
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
MINNESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY,  

THE INTERLAKE CORPORATION, HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL INC. AND 
DOMTAR INC. CONCERNING SELECTION OF THE REMEDY 

 FOR THE SEDIMENTS OPERABLE UNIT OF THE 
ST. LOUIS RIVER/INTERLAKE/DULUTH TAR SUPERFUND SITE 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 

1.0 RECITALS 

1.1 The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), The Interlake Corporation 

(Interlake), Honeywell International Inc. (Honeywell) and Domtar Inc. (Domtar) (collectively, 

the “Companies”) entered the agreement captioned above (the Agreement) effective February 22, 

2000, to establish the terms and conditions under which the MPCA agreed to re-open the 

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) process for the Sediments Operable Unit 

(SedOU) of the St. Louis River/Interlake/Duluth Tar Superfund Site (Site), and to proceed to the 

selection and implementation of a remedy for the SedOU.   In 2001, The Interlake Corporation 

was renamed XIK Corp. 

1.2 Effective December 30, 2003, MPCA and the Companies entered into 

Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement.  Amendment No. 1 resulted from the efforts of the MPCA, 

the Department of Natural Resources, and the Companies, with the advice of the Peer Review 

Team (PRT) and comments from a wide group of stakeholders, to develop a concept for a hybrid 

remedy alternative that employs dredging, capping and containment.  Amendment No. 1 

provided for the inclusion of the hybrid remedy as one of the alternatives to be evaluated in the 
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reopened Feasibility Study, and provided for a more efficient process for the review of the final 

Feasibility Study and selection of the remedy for the SedOU. 

1.3 The Feasibility Study for the SedOU, including evaluation of the hybrid remedy 

alternative, was submitted to the MPCA and was approved with comments and modifications by 

the MPCA on January 14, 2004 (Approved Feasibility Study).  Subsequent to the approval of the 

Feasibility Study, additional information  developed by the Companies indicated that the volume 

of dredged material to be contained on-site or disposed off-site would be greater and that the 

available on-site containment space would be smaller than previously estimated.  The 

development of this and other new information by the Companies has led the Parties to develop a 

revised description of the hybrid remedy alternative in which the containment facility for 

dredged material is located in Slip 6 instead of Slip 7 and in which the areas to be dredged in the 

two slips have been changed appropriately. 

1.4 The Parties desire to enter into this Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement to revise 

the description of the hybrid remedy alternative in the Agreement and to provide for the 

submission and review of an Addendum to the Feasibility Study which will evaluate the revised 

hybrid remedy alternative and allow the MPCA to consider that alternative in selecting a remedy 

for the SedOU.         

2.0 Definitions 

2.1 Part 2.9 of the Agreement, as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

2.9 “Revised Dredge/Cap Hybrid Alternative” means the conceptual remedy 

alternative that includes dredging, capping, and containment of contaminated sediments and is 
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described in Exhibit 1 to Amendment No. 2.  The approximate configuration of the Revised 

Dredge/Cap Hybrid Alternative is depicted in Figure 1 to Amendment No. 2.     

 

3.0 Re-opened Feasibility Study Process 

 3.1 Part 10.4 of the Agreement, as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

 10.4 The Companies shall prepare a re-opened Feasibility Study which shall address 

only the following alternatives: (1) the “no action” alternative (Alternative 1); (2) the In Situ Cap 

Alternative; (3)  dredging, upland dewatering and off-site disposal (Alternative 10); and (4) the 

Revised Dredge/Cap Hybrid Alternative.  The re-opened Feasibility Study shall be prepared in 

accordance with the requirements of Exhibit A to the March 22, 1994, Request for Response 

Action, except that it shall not contain a recommendation for selection of a remedy. 

 3.2 Part 10 of the Agreement is  amended by adding a new Part 10.7 to read:    

 10.7 Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, the Companies shall 

evaluate the Revised Dredge/Cap Hybrid Alternative for purposes of the re-opened Feasibility 

Study by preparing and submitting an Addendum to the Approved Feasibility Study .  The 

Addendum shall be submitted to the MPCA for review and approval by the Commissioner not 

later than March 30, 2004.  The Addendum shall describe the changes made in the  Revised 

Dredge/Cap Hybrid Alternative and the Dredge/Off-Site Disposal Alternative, and update 

accordingly the comparative analysis of the four alternatives described in Part 10.4 as amended.  

Upon approval of the Addendum, the Commissioner shall notify the Companies in writing of the 

approval.  The Companies shall provide a copy of the Addendum, to the PRT when it is 

submitted to MPCA.  The MPCA shall provide a copy of its approval of the Addendum to the 

PRT when that approval is issued to the Companies.  All comments by the PRT on the reopened 
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Feasibility Study, including draft comments, which are received by MPCA before issuance of the 

draft Proposed Plan under part 11.1, shall be reviewed and considered by the MPCA in the 

preparation of the draft Proposed Plan.  Comments of the PRT on the reopened Feasibility Study 

received by MPCA after issuance of the draft Proposed Plan under Part 11.1, but within the 

period provided for in Part 11.2 or 11.3, shall be reviewed and considered by the MPCA in 

preparing the Proposed Plan which is issued for public comment under Part 11.4.  Any 

comments of the PRT on the reopened Feasibility Study received by the MPCA after the 

issuance of the Proposed Plan under Part 11.4 but before the end of the public comment period 

on the Proposed Plan shall be reviewed and considered by the MPCA in preparing the Record of 

Decision. 

 

4.0 Proposed Plan 

 The first two sentences of Part 11.1 of the Agreement are amended to read as follows: 

 11.1 After review and consideration of the comments of the PRT on the Approved 

Feasibility Study, and after approval of the Addendum, the MPCA shall identify a preferred 

remedy from the alternatives presented in the re-opened Feasibility Study and shall prepare a 

draft Proposed Plan.  In preparing its draft Proposed Plan, the MPCA shall in good faith examine 

and consider the report or other work product of the PRT as provided in Part 10.7.     

 

5.0 Effect of Amendments 

 Except as amended by this Amendment No. 2, all provisions of the Agreement, as 

previously amended by Amendment No. 1, remain in full force and effect. 


















