonton E. Stilings |

Eg‘mluﬂs may be authenticatad vr ok luin.\l_ Vet ace o8
N 2eaTy.)

TRANS!’ER
N 4 30
At
FEE
004
ACKNOWLEDGMENT
STATT OF WISCONSIN )
Y-
Couunty. }
I'u-lmll\ cane hefore me this dn ot

the ubune nomal

fome b o be the prasos) whe esecuied lxe foregong
stnanenl and ackhimwlale the e

No\m.)' l-‘;l\\l;c, Sule of Wraeiain
My Comnncsxon is permanxnt (f mol, sinte esxpimntion dite

*hames [ perwons wigning in am capecity sl he ypal 1o snniad helow their sigatures

BIATF X llrlll( LEASIAY

QUTT CLAIM DEED FYIRM Ne.

‘l (UL ANAR TIE IR R RUTAR T CIANTA S TEUETE U1 AL TR AN DT CLN T

“30LVEI40 KILJOEDIRK AINNOD LIRATYD *NILTV INVL
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WANRANTY DEDD
8TATE OF WIRCONSBIN » FEHH -

03541 '

DOCUMENT KO,

This ladcmurc. Made thir.__ 206D sy of. Octaberl. 1
A. D, 1087 between ..._BANK_OF LITTLE CHUTE i
a Corporatlon duly organlzed and existing under ond by I
virtue of the laws of the State of Wisconsin, located ot Little Chute i.
Wisconsln, party of the fist part, and Jobn _E. Schmalz and H, J. i;
wrdEDOER 0NN NG, A5 _tepants 1n common, 1

THIS SPACT RECIEAVED FOR ALCORDING DATA

REGISTERS OFFICE

CALUMET COUNTY Wi
Neceived for Recerd
oyt (04 s 192?_—
10:85

Jlmlﬁ______lnr:dma 7
@mmm)gﬂmwwt )

| Y S— of the sccond part.

Witaesseth, That the sald party of the first pat, for and In considerationof the sum 1'
of.. $1.00 ard other good and valuable consideration |l

to {t paid by the s1id pm.......i.g-.‘-i... of the second part, the recelpt whereof Is hereby confessed and ||
acknowledged, hay glven, granted, bargalned, sold, semlsed, released, allened, conveyed and con- ‘¢
firmed, and by these present: docs give, grant, bargain, sell, remise, allen, convey, and confirm unio &
the s3id part...28S._._
the County of..... ...CalumeL.

Stote of Whiconsin, to-wle:

SEE RIDER ATTACHED

I!TIIIN TO

Hegntet

-+ --- VAN HOOF, VAN.HOOF- &. CORNETT
200 Eazt Maln Avenus

P.D, Bax 27
Ullh Chule. Wl 54140- 0027

of the second part,.......t0eir___ helrs ond sssigns farever, the followlng duulbcd rc:l clme, nluaud in

TRANSFER

s 225.00

FEE

SIHL (9) (€) 0£°€£98 i€ QIHSITAVISI SAYVANYVIS HIIM IONVAYOIOV NI (3HdviOOLOHA INIWnoud

(1F NECEFSARY, CONTINUD DESORIPTION ON NEVENSE S1DB) '
Together with all and singular the heredi and opp h belonging or In any wise appertalning; and all the
estate, sight, title, Intesest, claim or demand whatioever, of the sald pacty of the first pas, cither In law or equily, either In possession ar Y
expectancy of, In and to the sbove bargained premises, and thelr heredl and apputtenances,
To have and to hold the 30id premises as sbove described with the heteditaments and sppurtenances, unto the sald part..L8S_.—_...

of the second part, end to. thelr helrs and assigns FOREVER,
And the said Bank_of Little Chute .
party of the first pact, for Itaclf and Hs sucezssons, docs covenant, grant, bargain and agree to and with the said puL..‘Le_s _____ of the |

second par,

their. heles and assigns, that st the time of the enseallng and Jelivery of these presents It iy well

scleed of the premlses sbove described, o3 of a good, sure, perfect, abioluie and Indefeasible estate of inhecitance In the law, In fee almple, ||

and that ibie same are frec and clear from sl encumbrances whatever, except. EPA_Access. Agreement_and !
.................. e RAREMENES. 80d_restrictions of record

-Buyers.acknouledae. thak.a portion.of. the Subleck PLOPErty. bas heen. determined. hazardes i
~ta.human.health or.velfare or._the environmeot by the lnited States Envirenmental .. .. -

6961 TJU 30 Ava QE

T
vl

LWPratection.d8ency.s

and that the above bargained premuezs In the quiet and peaceable possession of the said pari... LOS...._... of the second part. -._thelr....
heics, and asslgns, agalnst oll and every person or persons fawlully elaimlng the shole or any part thercof, It will forever WARRANT and

DEFEND.
In Witness Whereof, the sald

Bank of Little Chute

party of (he first part, has caused these presents 1o be signed by
its Presldent, and countensigned by.......Gerald. DeBruin,. its. Vice. President.

T..F, DeBruin

...... Little.Chnte
h Octaher:

.. day of.

BIGHED AND BEALED IN )'i2HENCH OF

A D, 1987
_BANK OF LITIRE CHUTE

XA ETNAUY.

Wisconsin, and its corparate seal to be hereunto affixed, this

Carpoials damo

G;/' /uc /?// L

of the above named Corporation, to me known to be the persons who neculqd the hm-gomg Innmmtnl end to me known to be such

Presilent and Seeretary of sald Corporation, and scknowledged that they execited The forcsmng mmmn:nl o3 such oflicers a3 the deed of

Prealdant
T. F. D=Bruin
CIUNTERBIGNED?

%,é// /@MD TR
Corald Do resident “‘
STATH OF WISCONSIN l(
DUTAGANIE County | i:
Penomll, eame_before me, this 20th day of October A. D. 1. 82 i
T. DeBruin Presldent, ond Gerald DEBI lﬂn . Secretary “
1

sald Corporatian, by its authority.

THI8 INBTRUMENT WAS DRAPTED BY

NOTARY
Paul M. Curnestt, Attorney BEAL

the \Wiiconsln Stslules provides that oI} (nstrumeals to h:
Sullan », il “’lﬁlol:, 1 £8nteed, wun:uu Pnrnl potary. Section 39.313 nlmllnly ‘NH rrl |

& hamn o

CRo 7. G BT

Paul M .Cornett._ :‘ .1

Notary Publ}
My cummlu

L SHheR. gl ...

e XA, W

on #XI\W:") U!{Q‘\ Hnrmnnr.nr
ity :
b ’,lm"w Npk\h Iy prinud n'; w:m.“:'rl ;”a"'.’,%"

mmlnl spency -h ch, drafted such imirument, shall be ;llnlrd I;pmllmnhlaugmd ot wtilien Ihmu\ |n u lepible manser.)

WANNANTY NEEP—Hy Corporntion

FORM o, 8

Wheansin Lreyal Blank Co. Inc.
Milwau'ies, Wis,

[ - - [

v ]
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A parcel of land iIn that part of the West 60.0 acres of the North 1/2 of
the Northwest 1/4, lying South of the South line of the Public Highway, in
Section 18, T20K, RI8E, Town of Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin, more
particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point in the South line of the Pubiic Highway, such point
being 530.0 feet Easterly of the interseccion of said South line with the
West line of said West 60.0 acres: thence South on a line that is parallel
to the west line of said West 60 acres, 262.5 feet more or less to the
South line of the sald N} of the said NWl, thence East on said South line
a distance of 300.0 feeti thence North on a line that is parallel to the
Westerly line of the parcel as herein described, a distance of 275.00
feet, more or less, to the South line of the Public Highway, thence
Westerly on the South line of the Public Highway, a distance of 300.00
feet to the place of beginning.

ALSO

A parcel of laind in that part of the West 60.0 acres of the North 1/2 of
the Northwest 1/4, lylng South of the South line of the Public Highway, in
Section 18, T20N, RI8E, Town of Harrilson, Calumet County, Wisconsin, more
particularly described as followst

Beginning at a point in the South line of the Public Highway, such point
being 830.0 feet Easterly of the intersection of sald South line with the
West line of said West 60.0 acrest thence South on & line that 1s parallel
to the West line of said West 60.0 acres, a distance of 275,00 feet more
or less, to the South line of the said N} of the said NW{, thence East on
said South line a distance of 75 feeti thence North on a line that is
parallel to the Westerly line of a parcel as hereln described, a distance
of 237.0 feet., more or less, to a point on the South line of the public
highway, thence Westerly on the South line of the Public highway a
distance of 75.00 fect to the place of beginning.

Excepting therefrom: All that part of the NWi NWl, Section 18, T20N,
RI8E. as described 1n Volume 79 of Deeds page 275, that Is bounded on the
North by the South line of USIl 10 and 5TH 114 as It now exists and 1is
bounded on the South by a linc described as follows: Commencing at a
point: on the West line of saoid Section 18, a distance of 1063 feet S
0°48'W of the Northwest cornor thereofi thence N89°11'E along the right of
way reference line of USH 10 and STH 114, a distance of 400 fcet to a
perpendicular line herefnafter referred to us "Line A"t therce N89°11'E
674.7 feeti thence on a linc of a 1°00' curve to the right, 558.3 feet to
a radial lines tacnce Southerly along said radial linc, 189 feet to the
point of beginning: thence Westerly to a point on "Line A", 75 fcat South
of said reference line.

Said parcel contains 0.60 ocres. more or less, exclusive of all lands
previously acquired or now used for highway purposes.

All that part of Iractional Government lots 3 and 4 of Section 18, T20N,
R18E, Town of Harriscn, Calumet County, Wisconsin, more fully described us
follows:

The Wast 75 feet of the following described premises:

Beginning at a point on the North right of way line of the Chicago.
Milwaukee and St. Paul Roilroad that is 850 feet East of the West line of
Fractional Lot 4, suid West line being the West line of Section 18: thence
North 180 feet pasrallel with the West line of Fractional Lot 4i thence
Easterly parallel with the North right of way line of said railroad 20
feets thence North 50 feet parallel with the West lipe of Fractional lot
4, thance Easterly parallel with the North right of way linc of said
railroad 450,5 feety thence Svuth 230 feet purallel with the West line of
Fractional Lot 4, thence Westerly alony the railroad right of wayline 470.5
feet to the point of beginning, reserving the Southerly 40 feet thereof
for roadwvay purposcs,

A parcel of land in Lot 4, Section 18, T20N, RIBE, Iown of flarrison,
Calumet County, Wisconsin, described as follows:

Beginning at the Intersection of the North line of the Milwaukee and
Northern Railroad Cowpany right-of-way (now Chicago, Milwoukee and St.
Peul Railway) and the East line of the County Line Road right-of-way and
extending North 0°51' West 180.0 feet to a points thence North B7°16' East
502.0 feet to a pvint of beginningi thence North B7°l6' Fast 335.0 feet to
a pointi thence North 0°51' West 50,0 feet to a pointt thence South 87°16'
West 335.0 feet to a pointy thence South 0°51' East 50.0 feet to the point
of beginning.
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4 pieve of land in Government Lot 4 of Section 18, T20N, RIBE, Town of
Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin. more fully described as follows:
Commencing at a point where the North line of the right of way of the C.M.
and St. P. R.R. intersects the East lire of the County Line road. thence
North 230 feet along the East line of said County Line road, thence East
along the South line of lands now owned by parties of the first part, 497
feet being the place of beginning, thence North parallel with the East
line of said County Line road, 50 feet, thence East along the North line
of lands now owned by parties of the first part. 373 feet. thence South
pargllel with the East line of the County Line road, 50 feet, thence West
along the South line of lands now owned by parties of the first part, 373
feet, to the place of beginning.

ALSO

A percel of land in Government Lot 4 of Section 18, T20N, RIBE, Town of
Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin, described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the East line of the County Line road.
and the North line of the right of way of the C.M, and St. P, and P, R.R.
right of way, thence North 280 feet along the East line of said County
Line road, thence Easterly along the South boundary of lands now owned by
parties of the first part, to a point which is 497 feet East of the East
line of saild County Line road, being the place of commencement, thence
North parallel with the East line of the County Line road. 50 feet, thence
East slong the North line of lands now ownec by parties of the first psrt,
373 feet, thence South parallel with the East line of the County Line
road, 50 feet, thence West along the South line of lands now owned by
parties of the first part, 373 feet., to the place of heginning.

ALSO

A parcel of land in Government Lot 4, of Section 18, T20N, RI18E, Town of
Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin, described as follows:

Commencing at a point where the West line of said Section 18, intersects
the Southerly line of State Trunk Hlighway #114 us now luid out, thence
Last: slong the Southerly line of saild Scate Trunk Highway #114. a distance
of 430 feet, thence South on a line thst 1s parallel to the West line of
Section 18, a distance of 233 feet, more or less, to the North line of
said Government Lot 4, said polnt to be the point or place of beginning of
the premises hereln described: thence East a distance of 375 feet, thence
South on a line that 1= porallel to the West line of sald Section 18, to
the Southerly line of vrantors land as described in a decd recorded in
Volume 86 of Deeds on page 314, of Calumet County Records, thence in a
Norihwesterly direction along the Southerly line of Grantors land a
distance of 35 feet, more or less, thence north 100 feet along the line of
Grantors land as described in 86 Deeds 314 thence West along the line of
Grantors land as referred to above, a distance of 340 feety thence North
parallcl with the West line of Section 18, to the puvint of begiring.

ALSO

A parcel of land in Government Lots 3 and 4 in Section 18, T20N, RIBE,
Town of Harrison, Calumet County, Wisconsin. described as follows:
Commencing at a point where the West line of Section 18 intersects the
Nor:h right-of-way of the Chicago, Milwaukee and St, Paul Railroad; thence
Eosc along sald right-of-way a distance of 2568 feet to the East line of
said Goverament Lot 3y thence North along the East line of said Lot 3 a
distance of 230 feet to a point which shall be the place of beginning,
thence West a distance of 1663 feet, more or less. ta the Last line of the
property conveyed by Grantors to Grantees by Warranty Deed recorded in
'ol, 88 of Deeds on page 4361 thence North on a line parallel to the West
line of said Sectlon 18 to the North line of said Government Lot 4: thence
Eas* along the North lines of Government Lots 4 and 3 to the Easturly line
of sald Government Lot 3; thence South along the East line of said Lot 3
to the place of beginning, less the East 250 fect of the described
property. it belng the intention of the Crantors, by this instrument, to
convey all of the remaining land to which they hold title in said
Covernment Lots 3 and 4.
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=l Also all existing, future or potential common law or statutory easements or rights of !
] access between the right of way of the highway, currently designated as USH 10 and STH !
g 114 and all of the abutting remaining real property of the owners, whether acquired by !
) separate conveyance or otherwise, where the following described real estate abuts on N
Ez the said highway: The NW} NWi, Section 1B, T20N, RIBE, as described in Volume 79 of
2 Deeds, page 275.
-0 Except the right of access to said highway from abutting lands on the South side of |
' - the highvay by means of one access point pursuant to the provisions of Section
o= 86.07(2), Wis. Stats.
) 2 Also limited highway easements for the right to construct and maintain drainage
8 sections including for such purpose the right to operate necessary equipment thereon, N
) the right of ingress and egress, as long as required for such public purpose, ¢
2 including the right to preserve, protect, remove or plant thereon any vegetation that |
rog the highway authorities may deem desirable to prevent erosion of the soil, in and to ' :
T the following tracts of land in Calumet County, Wisconsin, described as: A strip of : 1
| L'!' land 50 feet in width extending through said owners lands in Gov. Lot 3, Section 18, ! '
a T20N, RI1BE, the West line of sald strip being described as Follows: Commencing at s .
' “u point on the West line of said Section 18, a distance of 1063 feet South of the ’
2 Northwest corner thereofi thence N89°11'E, 906.1 feet to a point herelnafter referrcd
E! to a "Point B"i thence N89°11'E, 168.6 feet: thence on & line of a 1°00' curve to the !
’ z right, 5%58.3 feety thence S85°4'E, 345,67 feet to the point of beginning: thence /‘
) b S1°43'W, to the South line of saild owners lands.
o Also a strip of land 50 feet in width extending through said owners lands in Gov. Lot j
Loy 4, Section 18, T20N., RI8E, the West line of ssid strip being described as follows:
} = Beginning at "Point B": thence SI°06'W, 337.5 feet: thence S2°26'E, 414.9 feet, :
;’ '
l & .' {
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‘ DOCUMENT NO, STATE BAR OF WISCONSIN — FORM 2
. WANRANTY DEED
165884
RECS5TERS O

Gerald W. Schmalz and Marie A. Schmalg,

Fusband and wife, and each in thelr own righﬁ
for a good and valuakble consideration

Y conveys and warranis to__Gregory A. Schmalz

mewAnte Attorney David K. Sp
CURTIS, MACKENZIE & VANDER LOOP,

h Salumet P.0. Box 735

e lollowing describad real estate In_ ] - County, Oshkosh, WI 54902
Siats of Wisconsin: ALL that part of Fractional Iots Three (3) = '

and Four (4) of “ection Eighteen (18),Township Twenty (20)
North, Range Eiynteen (18) East, Town of Harrison, Calumet]
Qounty, Wisconsin described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the North right-of-way line of the TaxKeyho. . |
Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad that is One Thousand Tiiree Hundred Twenty and Five
:Tenths Feet (1,320.5') East of the West lirne of Fractional Iot Four (4) said West line being
the West line of Section Eighteen (18); thence North Two Hundred Thirty Feet (230°) parallel
| with the West line of Fractional Lot Four (4); thence Easterly parallel with the North right:
(of~way line of said railrocad One Thousand Two Hundred Forty-seven and Tive Tenths Feet
(1,247.5'); thence South Two Hundred 'Thirty Feet (230'); thence Westerly along the railroad !

right-of-way line One Thousand Two Hundred Forty seven and Five Tenths Feet(l,247.5') to the
point of beginning. Also the right-of-ingress and egress over a rortion of land described
|as follows:

'Beginning at a point cn the North Right-of-way line of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 0
jRailroad that is One Thousand Three Hundred Twenty and Five Tenths Feet (1,320.5') East of i
‘the West line of Fractional Lot Four (4); thence Westerly Four Hundred Seventy and Five

il

Tenths Feet (470.5') along the North line of said railroad; thence North Forty Feet (40'); '
| thence Easterly parallel with il Nocth line uf said Railroad Four Hundred Seventy and Five |
I'Tenths Feet (470.5'); thence South Forty Feet (40') to the point of haginning. '

5
{ This _Jﬁ_ homastaad property. FEE 1
'

{Is} {Is noy) 1
: Exceotlon to warrantles: :
H 1
i #7288 i
EXEMPT :
Dated this _ 22 day of /ﬁ{'js-ém e fR '
l {SEAL) _.\%’1/4/’77 sz {SEAL)
L. +GERALD W. SCHMALZ
17 ’ v
: (SEAL) '/)ld ~L<.U,5/ ssﬁl + "-41-7{1 (SEAL)
. +MARTE A. SCHMALZ
AUTHENTICATION ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
SIan?ulen al ticated this £ o day of STATE OF WISCONSIN ‘
NAN4 P I L8 L2 5s k
- '/ " — . Gounly.
A TS - ﬂ Sy —T T T Personally came belore me, this - day of
[R— P —
David K. Sparr .19
TITLE: MEMBEII STATE BAR OF WISCONSIN the sbova nemed ____
Hnot— _
autharized by § 706.06, Wis. Stals.)
This inglrumen! was drailed by
Attorney David K. Sparr
to ma known to ha the pareon ___ wh.o axecuted the totegaing lr;~
airumant and acknowludgad the same.
(Slgnalures may be authgniicaled or acknowladgao. Both are not r—
nacesJary.) —_—
Motary Public County, Wis,
“tamas ol pars>ns pgang in pny Capaciy Musl ba 1¢ped or phinted be'c. 1hels algnsiuras k‘y Cnmmlsslon s narmanoni. ‘." n'-)l. siata BKD"!“DH dato:
. [ |- N

" \WANRANTY DEED -~ 3TATE D71 OF WISCONSHI, FROM ND 2 ~ 1977



Stack No. 11142 [6H88

. . . B Piepared for ana intengeg for use by commercial
428 (12/80) DINRS 1n ansaChgns goverrec by Wisconsm Law
vasconaln Banksr's Assaclslion

*%T3'S OFFICE
L TOURTY, WL

REAL ESTATE MORTGAGE Recton 057 2030 e
(May use lnr;ﬂ buslness putpose loan, {2} loan to an organlzation, (3) loan exceading $25,00u ezzel o,
or {4) loan of 525,000 or less }f ncl governed by 1he Wisr.onsln Consumer Acl.) 7/‘)‘_3’ ok ﬁ 1. 253 Resgrérd In
— Gregory A, Schmala
{"Muorigagor”,
whelher one or mimore) morigages, conveys and wanrants lo Val]-EV
_Northern Bank
{"Londer"’}
In consideration of the sum of Five Thousand and no/100- - -
- - -~ - === —= ool & 5,000.00 ), | RETURN TO
Jnoned o 10 bo loaned 1o Gregory A. Schmalz Valley Northern Bank
jorrower' _ whelhor ona or more), 402 E. Wisconsin Ave.
ovidenced by Borrower's note(s) dated 0"t°ber 18 1982 A{"Pl elton 4 W1 54911
tha real estale descilbed below, together wilh all
privilages, heredilaments, and appur . 8l rents, lcases, Issues and
proflia, ali awards and payments made as a result of the axercise of the righl of eminent
domaln, and all exisiing and fulure improvemenls and fixturos (afl zalled 1ne “Property™).
1. Descriplion of Praparty.  (This Praperty 15 _no tho d of Morlgagor.) Tax Key =

{Is) {is noy

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A".

"The obligation secured hereby, at the option of the holader of the ncte,
shall become due and paysble immediately, without notice, upon transfer of
the mortgagors' interest in the property mortgaged herel.n by deed, land
contract, or any other means of conveyance or transfer."

Qa It checked hern, doscriplion Is contlnued on reverse sldp or allached sheet.

2. Tue. Margagar watrants tille 1o the Pragerty, excepling only resticions and easemamts ol secord. municipal and zonlna ordi-

nances, current laxes ang assessments not yel due and none

3. Escrow. Interes| ___________ bepaijon escrowed tunds required under paragrapk. 7(a) on the reverse side.
4. Addillonal val:ll‘g::ls,. (“htﬂll::'r‘loc;::gm shall observe and comply with the Addilonal Provislons on the reverse side. which ore incorpo-
rated hereln, and shall not rermil an avent of delault (o occur.
The undersigned acknowlcdges 1ecelpt of an exact copy of this Morlgage.
18th October 82

Signad and Sualed this day of .19,

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS

__ (SEAL) g.z_z_dm,)ﬂ s A A?_ A %,mm{é (SEAL)

[reva et 1o ertinia _ 1 3 |
£ Gregory A. Schmalz “
By: . (SEALT &
oo e D {SEAL)
5
K
-
o
- &’
Altest: (SEAL) & _ (SEAL)
. e - ) £
£

OPWERCIESISERINY AUTHENTICATION IRV SESSEIEY OR MEXEIRIRRNTE ACYNOWLEDGMENT INERARIFSEIRRR
STATE OF WISCONSIN
S'gnatures of Outagamie __ Counly

- Porecnaly came belorg me, this_ LB ay ot OCt . 1982
re;ory A achmal

ihe abowe nsmed

——— Ve e b e

wuthenticated this_________ day of

. r,-._

Thie: Momber Siste Bar rd Wisconsin nt —— to mn rLOWR )(?L the pe"r. — e wha e‘rcc.ucd the loreqoing
authorized under Sec. 706.06, Wis. Slats, In,lvumo d” ackny wlq i ) u.' -
— Ut Z— el foa
— / v 'Ihomas l'. nggﬁ :
This Insttument was dralted by
. SN ‘ Notary nunn:__%,!,mig___ Counly, Wis
- _Thompas Ji.. Nogyen My Cominlsslon {Explies) #5,4.._{" le ._Z_L,_J_SL_

*Typo or print nome signad abuwn

nCm v lm




ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS

o

4. Morlgage As Securlly.  This Morlgage Is given lo secure prompt paymenl lo Lender ol the sum staled in the flis| paragraph of this
Morigage, plu: injarest and chargos, according 1o tho lerms of a promissory note(s) of Borrowes 1o Lendar 1dentifiad on ihe reverse sids, and
any or modilicall and any oddiionsl sums loaned by Lender to any Morlgagor, to eny Mortgagor and anolher of to
anather guatanleed or endorsod by any Mongage.t agreed 1o be secured by Ihis Morigage except credll 1he granting of which Is subject lo
the Wisconsin Consumar Act, plus Interest and charges (all called the “'Hole”). and 1he parlormance of all ccnvenents, conditlons and agrec-
ments contalned In this Marigage, and to the eclenl not prohibiled by taw costs and expenses ol collection or enfoicoment, Y ihe Note is
paid according lo is lerms, and all olher paymenis are made and all alher lgrms, ditlens, and anr Ined in this
Morlgage end 1he Nole oce performed then Ihls Morlgage ceases and is vold.

5. Taxez. Yp the exien' noi pald 1o Lender uador §7in). Morigagor shall pay belare ther bacoma delnguent all ta«es, assessmenis and
other chargos which may be lovied or assessad agoinst the Proporty, or aguinst Lendar upon this Morigage or the Nole or alher debl secured
by this Morlgage, or upon Lendar’s Inlerest In the Properly, and dellver 1o Le=nder recelpls showing limely payment,

B. Insurarce. Martgagor shall k<op tho Impeovements on tha Property Insured 2galnst direct luss or damage ocrasloned by fre, ex-
tendad coverage perlis and such other hazards as Lendor may saquira. through insurers approved by Londer, In amounls, without co-
Insurance, not less Ihan the unpald baiancoe ol the Noto o: the full raplacement value. whichever is less, and shall pay the promiums when
due. The policias shall conlaln the standard morlgage clause in lavor of Lgnder and, uniess Lender otherwisa agreas In willing, the orlginal
of oll polictes covaring tha Property shatl be deposited with Lender, Mortgagor shall pramplly giva natice af lass lo Insurance companies and
Lander, All pracaeds tram such Insurance shall be applied, al Lender's optian, to the Inslaliments of tho Notu in the Inverse order of thelr
maturllles (wilhoui punally lor prepayment) or 1o the ion ol the Imp: on lho Properly. In 1he event of foreclosura of this
Muitgage or olhor trangler of *llle to the Property, in Ingul ol Ihe i d sacured harcby, all right, Wlo, and Interest of
Mastgagor In and 10 any ins:iance then [n lorce shall pass to Ltha purzhasar or geaniee.

T. Morigagar's Covenanis, Morigagnr convenanis:

(s} Escrow. To pay Lander sulficlant tunds at such limes 3s Lender designates, lo pay (1) Lho estimaled ennual real ostate laxes and
sssessmentc on the Proporty, (2) all property Insurance premlums when due, and (2, If peyments owad under the Nole are
guarantead by mortgage guaranly Insurance, tho premiums necossary lo pav lof such inzurance which Lender may cancel al any
tirna. Upon demand, Morigagor shall pay Le«der such addilonal <ums as are necessary to pay lhese Rems In full whan due.
Lende? shall apply thase 1s againsi the \axes, ments and insurance premiums when due. Escrowed funds may be

camming’ed with Lender’s general funds;

(b) Conditlon und Repsir.  To kaep the Properly In gcod and tenanlable condition and rapalr, and to resioro or replace damagod
or aastroyed improvements and fixtures;

(c} Llens. To keep the Properly frce from liens ond encumbrances superior lo the I'en of 1his Morigage:
id) Wasta. Nol 10 c~mmii wasie of pormi wasio 1o ba commiited upon the Properly:

{e) Conreyance. Not lo scll. assign, lease, mortgage, convey or nihenwvise transler any lega! or eawltable inteiest in all or part of
the Property. or permit the same to occur withoul the prior wiltlen consenl of Lender and. without nolica to Mortgagor. Lender
moy deal with any lransferce as o his inferes) In tha sam 2 manner as wilh Morlgaqor, withoul 1n any way discharging the Hablilty
ol Morigagor hereunder or upon Ihe Nole hereby secured;

(1) Altaration or Removal.  Nol 1o remave, demollsh or matesislly aller any parl of the Properly. withoul Lender's prlor wrlllen con-
serl, except Moriqogor muy remove 3 lixtute, provided the fixlure is prompily replaced with anolner {Ixfure of ol least equal
utllity;

(g) Condemnation. To pay !o Lender ali compensallon recelved lur tha taking of the Properly, ur any part. by condemnalion pro-
cevulngs (including payinenls in compromise of d afion p dings). and all c ation received os damages lor
Injury 1o the Properly, or any pait. The ¢ nllon sha'l be applicd in such as Lender determings to rebullding of the
Property or lo Instaliments ol the Noic In the Inverse ordes ol their maturitles (viibout penally for prepayment);

{h) Ordinences; Inspacllon.  To comply wilh all faws, ordinances and requintions alfecting the Pioperty. Lender and its aulhorlzed
repiesentalivos may enler the Propeirly al seasonable !mes 1o inspect ot and ot Lendes’'s option, 1epab ot sesiore L

{i) Subrogallon.  That 1the Lender Is herehy subrogaled to the Hen of any motlgage of other Hien discharqed. 1 whole or in pard, by
the proceeds of the Nole.

8. Authorily ol Lender to Pertorm Jor Marlasgor. i Mertgagor Jalls 1o perform any ol Morigagor's duties sel loith In this Mortgagoe.
Lender may perlarm the dulles or causo them to e performed, Including without limliation signing Morigagot’s name or piying any ametnt
50 roqulred, and the cost shall be due on demand and secured by his Morigage. bearing inleresl at the highest rate staled In pny Note but
not in excess of tha maximum ratg permitied by law from the date ol expeaditure by Lender 10 the date of payment by Mortgagor,

8. Dolaull; Accelsration; Remadles. 1!, (a) there I a talluze 10 make a paymen! under the Note whe'. due and such dofaull continues for a
petiad of ten days, {b) Morigagor tails timely to observe of perlorm any of Mortgagor's cenvenants comained in 1his Morlgage, {c) any ropiesenta-
lion or warranly rnads In 1his Morigage or otherwise to induca Lender to extend credil 1o Murigagcris false In any malenal respoct when made, or
() Morlgagor or a suiaty for tha Nole dies, ceasus 1 exisi or becomes Insolvent or he subject of bankruptcy or other Insolvency proceedmngs. the
Nola will, at tha cplion of Lsnder and without nolice. which is hereby waived, be payable iminediately, and Lender may collecl the same Ina sui at
faw ot by foreciosure of tnis Mosigage by action or adverlisement or by the exercise ol any olher remedy available al taw or equily

10. Walvor. Lender may walve anv defacll without walving any other subsequent or prior delault by Marlgagor.

11. Power ol Salo. In the eveni ol lareciosure, Lender may soll tho Property at public sale and erccule and deliver 1o the purchasers
droeds of conveyance pursuant lo statuto.

12. Rweceiver. Upon the commencament or during the peadency o' an action lo fareclose this Morlgare. or enforce any othor temedles
ol Lander under 11, withoul regard o the adoquacy of Inadequacy of the Praperly as securily far tha Note, tho courl may appolni a recelver
ol .- Propeny (Inciuding homestead Inlnresi) wilroul band, and may empower Ihe recerve” to take passession ol the Property and collect
{he renls, issues and profits of the Praperty and cagrcisge such olonr powors s Ihe cowsl may grant urth the conlimation of sale. and may
order the rents. [ssues and prolils, when so collecled, 1o be held and applied as Ihe court may ditect.

13. Foraclosura Without Daticiancy Judgment. If tho Propeny is a ono lo lour famlly rosldence that Is owner-azcupled al the com-
mencemoni of a ipisciosure, a form, a church or owned by a 1ax oxampt charilable oigonization, Morlgagor agraes 16 the provisions of sac,
846.101, Wis, Slais., and as |hg samo may bo amended or renumbered from time o lime, permitting Lender, upon waiving tka tight to fudg-
ment for delictenty, 1o hold tho loroclosure sale of real estate of 20 acres or loss slx months aller o foreclosure judgmeni is entered, Il the
Property Is other than a one o four famlly resldence thai is ownor-occupicd at the commmencemy™) of a toreclosure, a larm, a church or a tax
exomp) chaliable organtzation, Morngagor agiecs 1o ihe provisions of sec, 845103, Wis. Sials. and as Ihe same "aay be amended or re-
numberad kom time to time, permitiing Lende:, upon waiving tha tight to judgmont for deticlency, 1o hold the foreclosure sale of reat astate
Ihrea months alier a loroclosura Judgmeni s enlared.

14, Expansss, 10 the exlent not prohibliod by law. Mongagor shall pay all reasonadle cosis and erpeases, Including withoul timltatlon
Miorneys’ fees ard expenses al outainlng btle evidence, {ncurred by Lender in lorecinsing thls Morgage.

15, Sevarablily. nvaildity or un2niorceablilty of any proviston of Lhis Morigage hall not atlect the validily or enlos-eabliily of any other
pravislon.

16. Succousors and Assigns.  Tho obligations af all Morigagors are jolr! and sever-l. This Mbrigage benctits Lender. ils successors and
asstans, and binds Morigagor(s) and Ihelr respeclive helrs, personal representatives, successors and assimgns,




EXHIBIT "A"

" Siatu ot Wisconsin, AL that part of PFractional Lots Three (d)

pand 1o () ol heetion Eightowen (18) lownship ‘twenty (20}

INaLh, Ruepe Eightoen (18) East, Yo ol barrison, l.‘-'lluwl.i

j Crtnty, Wisooniin deseribed as follows:

tharisming ot o point on the North right-of-way line of the
Chicogo, Milwaukee and St Paul failmoad that iz One Thousand Three Hundred Twenty and Pive |
et hes Peot (1,320.5°) LEast of the Wesk line ol Fractiond Lot Fouwr (4) said West line being:
o went line of fection Elghteen (1P); thence North 1wo Jlundred “thirty Foet (230°) jarall.ld
whihy U Yest Line of Fractional Lot Four (4); Uience Lasterly parallel with thee North raght=
‘(.n—w.v,' fine of gaid raillroad tme Yhousand Mo Nundeod Forcy-seven asd Pive Tonths FPect

(L, 2000 dwenee South wo Hlundsred thicty Fooet (230'); thonce Westerly atong the railroad .
rrght-ol=way line One ‘Mousand wo fundred Forty sceven iond Five foenchs Feot (L,247.50) o the

jeint o Iasdnning, Aduo the right-ol=ingress and cyress aver a portion ol land deseribed
i bt Vo

)ty at o point on the North Right-of-way line of the Micago, dilwauke: & St Paul .
i Lrovet that G5 (ne Thousand hrea Ywdred ‘hventy asd Five Teaths oot (1,320.5') Base of !
the Wesit e o' Froactional Lot Four (4); thence Westerly Four Hadeod Scventy and Mive
Tenthe, et {470,090 adong Tthe North Yine o! saild railroad; thence Worth Forty Feet (40');
Jthenov eterly waral el with te North Line of said adlroad Four Hundrad Seventy and Mive
STentes e L1 LT thenoe South Farty oot (A0°) o the joint of eatmring.
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\ PORM NO. 185-A
HL Muter

CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. _2% .
SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE: ‘F (’

1, ROBERT F. REIDER, REGISTERED WISCONSIN LAKD SURVEYOR, CERTIFY THAT
I HAVE SURVEYED, DIVIDED AND MAPPED PART OF GOVERNMENT LOTS 3 AND 4 AND
PART OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 20
NORTH, RANGE 18 EAST, TOWN OF HARRISON, CALUMET COUNTY, WISCONSIN,
DOUNDED AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST COHNER OF
SAID SECTION 18; THENCE S00-23-22F, 1320.25 FEET ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 18 TO THE NORTH LINE OF GOVERNMENT LOT {:
THENCF. $86-12~32F, 353.19 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING S$86-42-32E, 176.81 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH
LINE; THENCE N0OO-23-22W, 209.85 FEET TO THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
UY.S.H. "10" AND U.S.H. "114"; THENCE S85-58-20F, 3175.31 FEET ALONG SAID
SOUTH RIOHT-OF-WAY LINE; THENCE S00-21-22F, 205.01 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE
OF GOVERNMENT LOT 4; THENCE $86-42-32E, 1724.21 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH
LINE AND THE NORTH LINE OF GOVERNMENT LOT 3; THENCE S01-06-19E, 166.21%
FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF LANDS DESCRIBED IN JACKET 258, IMAGE 1; THENCE
N87~11-53wW, 1704.93 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE AND THE NORTH LINE OF
LANDS DESCRIBED IN JACKET 3600, IMAGE 17 TO THE WEST LINE OF SAID
DESCRIBED LANDS; THENCE S00-213-22F, 230.06 FEET ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
LANDS DESCRIBED IN JACKET 3600, IMAGE 17 TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF THE WISCONSIN CENTRAL LIMITED RAILROAD; THENCE NB7-11-53%, 75.00 FEET
ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE EAST LINE OF LANDS DESCRIBED [N JACKET 1910,
IMAGE. 33; THENCE N00-23-22W, [80.00 FEET ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE
NORTH LINF. OF SAID DESCRIRED 1LANDS; THENCE N88-25-07W, 113.87 FEET ALONG
SAID NORTH LINF TO THE EAST LINE OF LANDS DESCRIBED IN JACKET 3768, TMAGE
10; THENCE N00-23-22W, 50,00 FEET ALONG SAID EAST LINE AS EVIDENCED TO
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID DESCRIBED IANDS; THFENCE N88-25-07W, 5.00 FEET
ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE FAST (INE OF LANDS DESCRIBED [N JACKET 1944,
IMAGE 43 AS EVIDENCED; THENCE N00-23-22W, 100,00 FEET ALONG SAID EAST
I.LINE AND THE EAST LTNF OF LANDS DESCRIBED IN VOLUME 177, PAGE 710 AS
EVIDENCED TO THE NORTH LIKF OF LANDS DESCHRIBRED IN VOLUME 177, PAGE 710 AS
FVIDENCED; THENCE N8R-25-07W, 177,65 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
EAST LINE OF LANDS DESCRIBED IN VOLUME 8B, PAGE 445; THENCE N00-21-22W,
96.53 FEET ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. SUBJECT TO
ALL EASEMENTS AND RESTRICTIONS OF HECORD.

THAT 1 HAVE MADE SUCH SURVEY UNDER THE DIRECTION OF N.J. JENNERJOHN,
P.¢. ROX 274, HORTOXNVILLE, WISCONSIN 51944.

THAT THIS HAP IS5 A CORRECT REPRESENTATION OF THE EXTERIOR BOUNDARY
ILINES OF THE LANDS SURVEYED.

THAT 1 HAVE FULLY COMPLIED WITH THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 236.31 OF
THE WISCONSIN STATU THE SURDIVISION OHDINANCES OF CALUMET COUNTY.

RQAb R L. £-2898

SN
- T J
HOBERT F. REIDER, HLS-1251 DATED
v | koptar v. RLIOEA 7Y CAROW LAKD SURVEYING CO., INC.

51751 1837 W. WISCONSIN AVE., P.O. BOX 1297

NiuGL W APPLETON, WISCONSIN 54912-1297
0 A988.6 kv tm RFR 8-26-98
gl 4
""'n ¢ un e‘-“d'
o vav

CCUNTY TREASURER CERTIFICATE:
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THERE ARE NO UNPAID TAXES OR UNPAID SPECIAL
ASSESRSMENTS ON ANY OF THE LANDS INCLUDED IN THIS MINOR SUBDIVISION AS OF

1H[%_/§M“nAv OF__Deplember . 1998,
7
iﬂ:.{i‘_‘_—_—'_ L /.{I!.'_Z .______z :C‘“—.‘ .......

TREASURER, CALUMET COUNTY

TOWN TREASURER CERTIFICATE:
I HERERY CERTIFY THAT THERE ARE NO UNPAID TAXES OR UNPATD SPECIAL

ASSF3SHFNTS NN ANY O Tl_l ANDS INCLUDED IN THIS MINOR SUBDIVISION AS OF
THIS _ DAY OF__. ...y 1998,
A ]
1 L)’).(‘,LJJL\.LL,QA ) -
TgéZ%t- N OF

ER, TOW HARRTSON |

SHEFET 2 OF 3 SHEETS
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO._ 235 ____

PLANNING COMMITTEE CERTIFICATE:

PURSUANT TO THE LAND SUBDIVISTON REQULATIONS OF THE COUNTY OF CALUMET,
WISCONSIN, ALL THE REQUIREMENTS FOR APPROVAL HAVE BEFEN FULFILLED. THIS
MINOR SUBDIVISION WAS APPROVED BY THE CALUMET COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING
COMMI'TTEE ON THF. 33" DAY 0F38Hd‘£5hLﬁl, 14998.

D!RFCTOR CALUMET COUNTY PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

OWNER'S CERTIFICATE:

JOHN E. SCHMALZ AND H.J. JENNERJOHN, AS OWNERS, HFREBY CERTIFIES THAT
THEY CAUSFED THE LLAND DESCRIBED ON THIS CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP T0 RE
SURVEYED, DIVIDED AND MAPPED AS REPRESENTED HFREOX. THEY ALSO CERTIFY
THAT THIS MAP 15 REQUIRED BY SECTIONS 236.10 OR 236.12 OF THE WISCONSIN
STATUTES TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE FOLLOWING FOR APPROVAL: "OUNTY OF
CALUMET AND TOWN OF HARRISON.

WITNESS THE HAND AND SEAL OF SAID OWNER(S) THis/Hhpav OF‘E?ﬂﬁEleﬁQ(;_.
1998.

v A i C

JOHN E. SCHMALZ —

STATE OF WISCONSIN)
)5S
COUNTY OF CALUMET)

PERSONALLY CAME BEFORE ME Tulsﬁﬂéu.\\ orwr_. 1998, THE AROVE
TH

NAMED PERSON(S} TO ME KNOWN TO BE PERSON({'S} WHO EXECUTED THF
FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED THE SANMF.

'm'r,\m' Pum.za
MY COMMISSTON E\I'IRFSMM/A@_EK_-

Pt £L L 52658

ROBERT F. REIDER, RLS- 125% DATED
CAROW LAND SURVEYVING ¢O., INC.

P.O. BOX 1297, 1837 W. WISCONSIN AVE.
APPLETON, WISCONSIN §54912-1297
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DISCLAIMER: This map is ncither a lcgally rccorded map nor a survey and is not intended to be used as onc. This map is a compilation of records, information and
data located in various city, county, statc and federal offices and other sources regarding the arca shown, and is to be used for reference purposes only.

. SQURCES: Calumet County, Plansight LLC:Scptember 2006 for County Data, Acrial Imagery as specificd
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Tuesday,‘June 24, 2008

THE POST-CRESCENT

QUOTE OF THE DAY:
VOLATILE VOTE

e “We can't ask the peopleto
‘x cast their vote on June 27 when £
that vote will cost their lives.” [

MORG_AN TSVANGIRAL, Zimhabwe
uppﬂssimﬁ ieader, pulling out of the
violence-wracked presidential runoft

Foree

1 > For thg latest news from around the',nvaﬁan and around the world, visitvwww.post't:resce-nt.ctﬁbm G

5

| EPA To Review
Schmalz Dump Superfund Site -
Calumet County, Wisconsin

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is conducting a status
review of the Schmalz Dump Superfund site, town of Harrison,
Calumet County, Wis. The Superfund law requires regular

reviews of sites (at least every five years) where the cleanup is
complete but hazardous waste remains managed on-site. These
reviews are done to ensure that the cléanup continues to protect
human health and the environment.

| The review will include a summary of:
e Site information.
e How the cleanup was done.
‘e Effectiveness of the cleanup and any anumpated
future actions.
e  Ways for EPA to operate more efficiently.

EPA selected several actions for the site in 1987:
e A cover over contaminated soil.
e A ground-water monitoring program.
e A fence around the landfill.

' This is the third five-year review for Schmalz Dump. fliics
. previous-review was done in 2003. )

A five-year review report, which will be available in.

September, will detail the site’s progress. ¢
Site-related documents are available for review at: n

: »
UW-Fox Valley Library : : - A
1478 Midway Road - i &
Menasha

‘ Further information can be obtained by contacting: /
Susan Pastor : 1 Pamela Molitor .

: Community Involvement. Coord. Remedial Project Mgr.
pastor.susan@epa.gov molitor.pamela@epa.gov

EPA Region 5 Toll-Free: 800-621-8431,
weekdays 9 a.m. — 4:30 p.m. ’
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eton, died Sunday,
22, 2008, at Cherry
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5000689134

P. Dawson, age 85, of -

ility ClI.
Agility Classes
""’ Puppy Agility for Fun & Exercise
*& Beginner Agility

o Advanced Agility

Thursday evenings
with Cindy Siekierke

Saturday mornings

with Judith Michels

¢ Individual attention
¢ Positive reinforcement

© Small classes *f
® Experienced instructors

Animal Hospital of Oshkosh

1961 S. Washburn St., Oshkosh ® 235-2566

www.animalhospitalofoshkosh.com

7<Animal Hospit\;m\%shkosh |

Come join the fun and learn how to have a better behaved companion.

at Mg,
ile Sausage,

1g Profession

St., Appleton 4
:3~103lipl

T an Jiann

. [Foeessrees

Galliar Click.. We Deliver!

dozen arranged
long stemmed,

roses arranged

34.99

Call or Visit Us Online! 5}

* Appleton 1.800. 634.2652
5. © Neenah 731. 3136

e you.
2320 S. Memorial %
420 E. Northlan

LN&%&HJ~LhUd AH |, e

5000679786

APPLETON GREEN BAY

Fox River Mall 2771 Ramada Way
(Above the Northwoods Cafe) (920) 497-9996
(920) 738-6666

EPA To Review
Schmalz Dump Superfund Site
Calumet County, Wisconsin

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is conducting a status
review of the Schmalz Dump Superfund site, town of Harrison,
Calumet County, Wis. The Superfund law requires regular
reviews of sites (at least every five years) where the cleanup is
complete but hazardous waste remains managed on-site. These
reviews are done to ensure that the cleanup continues to protect
human health and the environment.

The review will include a summary of:
e  Site information.
e How the cleanup was done.
e Effectiveness of the cleanup and any anticipated
future actions.

e Ways for EPA to operate more efficiently.

EPA selected several actions for the site in 1987:
° A cover over contaminated soil.
° A ground-water monitoring program.
° A fence around the landfill.

This is the third five-year review for Schmalz Dump. The
previous review was done in 2003.

A five-year review report, which will be available in
September, will detail the site’s progress.

Site-related documents are available for review at:
UW-Fox Valley Library

1478 Midway Road
Menasha

Further information can be obtained by contacting:

Susan Pastor Pamela Molitor
Community Involvement. Coord. Remedial Project Mgr.

pastor.susan@epa.gov molitor.pamela@epa.gov

EPA Region 5 Toll-Free: 800-621-8431,
weekdays 9 a.m. — 4:30 p.m.

.
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Documents Reviewed

Declaration for the Record of Decision, Schmalz Dump, Harrison, Wisconsin,
September 30, 1987.

Preliminary Close out Report, 1993.

Five-Year Review Report, Schmalz Dump, Harrison, Wisconsin, EPA Region
S, Superfund Division, 1998.

Addendum to 1998 Five Year Review Report, EPA Region 5, Superfund Division
2001.

Second Five-Year Review Report, Schmalz Dump, Harrison, Wisconsin, EPA
Region 5, Superfund Division, 2003.

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources inspection reports 2003 through
2007.

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources groundwater sampling data 2003
through 2007.
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Analytical Results for M'W-1 TABLE 1
Schmalz Dump Superiund Site
PARAMETER UMITS 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 4/21/1998 | 7/21/1998 11/2/1998 9/9/2003 | 10/12/2004] 6/1/2008 | NR 140} | NR 140

Metals, dissolved Duplicate LF-NF | LF-F PAL ES
Arsenic ucyl < 3.0 <100 < 100 <100 <100 < 0.6 0.8 <0.8 1.1 - <1 5 50
Sarium ug/l 280 240 220 230 300 110 240 250 250 244 220 470 2000}
Zadmium ugl <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 < 0.02 0.08 0.04 0.05 <0.05 0.05 05 3
Zhromium ng/l 2 <10 <10 <10 10 1.7 2 3 3 2 1.9 10 100|
'_ead ug/t < 50 < 50 < 50 < 50 <50 <0.4 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <1.0 < 15 15
Mercury ug/l <0.20] <0.20] <0.20] <0.20] <0.20 NA NA NA NA <0.03 <0.03 02 2
Selenium ug/l <3 < 100 <100 < 100 <100 <1 <1 <1 <1 - 10 50
Silver ua/l <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0.28 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.1 <{).1 10 50
Common Anions |
Zluoride el <3.2 <3.2 <3.2 <3.2 <3.2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Chloride g/l 13 12 12 10 10 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250
Nitrite as N rag/! <(C.11 <0.11 < 0.11 <0.11 <0.11 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA (.2 1
Eromide rng/l < (.11 0.11 0.14 0.14 0.13 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Nitrate as N rag/l < 0.028] <0.025] < 0.025 0.043 0.043 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 2 10|
Sulfate g/l 210 170 180 170 170 NA NA NA NA NA NA] | NA 105 250|
FCBs |
~CB 1016 uey/l <050 <050] <0.50] <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.003 0.03|
FCB 1221 ug/l <0.50] <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA|  0.003 0.03||
SCB 12132 L/l <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA| ~ 0.003 0.03]}
PCB 1242 v/l <050 <050 <050 <0.50] <050 NA NA NA NA NA NA. NA| ~ 0.003 0.03]
PCB 1248 L/l <050 <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA, NA|  0.003 0.03f
PCB 1254 g/l <050 <050] <050 <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.003 0.03
FCB 1230 461/l <050 <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA INA NA 0.00)3 0.03
IPesticicles L/l NA NA NA ND NA NA NA NA NA NA NA[ T NA * )
TOX ug/l 29.6 50 390 113.2 22.3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
'TOC rig/l 25.8 53.4 59 156 105 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
188 g/l 27 23 10 110 130 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
|Phenol may/l < 0.020f < 0.020{ <0.020[ 0.0338 NA NA NA NA NA NA NAJ NA| 1.2 6]
LF-NF=Low Flow Sampling Technique and Not Filtered
LF-F=Low Flow Samgling Technique and Filtered

- = Not avail. at prirt

NA = Not Analyzzc

ND =: Not Detectec » PQL

PQL = Fractical Quantitation Limit

NS = Nc Standard

Bold Type = NR 14 PAL IZxceedance

Bold ltalc Type -: ES Exceedance

Page | of 1

* = See NR 140 for Feslicide Standards



Analytical Results for IAW-2

Schmalz Dump Superfund Site

TABLE 1 (continued)

I PARAMETER UNITS 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 4/21/1998 | 7/21/1998 11/2/1998 9/9/2003 {10/12,2004| 6/1/2008 | NR 140 | NR 140
nggggggjm Duplicate Duplicate Duplicate LF-NF LF-F PAL E£S
Arsenis ugi < 3.0 < 100 <100 < 100 <100 <100 <100 <0.6 1.6 <0.8 <0.8 - <1 5 50
Barium ugy/! 249 280 280 240 270 300 280 270 310 410 430 329 269 410 2000
Cadmium ug/! < 1) <10 <10 < 10 <10 < 10 <10 < 0.02 0.15 0.07 0.08 0.25 007 0.5 5
Chromium ugy/| 19 13 10 10 14 14 15 7.2 10 11 12 14 121 10 100
Lead ugli < 50 <50 < &0 <50 < 50 <50 < 50 <0.4 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <1.0 <1 1.5 15
Mercury ugl <020 <020 <0.20f <020 <020f <020 <0.20 NA NA NA NA <0.03 <0 03 .2 2
Selenium ugy/l <3 < 100 < 100 <100 < 100 <100 <100 2 <2 <1 <1 - <1 10 50,
Silver ug/l <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0.16 0.2 0.25* 0.3 <0.1 <().1 10 50
Common Anions
Fluoride ma/t < 4.0 < 4.0 <4.0 < 4.0 <4.0 <4.0 <40 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Chloricde miyl 71 73 73 73 73 83 84 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250
Nitrite as N ma/d <0.36 < 0.36 < 0.36 <0.72 < (.72 <0.72 < 0.72 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.2 1
Bromicle oyl 0.12 < 0.20 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.13 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Nitrate as N myy/l < (L028] <0.025] <0.025] <0.025| <0.025] <0.025] < 0.025 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 2 10
Sulfate moy/l 920 1,100 1,100 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250“
PCEs
PCB 1016 Uyt <050 <050 <0£0] <050 <050/ <050/ <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA]  0.003 0.03]f
PCB 1221 uyl <050 <050 <050 <050] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA[, NA] 0.003 0.03)f
PCB 1232 uzyl < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA! | NA 0.003 0.03
PCB 1242 uyl <050} <050 <0£80f <050] <050/ <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.003 0.03
PCB 1248 ug/l <05)] <050 <0.£0] <050 <050 <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA 0.003 0.03
PCB 1254 ug/l <050 <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50{ <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA 0.003 0.03
PCE 1260 ug <050] <050] <050 <050 <050] <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA[ T NAl 0.003 0.03
Pesticides ug/l NA NA NA NA NA ND NA NA NA NA NA NA NA[' NA * *
Miscellaneous
TOX Uyl 49.4 37 27.4 450 1,400 25.8 30.5 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
TOC mgy/l 53 69 72.9 69 69 99.7 132 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA NS NS
TSS mgy/l 4 46 49 57 100 66 70 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Phenol mg/f < 0.020] <0.020] <0.020] <0.020] <0.020{ 0.0247| 0.0306 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.2 6
LF-NF=Low Fiow Sampling Technique and Not Filtered
LF-F=Low Flow Samplin; Technique and Filtered
* Matrix Spike QC Exc2¢edad

- = Not avail. at pritt
NA = Not Analyzed
ND = Not Detected » FOL
PQL. = Practical Qu-antitation Limit
NS = No Standard
Bold Type = NR 142 PAl Exceedarice
Boki ltalic Type = MR 140 ES EZxceedance
Page 1 of 1

* = Seq NR 140 for Pesticide Standards



Analytical Results for MW-3

Schmaiz Dump Superfund Site

TABLE 1 (continued)

I PARAMETER | UNITS 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 | 4/21/1998 | 7/21/1998 11/2/1998 9/8/2003 [ 10/12/2004] 6/1/2008 | NR 140 [ NR 140
Ft[g_t_zg:s_hdissolved; Duplicate LF-NF LF-F PAL ES
Arsenic ug/l <3.0 <3.0 <100 <100 <100 <0.6 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 - <1 5 50

{[Barium ug 240 250 250 250 210 230 240 220 220 241 270 200 2000)]
[[Cadmium ug/l <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0.1 0.14 0.15 0.16 1.62 0.91 2.5 slf

jiChromium ug/l 3.9 4.1 <10 13 <10 2.3 5 2 1 2 2.7 10 100]

[lLead ug/! <50 <50 <50 <50 <50 <0.4 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <1.0 <1 1.5 15
Mercury ug/l <020 <020  <020] <0.20] <0.20 NA NA NA NA <0.03 <0.03 0.2 2
Selenium ug/l <3 <3 <100] <100 <100 3 <1 <1 <1 - <1 10 5(|
Silver ugh <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <0.4 <0.2] <0.2* <0.2 0.1 <0.1 10 501
Common Anions:

Fluoride mg/l <1.6 <1.6 <1.6 <1.6 <1.6 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS S
Chioride mg/l 22 22 23 22 21 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 25()
Nitrite as N mg/l <0.18] <0.18] <0.18] <0.18] <0.18 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.2 1
Brornide mg/l <011} <0.11 0.11] <0.10 0.4 NA NA NA NA NA NA | NA NS NS
Nitrate as N mg/l 0.3 0.27] 0.075] 0.056] 0.044 NA NA NA NA NA NA I NA 2 10
Sulfate mg/| 230 220 230 220 240 NA NA NA NA NA NA .~ NA 125 250

PCEs < |
PCE 1016 L/l <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NAl  0.003 0.03||
PCE 1221 ug/| <0.50] <050 <0.50] <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NAl  0.003 0.03)|
PCB 1232 ug/l <050 <0.50] <0.50] <050] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NAl  0.003 0.03)|
PCH 1242 ug/! «0.50] <050 <0.50] <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA]  0.003 0.03||
PCB 1248 ug/l <050 <0.50] <050 <050] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA[  0.003 0.03f
PCB 1254 ug/l <050 <050] <050 <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA r NA[ T 0.003 0.03)|
PCB 1260 ug/l <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA] T 0.003 0.03
Pesticides ug/l NA NA NA NA ND NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - *
’Imggl_aneous
TOX ug/) 15,9 18.3 58 350 23.7 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
TOC rg/l 27.8 78 45.6 38 24.4 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
TSS g/l 30 32 140 170 68 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Phenol g/l < 0.020] < 0.020f <0.020] <0.020] 0.0129 NA NA NA NA NA NA MA 1.2 6
ILF-NF==l_ow Flow Sarnpling Technigue and Not Filtered
<F-F=Low Flow Sampling Technique and Filtered
* = Matrix Spik? Q4> Exceeded

- = Not avail. at print
NA = Not Analy ze:l
ND = Not Detecte:l :» POL
PQL := Practical Cuanti:aton Limit
NS = No Standard
Bold Type = NF: 140 PAL Excaedance
Bold italic Type = NR 140 ES [Exceedance
Page 1 of 1

* = See NR 140 for Pesticide Stanclards



Analytical Results for MW-4

Schmalz Dump Superfund Site

TABLE 1 (continued)

" PARAMETEF. | UNITS | 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 | 4/21/1998 | 7/21/1998 11/2/1998 9/9/2003 |[10/12/2004]] 6/1/2008 ]| NR 140 | NR 140
’I\gﬂle=ta__l__§__‘_slissolvg_£[ Duplicate LF-NF | LF-F PAL £S
Arsenic ug/l <30{ <100 <100] <100] <100 0.7 <0.8 2 1.7 - <1 5 50|
[[Bariurn uyl 200 190 320 280 220 220 240 310 310 317 346 400 2000
[[Cadmium ug/l <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <0.02 0.05 0.09] <0.04 0.28 <0.03 0.5 |
{IChromiurn ug/l 18 <10 19 23 15 29 31 33 30 35 13.5 10 100
llLead ua/l <50 < 50 <50 <50 <50 <0.4 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <1.0 <1 1.5 15
Mercury ugh | <020 <0.20] <020 <0.20] <0.20 NA NA NA NA <0.03 <0.03 0.2 2
Selenium uy/l <3| <100] <100] <100] <100 1 <1 <1 <1 - <1 10 50
Silver ug/| <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0.1 <02 <02 <0.2 <0.1 <0.1 10 50
Common Anions
IIFluoride mg/| <8.0 <8.0 <8.0 <8.0 <8.0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
[Chioride mg/l 48 49 45 39 47 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250
Nitrite as N mgl <0.38] <0.36] <036 <0.36] <0.36 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.2 1
Bromide mg/l 0.2 0.23 0.18 0.13 0.48 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Nitrate as N o/l <0.028} <0.095] <0.025] <0.025] <0.025 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 2 10]
Sulfate gl 1,100 1000 780 680] 1,100 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250
PCBs
HFE&S 1016 ug/l <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NAl  0.003 0.03)|
FCB 1221 ug/l <0.50] <0.50] <050] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA . NAl 0.003 0.03)f
FCB 1232 ug/l <050] <0500 <050 <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA | NA}  0.003 0.03]|
FCB 1242 ug/l <050 <0.50] <050 <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA [ NAl  0.003 0.03]
PCB 1248 ug/l <050 <0.50] <050] <050 <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA " NA|  0.003 0.03])
IIPCB 1254 ug/l <050 <050, <050 <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA]  0.003 0.03)f
{iPCB 1260 ug/l <050] <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA]  0.003 0.03
Pesticides ug/l NA NA NA NA ND NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - )
Miscellaneous {
TOX Lo/ 36 37.5 720 550 36 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
TOC mg/l 112.1 67.2 89 63 62.7 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
1SS mg/! 72 280 780 1400 220 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Phenol mg/! <0.020] < 0.020] <0.020] <0.020] 0.0477 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.2 B
LF-NF=Low Flow Sampling Technique and Not Filtered
L.F-F=Low Flow Sampling Technique and Filtered
* = Spike QC Excseded, Spike Recovery is 16.6%
- = Not avail. at pri-a
NA = Not Analyzecl
ND = Not Detecled » PQL
POL. - Practical 12 ar titaition Limit
N$ = No Standard
Bold Type = NR 14l PAL 2xceedarice
Bold Italic Type = NF 140 ES Exceedance
Page: 1 of 1

*:= See NR 140 tor Feslicide Standards



Analytical Results for MW-5 TABLE 1 (conti nued) D)

Schmalz Dump Superfund Site EZT'&"
;? 3

PARAMETER UMITS| 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 04/21/1998 07/21/1998 11/02/1998 09/09/2003 | NR 140 | NR 140|| ~J 2“

Metals, dissolved : Duplicate Duplicate Duplicate | LF-NF | Duplicate | LF-F | Duplicate | LF-F | Duplicata| PAL ES -Q- =

Arsenic ugh <30] <100] <100] <100} <100f 2 298| 33 15 3.9 28] 25 5.1 - . 5 50| 3,1 3.4

IBarium ugh 350 370 azo]  310] 320 460 470] 460 as0| 550 520| 540 550{ 482 488 400 20001496 49!

Cadmiurn usd | <10] <10 <10] <10] <10] 0.02] = 0.04] 02 0.08] 0.17 0.25] 0.06] <0.04| <0.05] <0.08 05| 5| 0,08 0,05

Chromium Pugt | - 340] 210 200 190 200{ 160 170| 170 170] 180 170| 170 170] 182 180 10101136 %33

[Lead uy/l <50 <50 <50] <50 <50| <04 <0.4] <0.8 <08] <0.8 <0.8] <0.8 <0.8] <1.0 <1.0 1.5 15l £

Mercury ugh | <0.20] <0.20 <0.20] <0.20] <0.20] NA NA] NA NA| NA NA| NA NA| <0.03 <0.03 0.2: 2\ 805 Zo£5

Selenium ug/ <3| <100l <100] <100] <100] 6 2] 3 <1] <1 <1] <1 <1 - - 10l sofic) <l

Silver ug/ <10 <10 <10 <10 <10] 0.2 03| <0.2 <0.2] <0.2" <0.2'] <0.2 <0.2] <0.1 <0.1 10/ 50| &1 Lol

Cammon Anions |

Fluoride myl <80| <80 <80] <80 <80[ NA NA| NA "NA|  NA NA| NA NA| NA NA NS nsl| VA

Chloride mg/ 60 65 65 59 56] NA NA[ NA NA|  NA NA| NA NA] NA NA 125| 250 |

Nitrite as N mgit | <0.36] <038 <0.36] <0.38] <0.45] NA NA| NA NA[  NA NA| NA NA| NA NA 02 1

Bromide mgA 0.18]  0.19 02| o017] 038l NA NA| NA NA|  NA NAl NA NA| NA NA NS NS

Nitrate as N mgfl | <0.028] <0.025] <0.025| <0.025[ <0.025{ NA NA] NA NA[ NA NA| NA NA] NA NA 2 10

Sulfate mgi 430 400 400| 350] 360] NA NA] NA NA]  NA NA[ NA NA| NA NA] 25| 250]

PCEs :

PCB 1016 ugt | <0500 <050 <050{ <050 <050 NA NA[ NA NA|  NA NAl NA NA|  NA NAl 0.003]  0.03

PCB 1221 ugl | <050/ <0.50] <0.50] <050 <050 NA NA] NA NA| NA NA| NA NA]  NA NA| 0.103] 0.03

PCB 1232 ugh | <050/ <0.50] <0.50] <050] <0.50] NA NA| NA NA| NA NA] NA NA]  NA NA] 0.003]  0.03

PCB 1242 ugl = <050 <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50] NA NA] NA NA| Na NA[ NA NA] NA NA| o0.003] 0.0

PCB 1248 ug | <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] NA NA] NA|  NAl  NA NA] NA NA|  NA NA| 0.0o3]  0.03]

PCB 1254 ugh | <050 <050 <050 <050] <050 Na NA|  NAl NA[  NA NA| NA NA]  NA NAl 0.003{  o.0d

PCB 1260 ug | <050 <050 <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] NA NA| NA NA|  NA _NA]  NA NA|  NA Na| o003 0.3

Pesticides ugh | NA NA NA NA ND| NA NA] NA NA|  NA NA| NA NA] NA NA . .

=M= i%c:rgl:ameous . ! . .

TOX ug 109] 206 73.2 99| 42.8] NA NA] NA NA{ NA NA| NA NA[ NA NA NS NS

TOC mgA 182|316 247)  360] 259] NA NA| NA NA[  NA NA| NA NA]  NA NA NS NS

7SS mg/! 34] 140 24 7 23] NA NA[ NA NA| NA NA| NA NA| NA NA. NS NS

Pheriol mgn | <0.020} <0.020] <0.020] <0.020] 0.0384] NA NA[ NA NA|  NA NA| NA NA[ NA NA 1.2 8

LF-NF=Low Flow Sampling Technique and Not Filtered
LF-F=Low Flow Sarmpling Technique and Filtered

* = Matrix Spike (QQC; Exceeded

- = Not avail. at print

NA = Not Analyzed

ND = Not Detected > Pl

PCL = Practical Quarntitation Limit

NS = No Standard

Bold Typa = NR 140 PAL Exceedance

Bold Italic Type = NR 140 ES Exceedance

* = See NR 140 for Pes: cide Stancards . Page 1 of 1




Analytical Results for MW-6

Schmalz Dump Superfund Site

TABLE 1 (continued)

* = See NR 140 for Pesticide Standards

PARAMETER UNITS 8/93 11/93 2/94 6/94 | 4/21/1998 | 7/21/1998 11/2/1998 9/9/2003 | 10/12/2004| 6/1/2008 | NR 140 | NR 140
[Metals, dissolved Duplicate LF-NF LF-F PAL ES
Arseriic L/l <3.0 < 3.0 < 100 < 100 < 100 < 0.6 < (.8 <0.8 <0.8 - < 5 50|
tBarium ug/t 310 350 310 280 220 260 320 320 340 348 34 400 2000
Cadmium Lyl <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 < 0.02 0.04 0.36] <0.04 <0.05 C.08 0.5 5
Chromium ug/! 3 3 <10 <10 <10 29 3 4 1 2 1.5 10 100
L.ead ue/l < 50 < 50 < 50 < 50 <50 <0.4 < 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 4 <l 1.5 15
Mercury ucy/! <0.20] <0.20] <0.20f <0.20] <0.20 NA NA NA NA <0.03 <0.03 (.2 2
Selenium uglt <3 <3 <100 <100 < 100 4 <1 <1 <1 - <1 10 50]
Silver L/l <10 <10 <10 < 10 <10 0.23 < 0.2 0.08* <0.2 0.1 <0.1 10 50
Common Anions
Fluoride g/l <5.2 <5.2 <5.2 <52 <3.2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Chloride mg/l 49 49 48 48 45 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250
Nitrite as N Mg/l <0.36] <0.36] <0.36f <0.36] <0.36 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA (.2 1

. iBromide g/ 0.41 0.39 0.38 0.4 0.4 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Nitrate as N g/ 0.031] <0.025] «0.025] <0.025] <0.025 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 2 10
Sulfate i/l 240 280 240 220 240 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 125 250l
PCBs
PCB 1016 g/ <0.50] <050 <050 <050] <050 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA[ ~ 0.003] __ 0.03
PCB 1221 eyl <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA[ _ 0.003 0.03]|
PCB 1232 g/l <0.50] <050 <050 <0.50] <050 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA]  0.003 0.03)f
PCB 1242 L/l <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA|  0.003 0.03]f
PCB 1248 ug/l <0.50]  <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NAl NA[  0.033 0.03||

[iPCB 1254 ugyl <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50] <0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA| | NA| _ 0.003 0.03]
PCB 1260 ucy/l < (.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 < 0.50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.023 0.03

|[Pesticides ugy/l NA NA NA NA ND NA NA NA NA NA NAI NA * *
Miscellaneous ;

ITOxX ug/l 230 66 64.9 140 75.2 NA NA NA NA NA NA| NA NS NS
TOC g/l 61.6 45.9 72.1 82 47.8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
7SS vl 27 30 49 120 220 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NS NS
Phenol mg/l <0020 <0.020] <0.020] <0.020| 0.0738 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA .2 6
|LF-NF=Low Flow Sainpling Technique and Not Filtered
I.F-F=Low Flow Sampling Technigue and Filtered
* = Matrix Spike QC Eixceeded

- = Not avail. at prrt
NA = Not Analy. el
ND = Not Detecte! = PQL.
PQL. = Practical Quanti:ation Limit
NS = No Stand:.rc
Bold Type = NF 140 PAL Exceedance
Bold lalic Type = MR 140 ES Exceedance
Page 1 of 1



Attachment 8

Inspection Checklist



OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P
Please note that “O&M? is referred to throughout this checklist. At sites where Long-Term
Response Actions are in progress, O&M activities may be referred to as “system operations” since
these sites are not considered to be in the O&M phase while being remediated under the Superfund
program.

Five-Year Review Site Inspection Checklist (Template)

(Working document for site inspection. Information may be completed by hand and attached to the
Five-Year Review report as supporting documentation of site status. “N/A” refers to “not applicable.”)

I. SITE INFORMATION

Site name: SC_QF\ m&l -2 DUM’I p Date of inspection: Ce { oY / ‘2,00%?
Location and Region: LU\ 6n%y) RS |Eram: (v 1DY SO 22009 (s

Agency, office, or company leading the five-year Weather/temperature:

review: (A3 & PA Qg'ﬂiom 5
Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply)

\/Landfill cover/containment Monitored natural attenuation
Access controls Groundwater containment
Institutional controls Vertical barrier walls

Groundwater pump and treatment
Surface water collection and treatment
Other

Attachments: Inspection team roster attached Vgte map attached

II. INTERVIEWS (Check all that apply)

1. O&M site manager :gl:ﬁ& N P\S)

Name Title Date
Interviewed @ atoffice by phone Phone no.
Problems, suggestions;  Report attached

2. O&M staff

Name Title Date
Interviewed atsite  atoffice by phone Phone no.
Problems, suggestions; Report attached

D-7



OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

Local regulatory authorities and response agencies (i.e., State and Tribal offices, emergency
response office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office,
recorder of deeds, or other city and county offices, etc.) Fill in all that apply.

Agency
Contact

Name Title Date Phone no.
. Problems; suggestions; Report attached.

Agency
Contact

Name Title Date Phone no.
Problems; suggestions;  Report attached

Agency
Contact

Name Title Date Phone no.
Problems; suggestions;  Report attached

Agency
Contact

Name Title Date Phone no.
Problems; suggestions;  Report attached

Other interviews (optional)  Report attached.

Ted pa,w\mL»AsK'\ — Wﬂﬂ%mmoé Parsod (331
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OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

III. ON-SITE DOCUMENTS & RECORDS VERIFIED (Check all that apply)

1. O&M Documents
O&M manual Readily available Up to date N/A
As-built drawings Readily available Up to date N/A
Maintenance logs Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks
2, Site-Specific Health and Safety Plan Readily available Up to date N/A
Contingency plan/emergency response plan Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks
3. O&M and OSHA Training Records Readily available Up to date
Remarks
4, Permits and Service Agreements
Air discharge permit Readily available Up to date N/,
Effluent discharge Readily available Up to date N/A
Waste disposal, POTW Readily available Up to date N/A
Other permits Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks
5. Gas Generation Records Readily available Up to date
Remarks "
T
6. Settlement Monument Records Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks =
T
7. Groundwater Monitoring Records Readily available> Up to date N/A
Remarks
8. Leachate Extraction Records Readily available Up to date @
Remarks =
9. Discharge Compliance Records .
Air Readily available Up to date N/A
Water (effluent) Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks
10. Daily Access/Security Logs Readily available Up to date N/A
Remarks

D-S




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

IV. O&M COSTS

1. %%Mgsganizgion
State in-house Contractor for State

PRP in-house Contractor for PRP
Federal Facility in-house Contractor for Federal Facility
Other :
2. O&M Cost Records
Readily available Up to date
Funding mechanism/agreement in place
Original O&M cost estimate Breakdown attached

Total annual cost by year for review period if available

From To Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From To Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From To Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From To Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From To Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

3. Unanticipated or Unusually High O&M Costs During Review Period

Describe costs and reasons:

V. ACCESS AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS  Applicable  N/A

A. Fencing
L. Fencing damaged Location shown on site map CGates secured ) N/A
Remarks L\_m( o Ot un Seats A Seut Tdg

B. Other Access Restrictions

1. Signs and other security measures Location shown on site map N/A
Rematks____Ngod S LQJ m_os @
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OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

C. Institutional Controls (ICs)

1. Implementation and enforcement
Site conditions imply ICs not properly implemented Yes L@ N/A
Site conditions imply ICs not being fully enforced Yes (Neoy N/A

Type of monitoring (e.g., self-reporting, drive by) Ve ansPEcT 0 N
Frequency ___ANNUAL
Responsible party/agency  (GQTPTE  LOBNR.

Contact

Name Title Date Phone no.

Reporting is up-to-date No N/A
Yes

Reports are verified by the lead agency No N/A

Specific requirements in deed or decision documents have been met No N/A

Violations have been reported Yes N/A
Other problems or suggestions: Report attached
2. Adequacy 1Cs are adequate ICs are inadequate N/A
Remarks Y1 .  ANouStw s 5. 149G srost alé A0V i R
R Ym0y Y gl BA S aan 0T A 0 it
: ¢
D. General

1.

P e de,

2. Land use changes on site
Remarks -

3. Land use changes off site { §/A )
Remarks -

V1. GENERAL SITE CONDITIONS

A. Roads Applicable

1. Roads damaged Location shown on site map Roads adequate N/A
Remarks




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

B. Other Site Conditions

Remarks

VII. LANDFILL COVERS Applicable  N/A

A. Landfill Surface

1. Settlement (Low spots) Location shown on site map Settlement not evident
Arealextent_ Depth
Remarks

2. Cracks Location shown on site map Cracking not evident
Lengths Widths Depths
Remarks

3. Erosion Location shown on site map Erosion not evident
Areal extent Depth
Remarks

4. Holes Location shown on site map Holes not evident
Areal extent Depth
Remarks

5. Vegetative Cover (Grass > Cover properly established properly established > o signs of stress

Trees/Shrubs (indicate size and locatlons on a diagram)

Remarks

6. Alternative Cover (armored rock, concrete, etc.) @( )
Remarks

7. Bulges Location shown on site map Bulges not evident
Areal extent Height
Remarks




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

8. Wet Areas/Water Damage Wet areas/water damage not evident
Wet areas Location shown on site map Areal extent
Ponding Location shown on site map Areal extent
Seeps Location shown on site map Areal extent
Soft subgrade Location shown on site map Areal extent
Remarks
9. Slope Instability Slides Location shown on site map No evidence of slope instability
Areal extent
Remarks

B. Benches Applicable
(Horizontally constructed mounds ofearth placed across a steep landfill side slope to interrupt the slope

in order to slow down the velocity of surface runoff and intercept and convey the runoff to a lined
channel.)

1. Flows Bypass Bench Location shown on site map N/A or okay
Remarks

2. Bench Breached Location shown on site map N/A or okay
Remarks

3. Bench Overtopped Location shown on site map N/A or okay
Remarks

C. Letdown Channels Applicable N/A )
(Channel lined with erosion control mats; riprap, grout bags, or gabions that descend down the steep
side slope of the cover and will alow the runoff water collected by the benches to move off of the
landfill cover without creating erosion gullies.)

1. Settlement Location shown on site map No evidence of settlement
Arealextent Depth
Remarks

2. Material Degradation Location shown on site map No evidence of degradation
Material type Areal extent
Remarks

3 Erosion Location shown on site map No evidence of erosion
Areal extent Depth
Remarks




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

Undercutting Location shown on site map No evidence of undercutting
Areal extent Depth
Remarks

Obstructions  Type No obstructions
Location shown on site map Areal extent

Size

Remarks

Excessive Vegetative Growth Type
No evidence of excessive growth
Vegetation in channels does not obstruct flow
Location shown on site map Areal extent
Remarks

D. Cover Penetrations Applicable M

1.

Gas Vents Active Passive
Properly secured/locked Functioning Routinely sampled Good condition
Evidence of leakage at penetration Needs Maintenance
N/A

Remarks

Gas Monitoring Probes

Properly secured/locked Functioning Routinely sampled Good condition
Evidence of leakage at penetration Needs Maintenance N/A
Remarks

Monitoring Wells (within surfa ea of landfill)

Properly secured/locke uncnonmg Routinely sampled——_Good condition
Evidence of leakage at penetratlo ds Maintenance M

Remarks \,JENQ— w Q@YLW +O (LO\W

Mw W Gpund

4. Leachate Extraction Wells
Properly secured/locked Functioning Routinely sampled Good condition
Evidence of leakage at penetration Needs Maintenance é
Remarks
. A
5. Settlement Monuments Located Routinely surveyed /A
Remarks .




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

E. Gas Collection and Treatment Applicable A/D
1. Gas Treatment Facilities T
Flaring Thermal destruction Collection for reuse
Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
2. Gas Collection Wells, Manifolds and Piping
Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
3. Gas Monitoring Facilities (e.g., gas monitoring of adjacent homes or buildings)
Good condition Needs Maintenance N/A
Remarks
F. Cover Drainage Layer Applicable N/A
1. Qutlet Pipes Inspected Functioning N/A
Remarks
2. Outlet Rock Inspected Functioning N/A
Remarks
G. Detention/Sedimentation Ponds Applicable /Nﬁ\\
—
1. Siltation Areal extent Depth N/A
Siltation not evident
Remarks
2. Erosion Arealextent_  Depth
Erosion not evident
Remarks
3. Outlet Works Functioning N/A
Remarks
4. Dam Functioning N/A
Remarks

D-15
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/"\‘
H. Retaining Walls Applicable <\I/A ’
1. Deformations Location shown on site map Deformation not evident
Horizontal displacement Vertical displacement
Rotational displacement
Remarks
2. Degradation Location shown on site map Degradation not evident
Remarks .
I. Perimeter Ditches/Off-Site Discharge Applicable AJ
V
1. Siltation Location shown on site map  Siltation not evident
Arealextent =~ Depth
Remarks
2. Vegetative Growth Location shown on site map N/A
Vegetation does not impede flow
Arealextent Type
Remarks
3. Erosion Location shown on site map Erosion not evident
Arealextent Depth
Remarks
4. Discharge Structure Functioning N/A
Remarks
VIII. VERTICAL BARRIER WALLS Applicable @/A)
Me——"
1. Settlement Location shown on site map Settlement not evident
Areal extent Depth
Remarks
2. Performance MeonitoringType of monitoring

Performance not monitored

Frequency Evidence of breaching

Head differential

Remarks




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

IX. GROUNDWATER/SURFACE WATER REMEDIES Applicable NA )

A. Groundwater Extraction Wells, Pumps, and Pipelines Applicable N/A
1. Pumps, Wellhead Plumbing, and Electrical
Good condition All required wells properly operating Needs Maintenance N/A
Remarks
2. Extraction System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes, and Other Appurtenances
Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
3. Spare Parts and Equipment
Readily available Good condition Requires upgrade ~ Needs to be provided
Remarks
B. Surface Water Collection Structures, Pumps, and Pipelines Applicable ((N/A /
1. Collection Structures, Pumps, and Electrical
Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
2. Surface Water Collection System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes, and Other Appurtenances
Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
3. Spare Parts and Equipment
Readily available Good condition Requires upgrade Needs to be provided
Remarks




OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

C. Treatment System Applicable N/A
1. Treatment Train (Check components that apply)
Metals removal Oil/water separation Bioremediation
Air stripping Carbon adsorbers
Filters
Additive (e.g., chelation agent, flocculent)
Others :

Good condition
Sampling ports properly marked and functional

Needs Maintenance

Sampling/maintenance log displayed and up to date

Equipment properly identified
Quantity of groundwater treated annually

Quantity of surface water treated annually

Remarks
2. Electrical Enclosures and Panels (properly rated and functional)
N/A Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
3. Tanks, Vaults, Storage Vessels
N/A Good condition Proper secondary containment Needs Maintenance
Remarks
4, Discharge Structure and Appurtenances
N/A Good condition Needs Maintenance
Remarks
5. Treatment Building(s)
N/A Good condition (esp. roof and doorways) Needs repair
Chemicals and equipment properly stored
Remarks
6. Monitoring Wells (pump and treatment remedy)

Properly secured/locked  Functioning
All required wells located
Remarks

Routinely sampled
Needs Maintenance

Good condition
N/A

D. Monitoring Data

l. Monitoring Data
Is routinely submitted on time

Is of acceptable quality

2. Monitoring data suggests:
Groundwater plume is effectively contained

Contaminant concentrations are declining

D-18
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D. Monitored Natural Attenuation

I. Monitoring Wells (natural attenuation remedy)
( Properly secured/lockea\r?unctioning Routinely sampled @
All required wells Tocate Needs Maintenance N/A
Remarks —

X. OTHER REMEDIES

If there are remedies applied at the site which are not covered above, attach an inspection sheet describing
the physical nature and condition of any facility associated with the remedy. An example would be soil
vapor extraction.

XI. OVERALL OBSERVATIONS

A, Implementation of the Remedy

Describe issues and observations relating to whether the remedy is effective and functioning as

designed. Begin with a brief statement of what the remedy is to accomplish (i.e., to contain contaminant
plume, minimize infiltration and gas emission, etc.).

B. Adequacy of O&M

Describe issues and observations related to the implementation and scope of O&M procedures. In
particular, discuss their relationship to the current and long-term protectiveness of the remedy.

WDNR shoold maw u anes o dots Gunal ongfe
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OSWER No. 9355.7-03B-P

C. Early Indicators of Potential Remedy Problems
Describe issues and observations such as unexpected changes in the cost or scope of O&M or a bigh
frequency of unscheduled repairs, that suggest that the protectiveness of the remedy may be
compromised in the future.

D. Opportunities for Optimization

Describe possible opportunities for optimization in monitoring tasks or the operation of the remedy.
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